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1
Introduction
RAN3 received a LS([1]) from SA2 regarding the enTV support. This contribution analyses the issues, and proposes a way forward.
2
Detailed analysis
The LS([1]) from SA2 have following questions to RAN3:
SA2 Requested feedback 1 (RAN2/RAN3): 

SA2 would like to request feedback from RAN2/RAN3 regarding the feasibility of MBSFN synchronization area spanning within and across PLMNs (Option A) from RAN perspective.

SA2 Requested feedback 2 (RAN3): 
SA2 would like to request feedback on the realization of an inter-PLMN M3* reference point (Option B1) and on inter-PLMN M1* reference point (used by all options). 
· 1st question: feasibility of MBSFN synchronization area spanning within and across PLMNs 
On a given frequency layer, an eNB can only belong to one MBSFN Synchronization Area. Each MBSFN synchronization area is identified by MBSFN Synchronisation Area Id, with a value of 0-65535. During the M2 Setup procedure, the MCE know the MBSFN synchronization area of the eNB, so the MCE can determine whether the eNB is in the same MBSFN synchronization area as other eNBs, and can be added to a MBSFN area. Current M2 specification does not explicitly prevent the eNBs from different operators to be in a same MBSFN synchronization area, as long as the eNBs synchronized to the same source, and be preconfigured with the same MBSFN Synchronisation Area Id. It is rather a deployment issue. In case operators already use different synchronization source before deploying Option A, it may be painful for operators to reconfigure their eNBs to synchronize to a new source. 

On the other hand, Option A is different to current network sharing. Both eNB and MCE are part of RAN. Current network sharing only consider the RAN node (i.e. both eNB and MCE) are shared. In other words, both eNB and MCE belong to the same operator, and MCE may connect to MMEs from different operators. It may need further analysis regarding whether there is any issue for eNBs from Operator A connect to MCE from Operator B.  

Observation 1: Current M2 specification does not prevent a MBSFN synchronization area spanning within and across PLMNs. It is rather a deployment issue that operators configure their eNBs synchronize to a same source, and have same MBSFN Synchronisation Area Id. 

Observation 2: Option A is different to current network sharing, and may need further analysis regarding when the eNBs from one operator can connect to MCE from another operator. 
· 2nd question: realization of an inter-PLMN M3* reference point (Option B1) and on inter-PLMN M1* reference point
Current M3 interface and M1 interface can already support inter-PLMN operation. In current network sharing for MBMS, the RAN node (i.e. MCE/eNB) can connect to multiple core network operators. The MCE can connect to MMEs from different operators. The eNB can connect to MBMS-GWs from different operators.

Observation 3: Inter-PLMN M3 and M1 are already supported in current network sharing. 

Proposal: the reply LS to SA2 should consider above observations. 
We can prepare a reply LS if needed. 
3
Conclusion and Proposals
This contribution analyzed the questions from SA2. Our proposal is:
Observation 1: Current M2 specification does not prevent a MBSFN synchronization area spanning within and across PLMNs. It is rather a deployment issue that operators configure their eNBs synchronize to a same source, and configured with same MBSFN Synchronisation Area Id. 

Observation 2: Option A is different to current network sharing, and may need further analysis regarding when the eNBs from one operator can connect to MCE from another operator. 

Observation 3: Inter-PLMN M3 and M1 are already supported in current network sharing. 

Proposal: the reply LS to SA2 should consider above observations. 
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