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SA2 would like to thank RAN2 for their two LSs  R2-040832 ’MBMS support in UTRAN’and R2-041401 ‘Session Repetition and as the two subjects appear to be linked SA2 have answered both in this response LS

2. MBMS Bearer service

Assumption 2a:

RAN2 assumes that the UTRAN is providing a bearer service for MBMS, i.e. a transport service for which the UTRAN attempts to deliver every IP packet received on the Iu to all UEs that have joined the concerning MBMS bearer service.

SA2 Agrees

3. MBMS Repair actions

Assumption 3a:

The UTRAN is transparent for any information sent on the MBMS bearer. E.g. no functionality is implemented in the UTRAN to distinghuish a first transmission from a retransmission, or handle a first transmission differently from a retransmission.

SA2 Agrees but see response to Assumption 4b
Assumption 3b:

In Rel-6, the UTRAN will not perform any “repair actions” by itself based on UE feed-back. Repair actions will have to be arranged at the NAS level, and will result in a (from the UTRAN point of view) new transmission on either a PTP or PTM radio bearer.

SA2 Agrees
Assumption 3c:

The UTRAN will not implement any mechanism w.r.t. preventing UE’s that have received sufficient information for a certain MBMS bearer service, from receiving further repair transmissions performed for this MBMS bearer service.

SA2 Agrees but see response to Assumption 4b
4. Session

Assumption 4a:

UTRAN only needs to be aware of the UEs interest in MBMS on the granularity of the MBMS bearer service. I.e. the UTRAN is not aware of a UE’s interest on any smaller granularity like e.g. session level.

SA2 Agrees
Assumption 4b:

The UTRAN does not need to be aware of the session-id applicable for a specific session, nor does it need to inform the UE about such a session id.

SA2 does not agree, Session-id should be provided to the UE if available, whether session-id has any use in RAN is for RAN to decide.

SA2 discussed the issue of session identifier as noted in the LSs received from RAN and Geran. Geran has stated that they need the session identifier whilst RAN had stated they did not need it.

Argumentation for both approaches was discussed in S2-042675 and S2-042771.

It was decided that Session Identifier should be used as it had a role in providing session data to those mobiles which may have missed a complete session transfer (e.g. out of coverage). It was appreciated that this may cause counting in RAN to be incorrect.

5. Allocation/Retention priority

Assumption 5a:

In Rel99/4/5, the UTRAN will in congestion situations decide which PTP RAB’s to provide to the UE based on a signalled “allocation/retention priority”. 
In order to make the same kind of decision across PTP RAB’s and MBMS PTP RAB’s, RAN2 assumes it is necessary to receive from the CN a UE specific allocation/retention priority for each MBMS service the UE has joined. This priority should be included in the MBMS UE LINKING REQUEST sent over Iu.

SA2 is not sure yet

6. Service selection

Currently, no procedures exist on AS level to allow the UE to signal a (temporary) non-interest in a specific MBMS bearer service. 

Assumption 6a:

In line with the architecture split used in Rel99,4 and 5, RAN2 assumes that service selection is handled on NAS level (e.g. by service joining/deactivation). 

SA2 Agrees that in general, service selection is at NAS level but SA2 does not intent to specify any temporary interest/non interest mechanism. Furthermore, SA2 does not want UE to use NAS level mechanism (active/deact) as temporary non-interest mechanism as this would introduce too much signalling.

Assumption 6b:

As a result, if a UE is (temporarily) no longer interested in a specific MBMS bearer service, the UE will have to use NAS level signalling to indicate this (temporary) non-interest. 

SA2 : see 6a response
RAN2 had a long discussion whether to allow AS-level signalling for (temporary) service selection, but could not come to any agreement on this issue.


7. Actions

To RAN2.
ACTION: 
SA2 would kindly like to ask RAN2 to take into account SA2 responses on RAN2’s assumption.
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