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1 Introduction
At the last RAN2 meetings, it was identified several times that the terminology regarding MBMS scheduling is not appropriate and self-explanatory leading to inconsistent terminology. Several contributions specifically in RAN3 still refer to dynamic scheduling period instead of MSAP occasion. Apart from that, dynamic scheduling information in the unicast context has a completely different association. Therefore, this contribution proposes to use more appropriate terminologies in affected 3GPP specifications.
2 Discussion
Dynamic scheduling information (DSI) vs. MCH scheduling information (MSI)

In MBMS, there is only one scheduling mechanism. There is no static or semi-static scheduling information for MBMS. Furthermore, dynamic scheduling information in the unicast context is provided on a TTI level. The scheduler may dynamically take into account the user context such as the buffer status, the channel quality, or the priority of each user. Furthermore, in order to emphasize the MBMS from the unicast context, we think that MCH scheduling information (MSI) is more appropriate.
MSAP occasion vs. MCH scheduling period (MSP)

The MCH subframe allocation pattern (MSAP) is commonly defined for all MCHs within the MBSFN area using the common subframe allocation (CSA) pattern and the CSA period ‎[2], ‎[3]. In contrast, the MSAP occasion may be specific to each MCH and basically defines the periodicity of MCH scheduling information. The CSA pattern is simply repeated within these MSAP occasions. In RAN3 contributions and specifications, the terminology “MSAP occasion” has not been completely adopted yet and different terminologies are still used. Furthermore, in order to improve the comprehension to readers new to the MBMS topic, we should use self-explanatory terminologies. The use of “MSAP occasion” often requires additional description regarding its definition. Therefore, we propose to use MCH scheduling period instead.
MSAP vs. CSA pattern + CSA period
As already discussed in the previous section and in ‎[3], each MCH is not individually defined by a pattern, but rather by a set of “successive” subframes within the CSA period applying the CSA pattern. This clarification was corrected for 36.331, but the concept of a common subframe allocation is not captured in 36.300 yet. Consequently, this should be changed in 36.300 accordingly.
3 Conclusion
For the reasons described in Section ‎2, we conclude with the following proposals.

Proposal 1: Introduce MCH scheduling information (MSI) to replace dynamic scheduling information (DSI)
Proposal 2: Introduce MCH scheduling period (MSP) to replace MSAP occasion

Proposal 3: Introduce the concept of common subframe allocation for all MCHs in the MBSFN area to replace MSAP. Clarify the relationship between MCH and CSA pattern + CSA period.

The CRs for the affected 3GPP specifications can be found in (‎[4], ‎[5], and ‎[6]). 
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