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1
Introduction
The work item description [3] for LTE MBMS support in Rel-9 was approved in RAN#43. This contribution proposes to agree on some clarifications to parts of the description that may be subject to alternative interpretations.
2
Excerpt from [3]: “Objectives”
 “

The objective of this work is to specify the RAN enhancements for functionality to support MBMS over E-UTRAN.  It is proposed to specify limited functionality of MBMS using MBSFN transmission scheme in order to finish in a timely manner. i.e.:

· One cell belongs to only one MBSFN Area (i.e. no overlapping areas, the need for this restriction can be revisited during the work item phase). 

· Multiple non overlapping MBSFN Areas can be supported in a PLMN 

· MBSFN areas are static (no dynamic changing areas, changes are made by O&M)

· No support for heNB

· No new mobility procedures for MBMS (i.e. no inter frequency layer convergence or dispersion)

· Broadcast transmission mode in only a shared carrier deployment (no dedicated carrier)

· MBSFN without feedback (i.e. no ACK/NACK or counting).
· Signalling support for LTE MBMS. (e.g. MCCH over LTE-Uu will be specified, Note: not supporting MCCH over MBSFN, and hence the hierarchical structure with Primary-Secondary MCCHs should be investigated)
· This will be captured by updates to various LTE specifications, as listed in Section 10.
“
3
Discussion
3.1
Mobility procedures 
It may be desirable to clarify whether the sentence highlighted above only refers to something affecting unicast behaviour (such as inter frequency layer convergence or dispersion), or is MBMS mobility also addressed: does “i.e” mean “in other words”, or only “therefore”?
Regarding MBMS mobility, we note that given that the only transmission scheme to be supported is pure broadcast-mode MBSFN over shared carrier, the only case where MBMS service continuity could be provided is where two MBSFNs overlap and share a common service. However, that would require transmitting the service on two sets of resources in the cell. Non-overlapping MBSFNs can anyway not be expected to provide continuous coverage.
We propose to also agree on the following.

Proposal 1: MBMS does not affect unicast mobility procedures.
Proposal 2: No information is provided to help the UE in switching reception between MBSFNs. Going from one MBSFN area to another is left up to UE implementation.
3.2
Hierarchical MCCH structure
Since it seems justified for a Rel-9 UE to expect only one unique MCCH in each cell, there does not seem to be a need for a structure where one MCCH points to other MCCH(s).
Proposal 3: No hierarchical structure of MCCHs is investigated in this release of eMBMS.
3.3 Mapping of MTCH
We also suggest to explicitly agree on the following clarification.

Proposal 4: MTCH is mapped only on MCH in this release of eMBMS
4
Conclusion
We propose to agree on some clarifications to the eMBMS work item description:

Proposal 1: MBMS does not affect unicast mobility procedures.

Proposal 2: No information is provided to help the UE in switching reception between MBSFNs. Going from one MBSFN area to another is left up to UE implementation.
Proposal 3: No hierarchical structure of MCCHs is investigated in this release of eMBMS.


Proposal 4: MTCH is mapped only on MCH in this release of eMBMS.
A CR to [1] incorporating these and the other contents of the eMBMS WID is provided in [3].
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