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Discussion
1. Introduction
In the last RAN3 meetings, for how the NG-RAN node notify session activation to UEs, the following feedback was provided to SA2 and RAN2 [1]:
	3) Editor's note: How the NG-RAN node notify session activation to UEs relies on RAN WG feedback.

RAN3 feedback: To progress this topic, RAN3 would like to ask SA2 to clarify the differences between the following terms: session start/session activation and session deactivation/session stop and their implication to NG-RAN functions. 

RAN3 also deduces from the TR that a UE may be in any CM/RRC state at MBS Session activation/start. 

Further, RAN3 would like to ask for confirmation from SA2 whether a UE is supposed to receive the MBS Session activation notification also when served by a non-supporting NG-RAN node.

RAN3 would like to ask RAN2 and SA2 to consider how to page the UEs which are not in RRC_CONNECTED state, whether a group notification towards NG-RAN supporting MBS and, if applicable, to NG-RAN nodes not supporting MBS is needed/feasible/beneficial comparing to the legacy paging methods.


In this contribution, we focus on a group notification towards NG-RAN supporting MBS and provide our view on it.

2. Discussion
In LS [2] by RAN2, for a group notification, RAN2 response is as follows:

	In S2-2102077, SA2 asks:

SA2 requests RAN2 for confirmation whether NG-RAN node can notify session activation to UEs based on MBS session ID. SA2 normative work on this aspect will be pending RAN2 conclusion.
And in R3-211296, RAN3 asks:

RAN3 would like to ask RAN2 and SA2 to consider how to page the UEs which are not in RRC_CONNECTED state, whether a group notification towards NG-RAN supporting MBS and, if applicable, to NG-RAN nodes not supporting MBS is needed/feasible/beneficial comparing to the legacy paging methods.
RAN2 response:

RAN2 agreed to support group notification for multicast for MBS supporting nodes and that using MBS session ID for this purpose is feasible. RAN2 also agreed that the same group notification identity will be used for UEs in both RRC_IDLE and RRC_INACTIVE states.


According to response, the MBS session ID is used as a group notification towards NG-RAN supporting MBS and this ID will be used for paging the UEs in both RRC_IDLE and RRC_INACTIVE states, which have joined the MBS. Therefore, the MBS session ID should be included into the NGAP PAGING message as a group notification.
Proposal 1: The MBS session ID should be introduced in the NGAP PAGING message so that the NG-RAN supporting MBS pages the UEs which are not in RRC_CONECTTED state.

Considering the disaggregated NG-RAN architecture, the gNB-CU receives the MBS session ID via the NGAP PAGING message. Then, the gNB-CU should provide the gNB-DU with the received MBS session ID so that the gNB-DU can perform the paging for the UEs which are not in RRC_CONNECTED state that have joined the MBS. When to receive this ID, the gNB-DU may broadcast the received one or send the RRC message with this ID because it is responsible for transmitting the paging information.
Proposal 2: The MBS session ID should be included into the F1AP PAGING message.

3. Conclusion
In this contribution, we focused on a group notification towards NG-RAN supporting MBS and provided our view on it. The following proposals are kindly suggested to RAN3:
Proposal 1: The MBS session ID should be introduced in the NGAP PAGING message so that the NG-RAN supporting MBS pages the UEs which are not in RRC_CONECTTED state.

Proposal 2: The MBS session ID should be included into the F1AP PAGING message.
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