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1. Overall Description
RAN3 would like to thank RAN2 for their liaison referenced above and can already provide answers to some of the questions asked. 

Question 1: RAN2 would like to know the details of the envisioned synchronization protocol in order to complete the design of the dynamic scheduling in the MSAP occasion. In particular, RAN2 would like to know if the SYNC protocol in TS25.446 will be used also for LTE and if any changes are expected. 
RAN3 has agreed at RAN3#65 to reuse the SYNC protocol in TS25.446 without any change for LTE but need to clarify some definitions such as Synchronization sequence, Synchronization period.
According to RAN3 understanding synchronization sequence is a kind of MBMS data burst. All SYNC packets in one synchronization sequence related to a service have the same timestamp, and synchronization sequence length equals to multiples of TTI length. There may be one or more synchronization sequences to be transmitted within the synchronization period. 
Please note that any clarification of the Sync protocol is intended to be applicable to both the E-UTRAN and UTRAN case.
Question 2: RAN3 is kindly asked to clarify the method for dropping packets when eNB cannot schedule all the data to transmit in an synchronization period where multiple services are to be scheduled. (which PDUs)
RAN3 is still discussing this point but assumes that everything is done to use dropping at eNB in last resort. If dropping however occur in eNB, the dropping in eNB will start according to the priority indicated in the MCCH list in which the packets indicated as the lowest priority first or just drop the tail packets.
Question 3: RAN2 asks RAN3 decide which of the above options is used.

1. terminate the MCCH in eNB. In this case RAN3 would define appropriate M2 PDUs to convey the signalling information to the eNB. 
2. terminate the MCCH in the MCE. In this case MCE could generate the MCCH RRC message, and the RRC message itself is transported to the eNB.
RAN3 discussed this point at RAN3#65.

Based on the two following work assumptions:

1) There is only one M2AP signalling message related to MCCH RRC message, which means if the MCCH RRC message needed to be updated the whole parameters of MCCH RRC message need to be resent in the M2AP by this message.

2) If there are different release versions eNBs coexist in the same network for eMBMS service provision, the MCCH RRC message version should be according to the lower version release eNBs.

RAN3 conclusion on this MCCH termination issue is: Terminate the MCCH in eNB. 

Question 4: RAN2 asks RAN3 to decide if a SYNC protocol is used between MCE and eNB.
RAN3 doesn’t see the need to apply 25.466 for the control plane between MCE and eNB. How to achieve the synchronization of MCCH signalling is still an open issue in RAN3 now.
2. Actions 
To RAN2 : 
RAN3 kindly asks RAN2 to take into account these answers.   
3. Date of Next RAN3 Meetings:
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