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1. Introduction

In this contribution, we address the issue of UE capability for eMBMS reception.
2. Discussion
At this moment, it is not clear whether eMBMS is a mandatory feature for Rel-9 UE or not. Regardless of whether support for eMBMS is mandatory or optional, a UE has to have some capability or resources if it intends to receive eMBMS services. Regarding eMBMS capability, it should be decided whether this capability for eMBMS is shared with the capability for unicast service. 
If eMBMS service and unicast service share same capability pool of a UE, additional capability requirement for UEs in idle mode will be minimized. In this case, how to manage the available resource to receive a eMBMS service can be left for implementation issue.
However, for a connected Mode UE, the sharing of capability between eMBMS service and unicast service will cause impact to unicast service. If some of UE capability has to be allocated for the reception of eMBMS service, eNB has to reconfigure radio bearer If eNB does not consider the amount of capability diverted for ongoing eMBMS service, memory shortage may cause, for example, RLC window stalling. On the other hand, requiring separate capability for each eMBMS service and unicast service is costly for UE implementation. When the UE does not receive any eMBMS service, separate capability for eMBMS leads to inefficient use of UE resources.
Proposal 1:

It is proposed to decide whether the capability for eMBMS is separately defined from the capability for unicast service.
3.
Proposal
It is proposed to discuss and capture an agreement into 36.300 regarding following:

· - Whether the capability for eMBMS service is separately defined from the capability for unicast service. 
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