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1
Overall description
SA2 would like to bring up the following 5MBS aspects that have dependencies across RAN and SA2 groups:
· Some solutions assume the UEs receive MBS data in CM-CONNECTED state. The RAN node maintains UE contexts (which includes joined MBS Sessions for the specific UE) and MBS contexts (one per MBS Session, i.e. shared among joined UEs in the RAN node) to enable the switching between PTP and PTM for MBS data transmissions. SA2 would like to confirm with RAN2 and RAN3 the feasibility of this design.

· Way forward for supporting the UEs receiving MBS data in CM-IDLE state, and kindly inform SA2 if any.

· N3 transport: SA2 has assumed “shared multicast N3 transport” will be available for 5MBS data delivery (i.e. multicast transport based on that NG-RAN sends IGMP/MLD Join to an MB-UPF). SA2 would kindly ask RAN3 feedback if this is the preferred way forward for N3 transport of 5MBS data? As an option also “shared unicast N3 transport” has been discussed (i.e. setting up a shared point-to-point unidirectional N3 tunnel from to MB-UPF to NG-RAN). Has RAN3 any comments on whether such an option would also be needed in Rel‑17?

· SA2 has studied some solutions on Xn Handover with 5MBS Sessions (e.g. TR 23.757 soln#11, soln#26, soln#27, soln#29). SA2 would kindly request RAN3 of feedback on Xn Handover for 5MBS. Furthermore, do RAN3 have any study results or early assumptions on whether and how MBS data forwarding between S-NG-RAN and T-NG-RAN should be supported in Rel-17 or not? Forwarding of MBS data streams need different handling than traditional forwarding both since an MBS data stream is typically shared between multiple UEs and since the MBS data stream may already be available in the T-NG-RAN node (triggered by other UEs). 
· SA2 has also studied some solutions on N2 Handover with 5MBS Sessions (e.g. TR 23.757 soln#12, soln#26, soln#27, soln#29). It might be reasonable to assume that MBS data forwarding at N2 Handover should be similar or based on Xn Handover forwarding principles. Any specific comments from RAN3 on forwarding at N2 Handover and N2 Handover with 5MBS Sessions in general?

· How to make the RAN aware of QoS requirements for an 5MBS Session?  (e.g. TR 23.757, see N2 signalling in soln#2 & soln#3)
· [Dependent on outcome, informing on progress made in SA2#140E].

2
Actions
To RAN3, RAN2: 
ACTION: 
SA2 kindly asks RAN3 and RAN2 to provide feedback that may facilitate finalization of the SA2 5MBS study. 

3
Dates of next TSG SA WG2 meetings
SA WG2 Meeting #141E 

 October, 2020

TBD
SA WG2 Meeting #142E 

 November, 2020
TBD
