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Introduction
In the last meeting, we shortly discussed how R8 E-UTRA can exclude the MBMS dedicated cell [1]. However, we did not complete the issue.
Discussion
When the MBMS dedicated cell is deployed, it could happen that R8 E-UTRA UE camps on the MBMS dedicated cell. However, since unicast service is not provided on the MBMS dedicated cell, R8 E-UTRA UE should consider the MBMS dedicated cell to be barred. 
We think that R8 E-UTRA UE could consider the MBMS dedicated cell to be barred in one of the following manners:
Option 1: Explicit indication of the MBMS dedicated cell
The MBMS dedicated cell indicates “I am the MBMS dedicated cell” in the system information. If the indication is broadcast on BCCH in a cell, R8 E-UTRA UE considers the cell to be barred. 
In this case, R8 E-UTRA UE should understand the MBMS dedicated cell indication in the system information. The indication could be inserted into system information on MBSFN sub-frame allocation.
Option 2: Recognition of missing system information
The MBMS dedicated cell may not broadcast all of the required system information on BCCH. As a result, R8 E-UTRA UE cannot acquire all of the required system information in the cell and then considers the cell to be barred. For example, some of SIBs may be missing in the MBMS dedicated cell compared to a normal cell. If the UE find out the SIB is missing in the MBMS dedicated cell, the UE considers the cell to be barred.
In 36.331, it is specified that idle UE considers the cell that does not transmit MIB, SIB1 or SIB2 to be barred. Thus, if the MBMS dedicated cell does not transmit MIB, SIB1 or SIB2, R8 UTRA UE will consider the cell to be barred. However, at this moment, we don’t know which SIB will be excluded in the MBMS dedicated cell. Rather, since MIB, SIB1 and SIB2 seem essential, the MBMS dedicated cell may transmit MIB, SIB1 and SIB2.
Option 3: MBMS specific physical cell identifications or physical synchronization channel
A set of physical cell identifications specific to the MBMS dedicated cell can be assigned. When R8 E-UTRA UE decodes the MBMS specific physical cell identification, R8 UE considers the cell to be barred.
In this case, RAN1 should specify which cell identifications are assigned to the MBMS dedicated cell. We think that we should avoid having more standard work to meet the E-UTRA specification timeline.
Alternatively, we could specify that R8 E-UTRA UE is not able to decode the MBMS dedicated cell e.g. by designing a MBMS specific physical synchronization channel. In this case, RAN1 would have more standard work which should be avoided.
Option 4: Assignment of MBMS specific frequency band
If the MBMS dedicated cell is deployed on a MBMS specific frequency band which is hidden in R8, R8 E-UTRA UE will not be allowed to camp on the MBMS dedicated cell. However, this solution could restrict deployment of E-UTRA MBMS.
Conclusion
As discussed above, we don’t prefer the option 3 & 4 due to the reasons above even if we may have the option 3 or 4 in the future because we cannot foresee the future specification. The option 1 & 2 seems reasonably simpler than the other solutions with little restriction on the future design of the MBMS dedicated cell. Thus, we propose to accept either the option 1 or the option 2.
If the option 2 is preferred, the current specification seems to be not sufficient because the MBMS dedicated cell may transmit at least MIB, SIB1 and SIB2. One possibility for the option 2 is that R8 UE considers the cell that does not transmit all of the required system information to be barred.
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