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Discussion 

The current work plan within 3GPP indicates to March 04 for the completion of the Release 6 work on MBMS.  Observation of the status as of today shows that: 

· The Stage 1 specification containing bearer level requirements, TS 22.146, is complete and considered stable; 

· SA1 is currently engaged in the construction of the new TS to capture the application level requirements. This specification is intended to be completed in December 03.

· The stage 2 specification MBMS, TS 23.846, is also in line to be completed by the December 03 target deadline. As a matter of fact, TS 23.846 has already received approval for SA1 on the bases that the UTRAN aspect of the TS are quite stable, however, work still need to be done to reflect GERAN procedures. 

Although MBMS work has been progressed very well within SA1 and SA2, the same cannot be said about the progress of MBMS stage 3 work, especially in the RAN and GERAN groups along with some of the CN groups. 

It is our understanding that RAN and GERAN specifications has so far reached between 20% and 40% of their full maturity.  Although it is evident that work on the stage 3 can be expected to be completed only once a fairly stable stage 2 exists, the progress has been slower than what is normally experienced for other services in similar circumstances.

Given the argument above, it is clear that there exits vast un-uniformity between the progress of MBMS work across the different stages of 3GPP specifications.  The consequence of such divergence can lead to a more rushed and compromised stage 3 MBMS solution for release 6.  T-Mobile feel that it would be in the best interest of the operators to avoid a quick fix MBMS solution for stage 3, hence, we would like one of the following two proposals to be considered as a possible ways forward.

1. Keep March 04 as the stage 3 deadline but identify a minimum set of requirement for RAN, GERAN and CN groups to work with. The advantage is that the stage 3 work will be more concise and completion feasible within the given deadline.   The disadvantage is that the Release 6 MBMS solution will be a watered down version of the fuller MBMS solution.

2. Extend the March 04 deadline for stage 3 work by the time needed for a comprehensive stage 3 specification taking into account all the requirements for MBMS specified in stage 1 and 2.  The advantage of this is that there will be a robust stage 3 release 6 specification for MBMS. This way it can be expected that the next release of the MBMS specifications will only contain improvements rather than major additional features. The obvious disadvantage is that MBMS service availability will be delayed.

In addition to the above but on a separate issue, it is our understanding that the Stage 1 specification, TS 22.146, is under constraint not to add any more requirements for Release 6. T-Mobile would prefer to see this constraint lifted to allow further clarification on some of the existing requirements. We could further recommend that the Stage 1 specification be reviewed in-light of the current developments in the RAN groups (test results in RAN1) which may indicate the most realistic parameters for MBMS service (i.e. the most suitable data rate etc).

Proposal

Given the discussion above we would urge the respective 3GPP groups to consider our proposal number 2, i.e. extending the March 04 deadline for MBMS Stage 3. This will allow the specification of an MBMS service that takes into account all the requirements formulated in the two Stage 1 TS and avoid major additional work in the future releases of MBMS. 

