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1. Introduction
In RAN2#66bis, it was concluded that we would have a notification mechanism [1]. However, there are still some remaining issues, such as the location of notification, the robustness of notification, and the details of PDCCH with M-RNTI. In this document, we make some further discussions about those.
2. Discussion 
2.1. Location of Notification
In RAN2#66bis, the followings were agreed:
	Agreements:

1) Will have an MCCH modification period

2) We will have a notification mechanism

3) Notification mechanism will be used for session starts. UE receiving a service will have to read the MCCH every modification period

4) UE in IDLE only needs to check the notification during its paging occasion or does the UE wakeup additionally (FFS)

5) If the UE sees the notification, it will acquire the MCCH after the next MCCH modification period boundary

6) PDCCH with new MBMS Specific M-RNTI is used for notification


It is FFS for 4), and if eNB transmits the notification in all UEs’ paging occasions, UE can receive it by monitoring its paging occasion. In this case, there is no need for eNB to inform UE about the location of notification. 

For the case that UE needs to wake up additionally, it is obviously that UE should first know when to wake up before it can receive the notification. And eNB can include this information in system information. So we propose that the location information of notification should be broadcasted when the notification is not in paging occasions.
Proposal 1: The location information of notification is broadcasted when the notification is not in paging occasions.
2.2. Robustness of Notification
The notification should be checked by UE in the MCCH modification period, but the time that UE monitors notification is not specified. If the notification is monitored by UE only one time in a MCCH notification period, as the lost probability of PDCCH is about 1%, it’s difficult to guarantee the reliability of notification. As the missing of notification will cause the lost of MBMS service for UE, the robustness of notification needs to be ensured. 
Similar to the method used for system information, it is convenient to reuse this principle for notification. eNB can transmit the notification for N times in a MCCH modification period, and UE choose to monitor it for M (1<M<=N) times. Thus, we propose that the notification should be monitored by UE more than one time before next MCCH modification period.
Proposal 2: The notification is required to be monitored by UE more than one time before next MCCH modification period.
2.3. PDCCH with M-RNTI
It is concluded that PDCCH with new MBMS Specific M-RNTI is used for notification. However, this issue is more related to RAN1. To avoid the misalignment between RAN1 and RAN2, it is better to send LS to RAN1, and leave the details of PDCCH with M-RNTI to RAN1.
Proposal 3: It is proposed that the details of PDCCH with M-RNTI are discussed in RAN1.
3. Conclusion
As discussed above, our proposals are shown below:
Proposal 1: The location information of notification is broadcasted when the notification is not in paging occasions.
Proposal 2: The notification is required to be monitored by UE more than one time before next MCCH modification period.

Proposal 3: It is proposed that the details of PDCCH with M-RNTI are discussed in RAN1.
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