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1. Overall Description:

CT3 would like to ask SA2 to provide clarifications related to some recently agreed changes related to the Rel-13 GROUPE WID. In step 8 of Figure 5.5.1-1 of TS 23.682, a parameter "delivery content" is shown in the "Activate MBMS Bearer Request". 

This usage is misaligned with the principle in 3GPP TS 23.468 that the control plane and the user plane of MB2 reference point are separated, i.e., forwarding of data, to be delivered via an MBMS bearer, to the BM‑SC is via the MB2‑U reference point.
CT3 would like to ask SA2 to provide clarification on how figure 5.5.1-1 of TS 23.682 is to be interpreted:

1. Is the delivery content indeed to be delivered in MB2-C messages?

2. If so, is the Bearer Activation Request intended to deliver the "delivery content"?

3. Steps 1 through 4 show that a TMGI is also requested and then provided in the Activate bearer procedure. Preliminary TMGI allocation is optional in TS 23.468 and might be against the purpose of a possible optimization. Is the TMGI parameter in step 8 optional or mandatory to be provided together with "delivery content"? (The whole TMGI allocation part can be omitted, step 5 moved after step 9 and data be sent after the re-placed step 5 using the existing methods.)
4. Shall the bearer remain allocated after the excecution of the Bearer Activation Request, and be terminated via a seperate procedure, which may again be against the purpose of a possible optimization?

5. Which action is intended with the BMSC address and port number provided in step 9. 

6. In the light of the above, should a new MB2-C message be defined?

7. Step 12 in Figure 5.5.1-1 of 23.682 is a dotted box also requiring the delivery of some contents. Is this content to be delivered via the MB2-U interace using existing procedures, or also over the MB2-C procedure, e.g. using the Bearer Modification Request or some new procedure?

CT3 would also ask SA2 to resolve the possible misalignment between TS 23.682 and TS 23.468
2. Actions:

To SA2 group.

ACTION: 
CT3 kindly asks SA2 to provide clarifications on the above potential inconsistency between 3GPP TS 23.682 and 3GPP TS 23.468. 
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