TSG-RAN Working Group 2 Meeting #28
R2-020791
TSG-RAN Working Group 3 Meeting #28
R3-021134
Kobe, Japan, 8 - 12 April 2002

Title:
LS on RAN requirements to support MBMS

Source:
RAN2, RAN3

To:
Workshop on MBMS (6-7 May 2002, London, UK)

Cc:


Response to:


Release:
Rel-6

Contact Person:


Name:
Denis Fauconnier


Martin Israelsson

E-mail Address:
dfauconn@nortelnetworks.com
martin.israelsson@era.ericsson.se
Attachments:
None.

1. Overall Description:

During the RAN2/RAN3 #28 meetings in Kobe (Japan), RAN2 and RAN3 jointly discussed RAN requirements to support MBMS. Based on the discussions, understanding of a number of points needs to be confirmed, and a list of questions for the workshop (6-7 May in London, UK) was drawn up.

The following is the understanding of RAN2 and RAN3 and needs to be confirmed:

· MBMS is downlink only.

· Charging should not affect UTRAN.

· Roaming does not affect RAN.

· Reception of MBMS is not guaranteed [this was confirmed by TSG-SA WG1 in LS S1-020299 (R2-020692; R3-020300)].

· Transmission can use dedicated resources or broadcast resources.

· MBMS should not prevent the capability for SRNS relocation.

· Uplink transmissions would be on point-to-point RABs and therefore not seen by RAN as MBMS RABs.

· The QoS attributes are the same for multicast and broadcast.

· Header compression would be preferable.

RAN2 and RAN3 had the following questions:

· Should MBMS and point-to-point RABs be independent? What are the requirements in case of parallel point-to-point and MBMS services?

· Is the assumption to have dedicated capability in the UE for MBMS, not shared with other point-to-point services, e.g. MBMS dedicated rake receiver?

· What amount of data loss or duplication is acceptable in case of cell change?

· What is the range of applicable bit rates?

· What are the QoS attributes? Is it assumed to be the same bit rate in all cells?

· What is the requirement on ciphering for Broadcast service?

· Should MBMS influence cell re-selection or even handover (no commitment from RAN to fulfil this if answer is yes)?

· What is the requirement on arbitration between point-to-point RABs and MBMS RABs (e.g. is there an A/R priority etc.)?

· Are multicast areas operator-based or user-based?

2. Actions:

To the Workshop.

ACTION: 
RAN2 and RAN3 ask the Workshop to confirm that their understanding of the points in the first list above is correct, and requests answers to the questions in the second list.
3. Date of Next RAN2/RAN3 Meetings:

RAN2_29/RAN3_29
13 – 17 May 2002

Gyeongju, Korea.

RAN2_30
24 – 28 June 2002
Torino, Italy.

RAN3_30
24 – 28 June 2002
Sophia Antipolis, France.

