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1. Overall Description

TSG GERAN WG2 thanks RAN2 for the work already undertaken on the definition of common UTRAN/GERAN requirements for MBMS.  GERAN2 would like to offer the comments in the attached “Draft CR to TR 25.992” for consideration in the ongoing definition of the TR.  

Proposed changes to the TR are shown with change marks, text within a < Note: ……> structure is for information/explanation in this LS only and is not proposed to be included in the TR.

GERAN2 would like to comment that application level repetitions are not relevant from the RAN point of view and therefore should not be considered during the definition of UTRAN/GERAN requirements for MBMS.

TSG GERAN WG2 would like to ask the following questions to RAN2:

1) Is header compression to be used for multicast and broadcast modes? Is it used on p-t-p and/or p-t-m connections?  How would header compression be performed without receiving feedback from mobiles?

2) How is “simultaneous reception of MBMS services” to be understood, what are the implications for the RAN/UE?

TSG GERAN WG2 would like to ask the following questions to SA1:

1) What “additional information” is required in the paging message?

2) Are the currently defined traffic classes and QoS attributes (& values) to be reused for MBMS without modification?

TSG GERAN WG2 would like to ask the following questions to SA2:

1) Are the currently defined traffic classes and QoS attributes (& values) to be reused for MBMS without modification?

2) What is an MBMS RAB and where is it defined?

3) Are there any changes needed to the existing RAB concept for MBMS services? 

4) How does the MBMS RAB relate to PFC?

5) How would the RAB cope with the uni-directional character of MBMS? (Note that a bearer service is bi-directional while MBMS is essentially unidirectional.)

6) Is an uplink path at MBMS application level being considered (e.g. for feedback/retransmissions), and if so, what are the requirements for the RAN?

TSG GERAN would kindly request TSG RAN2 to keep TSG GERAN WG2 informed via LSs of any future work completed on the TR 25.992 “UTRAN/GERAN requirements”.

2. Actions

To RAN2

ACTION: 
TSG GERAN WG2 asks RAN2 to consider the incorporation of the GERAN related comments in the attachment during the drafting of TR 25.992 on UTRAN/GERAN requirements and to provide feedback on the questions above.
To SA1 and SA2

ACTION: 
TSG GERAN WG2 kindly asks SA1 and SA2 to provide clarification on the questions above.
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