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1   Proposal
The liaison statement to SA2 should contain at minimum:

· RAN3’s conclusions to date and all the alternatives under serious consideration, with a request to comment as appropriate

· A request to indicate exactly what information need to be sent from MCE/eNB to the GCS AS to enable the GCS AS to take the proper steps to clear the congestion situation

· An indication that RAN3 is also open to new suggestions from SA2 on best ways to address the issues. 

In view of one of alternatives under RAN3’s consideration being to signal conditions to GCS via the MME/MBMS-GW/BM-SC path, a liaison statement to CT3 and CT4 should be sent, containing at minimum:
· A brief description of the problem at hand, with possible a reference to the RAN3 WID

· RAN3’s conclusions to date and the alternatives under consideration. It should be made clear that no final choice or decision has been made yet.

· A question if the introduction and chaining of signalling in upward direction on each of the Sm, SGmb and BM2-C interfaces is considered a simple or a complex addition to the existing functionality.
In view of alternatives under RAN3’s consideration involving RAN2, RAN3 should communicate with RAN2 either via liaison statement or through direct discussions, and clarify: 

· What exactly is the latency of the UE counting process in MBMS, from the time the decision to send a counting request is made, to the time the response from the last UE is received and processed?
· How is the number of UEs “per cell” sent to the core network (e.g. BM-SC, GCSE AS)?

· How exactly does the MCE decide which TMGIs to suspend/pre-empt, especially when there can be many UEs listening to the TMGIs in a cell or two and none or very few in other cells ? How does it work (i.e. preserve the MBSFN) when distributed MCE (i.e. MCE collocated with eNB) architecture is used  ?
· Using a special value in MSI to mark a dropped TMGI will not be understood by legacy UEs, for which there is no requirements on how to behave if such a new value is encountered. If they discard the MSI, they may be force to use a lot of battery decoding each MBMS subframe until they find their data. How will this lack of backwards compatibility be solved in RAN2 in Rel-12?
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