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1. Overall Description:

CN1 would like to thank RAN2 for their liaison statement "Answer to MBMS ARP Support in UTRAN". 
In reply to RAN2's request to provide feedback on the complexity of:
· Introducing service priorities per joined service, per UE

· Changing the decision of whether to set up a PTP connection depending on the UE specific priorities (the PTP vs. PTM decision would not be affected),
CN1 can give the following comments:

For normal PDP contexts, the network has been able to assign allocation/retention priorities per UE and PDP context since R97. Until now these priorities are assigned by the network, based on subscription data. 

For MBMS, only a signalling for the assignment of an allocation/retention priority to the MBMS bearer context has been specified, but not for the assignment of priorities to individual MBMS UE contexts. 
In R99 the value range of the allocation/retention priorities assigned by the network to PDP contexts was restricted to the values 1, 2, and 3. The reason for this was a one-to-one mapping specified by SA2 between the R97 QoS parameter 'precedence' and the allocation/retention priority.
Therefore, if it is intended to compare the allocation/retention priorities of p-t-p RABs and MBMS p-t-p RABs with each other, only a limited granularity will be available. 
Finally, since different subscribers will probably have different priorities for the same MBMS service, it needs to be specified which one of these priorities is to be used on the network interfaces between CN and RAN for the p-t-m bearer.
2. Actions:

To RAN2 group.

ACTION: 
CN1 asks RAN2 to consider CN1's comments when further discussing the issue.
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