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1. Introduction

MBMS (Multimedia Broadcast/Multicast Service) is a Rel-6 feature that enables two distinct and separate methods for distributing multimedia content. When RAN5 has developed conformance test cases for MBMS, this has been taken into account so that the tests are applicable to broadcast and/or multicast services, depending on what the UE supports at the application layer. 
In GCF, MBMS has been now introduced as one of the bearers for the “mobile TV” feature so it seems that the scope of MBMS work item in GCF is targeted mostly towards broadcast. From the industry perspective it seems clear that MBMS broadcast is the service that will be implemented and deployed first and at the moment there is less interest for MBMS multicast service. 
Therefore in Nokia’s opinion there is a need to avoid a situation where a MBMS test case could be verified in RAN5 and validated in GCF using two broadcast UE implementations when these implementations would not in fact utilize and test the multicast path in the test case and there is no guarantee that the multicast path actually works. 

There is a need to separate the RAN5 test case verifications for MBMS to broadcast and multicast specific paths and this document proposes a method for achieving this. It is also proposed that RAN5 recommends GCF to apply similar approach for the future MBMS test case validations.  

2. Discussion
One way to separate broadcast and multicast verification paths would be to split the current MBMS test cases to two separate test cases, one applicable only to broadcast and the other applicable only to multicast. However, as has been discussed when RAN5 has reviewed the inter-band and inter-RAT related proposals from GCF and PVG, this is not a feasible solution because this would create administrative overhead and unnecessary maintenance effort for MCC160. 
Instead Nokia proposal is to use the similar approach for the MBMS test cases that RAN5 has now agreed to use for the inter-band and inter-RAT test cases. MBMS test cases should be labeled to distinguish between the broadcast and multicast paths, when applicable, and placed to the same informative Annex than the inter-band and inter-RAT test cases. 
The labeling could be for example: 

· 11.5.1(Broadcast) or 11.5.1(BC)

· 11.5.1(Multicast) or 11.5.1(MC)
With this proposal RAN5 verifications and GCF validations can be clearly separated to broadcast specific and multicast specific. 
3. Proposal

It is proposed that RAN5 agrees on the proposed method for separating RAN5 MBMS test case verifications and sends a LS to GCF to inform them on the RAN5 decision. 

Nokia has prepared CR R5-071206 that adds this labeling to the relevant MBMS test cases in an Annex in 34.123-2. RAN5 should agree the CR. 
RAN5 should also recommend to MCC160 to concentrate their development efforts at the moment to MBMS broadcast test cases.  
