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1. Overall Description:

SA4 would like to thank RAN2 for their LS on “Physical layer enhancements for MBMS”. It is good to hear that RAN2 is developing a “Single Frequency Network” Mode for MBMS service offerings. 
SA4 has discussed the LS and lots of questions were raised during the discussion. SA4 acknowledges the need to enable the use of the MBSFN functionality via signalling of some kind, however we have identified two methods through which the coordination between the different MBMS transmission modes could be achieved.
· Using the MBMS User Service Announcement.

· A per-service flag could be included in the MBMS User Service Announcement sent to the UE. The UE could then use this flag, plus the “MBSFN” IE in the RRC signalling (notifying the UE that the cell is in MBSFN mode) to decide that it should consume this service in MBSFN mode. This solution is as suggested by RAN2 in their liaison.

· Using the RRC “MBSFN” IE

· The RNC, when sending the RRC signalling, could make a decision on whether to include the “MBSFN” IE in the RRC signalling based upon prior knowledge of whether the service is intended for MBSFN delivery. The UE would then consider only this signalled parameter when deciding on using MBSFN.
SA4 considers both of these solutions capable of enabling the MBSFN functionality.

The general principals of the MBMS User Service Announcement are that it should be bearer agnostic and that the User Service Announcement has no geographical context. This leads SA4 to question why the first solution should be adopted.

SA4 would like to ask RAN2 whether the solutions outlined in the bullet points are in line with RAN2s understanding of the issue. If RAN2 believes that the first solution is still preferable, SA4 kindly requests clarification on the justification for this choice.
2. Actions:

To RAN2 group.

ACTION: 
SA4 kindly requests RAN2 to review the solutions above and to liaise its choice of signalling to enable the use of MBSFN. In the case that solution 1 is chosen, SA4 kindly requests clarification of RAN2’s reasoning and the syntax RAN2 would like the signalling to take.
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