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1. Overall Description:

RAN2 would like to thank SA4 for their LS (S4-050198, to RAN2) on MBMS Session Repetition and answer to the questions of SA4 from a RAN2 perspective.

For the following question:

· Is the MBMS Session Repetition Number to be intended as the progressive number of the repetition of a session or is it just the indication whether the session is transmitted the first time or retransmitted?

The understanding of RAN2 is that the “MBMS Session Repetition Number” is supposed to inform the RNC on the number of repetitions. The RNC would use this information for different purposes (e.g. evaluate the need for counting procedure, estimate parameters for the counting procedure etc.). The RNC has no other possibility to have this information because the RNC has no information on the re-use of session identifiers and hence can not count the number of repetition of a session.

· Which are the implications of the usage of such MBMS Session Repetition Number in the RAN with respect to the time needed for establishing the MBMS radio bearer relevant to that session, and consequently the time occurring between the transmission of the MBMS SESSION START REQUEST message to the RNC and the expected actual start of the data transfer at the BM-SC? 

RAN2 understands that the “MBMS Session Repetition number” could have an influence on the time needed for establishing the MBMS radio bearer relevant to that session. However this influence depends on the RNC implementation, and RAN2 does not see how a general rule could be defined in order to estimate this delay depending on the “MBMS Session Repetition number”.

· Is it expected that the BM-SC should schedule different time values for the actual start of the data transfer depending on the usage of the MBMS Session Repetition Number inside the RNC?

No.

· If the answer to the above question is yes, is there any rule for making the BM-SC aware of these different time values depending on the session repetition number, since the time to data transfer (after the MBMS SESSION START REQUEST message delivery to the RNC) is unknown to the RNC?

Since the answer is no, there can be no rule defined.

· If the answer to the above question were yes, could RAN2 still confirm the advantages for the RAN, related to the usage of the MBMS Session Repetition Number?

The inclusion of the “MBMS Session Repetition number” is beneficial in any case. The BM-SC should assume the worst case for the time occurring between the transmission of the MBMS SESSION START REQUEST message to the RNC and the expected actual start of the data transfer at the BM-SC.

2. Actions:

To SA4, SA2, GERAN2, RAN3, CN1, CN3, CN4 group:

ACTION:

RAN2 kindly asks SA4, SA2, GERAN2 to consider the answers above.
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