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1   Introduction 
RAN3 received a LS from SA2 ([1]). This contribution analyzes the RAN3 related issues, and proposes a way forward.
2   Detailed analysis 
SA2 asked one question to RAN3

TSG SA2 kindly ask, is it possible to mandate the behaviour of the MCE to choose the minimum possible value for the MCH Scheduling Period when the required QCI in an MBMS Session Start message is that dedicated for (conversational) voice, and if so, when such a change to the RAN specifications could be provided?
Before we analyze the questions from SA2, we need to take a look at current standard. LTE spec only defines GBR MBMS service. Upon the reception of MBMS SESSION START REQUEST message, the MCE determine the required radio resource for the new MBMS session. The MCE will send MBMS SCHEDULING INFORMATION to related eNBs including the updated MCCH information which carries the MBMS service’s configuration information. The scheduling information includes the MCH Scheduling Period. The MCE determines the MCH Scheduling Period in considering the MBMS Session’s QoS information. Although it is an implementation issue on how MCE select the appropriate MCH Scheduling Period, the selected MCH Scheduling Period ensures the MBMS session’s QoS is met.
The SA2’s main concern is whether the MCE will select the minimum possible value for MCH Scheduling Period when the required QCI is for (conversational) voice. If the minimum possible value is the only one that can meet the QoS, it is no doubt that MCE will select it. Otherwise, it is an MCE’s decision to select the most appropriate value for MCH Scheduling period to meet the MBMS session’s QoS. The handling of MBMS session for (conversational) voice is same as other MBMS session. There is no need to introduce any changes to RAN3 specification. So we propose following reply to SA2
Proposed answer: It is an implementation issue regarding how MCE chooses the most appropriate value for MCH Scheduling Period, but the MCE ensures the MBMS session’s QoS is met with the selected value for MCH Scheduling Period. The handling of MBMS session for (conversational) voice is same as other MBMS session. There is no need to introduce any changes to RAN3 specification.
3   Conclusion and Proposals
This contribution analyzed the SA2 LS. Our proposals are:

Proposed answer: It is an implementation issue regarding how MCE chooses the most appropriate value for MCH Scheduling Period, but the MCE ensures the MBMS session’s QoS is met with the selected value for MCH Scheduling Period. The handling of MBMS session for (conversational) voice is same as other MBMS session. There is no need to introduce any changes to RAN3 specification.
The draft reply LS can be found in ([2])
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