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1 Introduction

In RAN4#72, the issue of MCH BLER reporting was discussed and a WF was agreed [1]. In this paper, we present our view on this issue.
2 Discussion
It was agreed in [1] that the reported BLER (as defined by RAN1) should be associated with total number of received MCH transport blocks during the L1 BLER measurement period. The remaining issue is how to define L1 BLER measurement period. Two options are provided in [1] to define L1 BLER measurement period:
· Opt 1: L1 measurement period is equal to the configured logging interval. All samples during the logging interval are counted.
· Opt 2: L1 measurement period (N MBSFN subframes with MCH) is specified to ensure that at least [10] erroneous MCH transport blocks are received by the UE to obtain the MCH BLER measurement. 

Companies are encouraged to indicate their views how L1 BLER measurement period should be specified. Decision should be made in RAN4#72bis meeting. 
The advantages of the Option 1 are obvious: 

· Simple for UE implementation: The UE needs only simply follow the network control to report the BLER measurements. There is no need to the UE to determine the L1 measurement period and BLER reliability during the L1 measurement period when reporting the BLER measurements; 

· Flexible for network to control: The network has the control of the L1 measurement period without the need to consider how the UE can set L1 measurement period properly for reliable the BLER reporting when making the BLER measurements. The network may still determine the BLER reliability once it collects the enough measurement from the UE.
One of them main issues with Option 2 is how “to ensure certain number of erroneous MCH transport blocks”. The number of number of erroneous MCH transport blocks will depend on both RF conditions and UE’s implementation. Under good RF conditions, there may not have enough number erroneous MCH transport blocks if the configured logging interval is too short. Also, under the same RF conditions, UEs with better algorithms may have fewer decoding errors. In addition, in our view, this condition does not necessarily make the BLER reporting more reliable. From the statistical point of view, the BLER reporting reliability may be more depend on the total number of the measured MCH transport blocks instead of the number of error blocks within the total number of transport blocks.
3 Summary 

In this paper, we discussed the options for L1 BLER measurement period. Our preference is to use the first option in [1], i.e.,  L1 measurement period being equal to the configured logging interval.
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