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1. Introduction
Following the decision made during TSG RAN#32 meeting that RAN working groups need to further develop the LTE MBMS concepts, RAN working groups meetings in Jun 2006 and Aug 2006 have put great efforts on it.  Currently it has been completed for the following items after the RAN WGs meetings in June and August: basic LTE MBMS concept and framework, e.g. concepts of dedicated cell, mixed cell, SFN operation, etc. 
Further work for LTE MBMS is being considered right now, although there is no final conclusion. Those issues include: counting in MBMS, network synchronization method, whether need to use MIMO, relation between dedicated cell and network structure etc. 
We appreciate for the effort from different RAN working groups especially RAN working group 2’s work for LTE MBMS concept. 
However in current LTE MBMS discussion, there is still some confusion due to lack of clear deployment scenarios defined. So we would like to further identify such deployment scenarios in order to speed up the LTE MBMS standardization process. 
2. Suggestion

During RAN2 meeting in June, “dedicated cell” and “mixed cell” had been defined as two basic MBMS scenarios. However, it seems the following discussion did not use this principle properly and some confusion arises. 

Therefore, we would like to emphasize two basic deployment scenarios for “dedicated cell” and “mixed cell”. For dedicated cell scenario, larger cell radius could be used and a downlink only spectrum band could be allocated. For mixed cell scenario, the spectrum band will be shared with unicast system and also the cell radius is same as the one for unicast cell.
The reason for such a distinguishing was these two deployment scenarios might lead to different types of equipment implementation. In the scenario of mixed cell, LTE MBMS and unicast equipment could be integrated together, just like the relation of R6 and R7 MBMS implementation. In the scenario of dedicated cell, the supporting equipment could be optimized and simplified, and not necessary to be integrated with unicast in the same equipment. 
We hope dedicated MBMS and mixed MBMS have common implementation basis, for example, they could have harmonized physical layer parameters, same protocol stacks and working procedures. Dedicated cell could be optimized and simplified from mixed cell mode. However, it is worthwhile to emphasize that: in order to reduce the cost of service and the cost of network deployment, optimization of dedicated cell will be needed. Therefore, we do hope to take into account the trade off between common implementations and optimization of dedicated cell in order to reduce the network deployment cost. 
3．Conclusion
i. We would like to strongly support the decision made by RAN2 to specify the 2 basic deployment scenarios for “dedicated cell” and “mixed cell”. We believe that the features in two scenarios should be clarified in more details. In further LTE MBMS discussion, the contributions could be shown clearly which scenario is the object.
ii. The optimization and simplification for “dedicated cell” are needed.

































































































































