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1. Overall Description:
RAN1 would like to thank RAN2 for their LS on Modulation and Coding Scheme for MCCH.
RAN1 concludes that that the MCS set for MBMS transmission should be as follows:
· MCS for MCH containing MCCH takes one value in 
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= {2, 7, 13, 19} (TS 36.213 v8.8.0, table 7.1.7.1-1). 
· MCS for MCH not containing MCCH takes one value in 
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= {0, 1, 2, …, 28} (TS 36.213 v8.8.0, table 7.1.7.1-1).
Note that these values are considered as working assumption. 
Regarding to the signalling for the region length of the PDCCH in MBSFN subframes (referred to as “PDCCH length” in R2-096250 / R1-094423), the possible values are defined in Table 6.7-1 in TS 36.211. The length of the PDCCH region is either 1 or 2 OFDM symbols and can be detected via PCFICH. RAN1 has agreed that the PDCCH length in MBSFN subframes is the same as the length of the non-MBSFN region of MBSFN subframes (i.e. the region where MBSFN transmissions cannot occur). RAN1 has not identified a need for another signalling mechanism for the PDCCH region length.
Regarding to the number of MBSFN area ID, it is not a L1 parameter and it is therefore appropriate for RAN2 to make the decision.
2. Actions:

To RAN2:

RAN1 kindly asks RAN2 to take above answers into consideration.
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