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Proposed CR to 25.302 [Rel-6] on Introduction of MBMS
The TS 25.302 has been reviewed with respect to what is needed for the introduction of MBMS. Not too much need to be added. The following items have been identified:

–
Clause 2: Reference to MBMS stage-2 to be included.

–
Sub-clause 6.2: The support for soft combining should be indicated in the downlink model of the UE physical layer. A new model – "FACH (micro-diversity case)" – is introduced for that purpose (FDD and TDD).

–
Sub-clauses 8.2 (FDD): The possible UE physical channel combinations need to be extended due to MBMS. In general, MBMS is managed with a combination of one or more S-CCPCHs. However, the UE may be required to operate those together and in parallel with certain other physical channel combinations (for other purposes).

–
Sub-clauses 8.4 (TDD): The TDD case is not considered in this CR. Similar to FDD, corresponding additions are needed for TDD. That is however left FFS.

Regarding the first two items, the attached CR proposes new text and figures in clause 2 and in sub-clause 6.2 to cover those.

Regarding sub-clauses 8.2 (FDD), the proposed changes in the CR should be seen as attempt to extend the set of physical channel combinations, based on the MBMS "minimum UE capability", as outlined in TS 25.346, sub-clause 7.2. A note is used to indicate that those new combinations are part of the minimum requirement for a UE supporting MBMS. Additional combinations may apply, depending on the UE implementation.

It should be noted that it is not clear which is the best way to extend the tables in clause 8, in order to encompass MBMS. Due to the nature of MBMS, the UE needs to operate MBMS much in parallel with other tasks. Hence, the channel combinations needed for MBMS becomes very much an add-on to certain existing combinations. That is probably true for both FDD and TDD. An alternative way to reflect that could be to create a separate table for MBMS, where the specific MBMS related combinations are listed. A potential problem with that is that in some cases, the same physical channel may be used for both MBMS and other purposes. A separate table might indicate that separate physical channels are always used.

The editor of the CR asks for certain advice in those respects.

Regarding sub-clause 8.4 (TDD), the proposed CR does not contain any changes. It is assumed that it is probably better that companies with a special interest in TDD propose those changes.

