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1. Overall Description:

RAN2 would like to thank RAN3 for their LS on ‘MBMS ARP support in UTRAN’. 

The service priorities RAN2 proposed to introduce in our previous LS was intended to be defined per UE.

For MBMS, UE capability limitations may affect which of the concurrently transmitted services a UE can receive. During RAN2 #41bis, a concern was raised specifically on the case of PTP transmissions. Given that UEs are not required to be able to receive the MTCH in CELL_DCH, the UE may not be able to receive MBMS services sent in PTM if any one service is transmitted in PTP. Hence, the decision on the service transmission mode would essentially determine what services the UE will receive.
At a high level, RAN2 agreed that, in accordance to our architecture, service selection would only be handled at NAS level. Hence, UEs for which the simultaneous reception of two services is impossible (e.g. sent on different carriers, or one sent in PTP and the other in PTM) would de-join from the non-preferred services. In order to reduce the impact of such signalling, it was proposed to consider introducing “lighter”, temporary, joining and de-joining mechanisms at NAS level.

The introduction of service priorities (noted as ARP in the RAN3 reply) was seen as an alternative, more efficient way for UTRAN to determine whether or not to transmit to a UE a service in PTP. Indeed, it was considered that UTRAN could simply assume that UEs are unable to receive PTM services in CELL_DCH, and would therefore not set up a PTP service for a UE if a PTM service with higher priority were transmitted in parallel. These priorities would therefore need to be defined per UE.
During the RAN2 meeting it was noted that in this prioritization scheme, UTRAN would need to assume that all UEs have the minimum capabilities, thus potentially degrading the performance of high-end mobiles. It is therefore still unclear whether it is really a desirable solution.

2. Actions:

To RAN 3, SA2, CN1 :
To provide feedback on the complexity of:

· Introducing service priorities per joined service, per UE

· Changing the decision of whether to set up a PTP connection depending on the UE specific priorities (the PTP vs. PTM decision would not be affected)

3. Date of Next TSG-RAN 2 Meetings:

TSG RAN WG2 Meeting #43 

16 – 20 Aug 2004, Prague, CR

TSG RAN WG2 Meeting #44 

04 – 08 October 2004, Sophia Antipolis, France










































