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1   Introduction 
RAN3 received a LS ([1]) from SA2 regarding the MBMS_enh conclusions. This contribution discusses the SA2 concern and proposes a way forward. 
2   Detailed Analysis 
The SA2 LS states:
Regarding the conclusion, SA2 would like to note a potential issue that in the distributed MCE architecture, RAN3 may want to consider on how other MCEs controlling the same MBSFN area(s) can make the same decision (e.g., whether it would be necessary to provision the MCE with information about cells supported by other MCEs that are also in the MBSFN area(s) supported by this MCE).

SA2’s concern is how to ensure all MCEs belonging to the same MBSFN area make the same decision. Before discuss SA2’s concern, it is worthy to note that distributed MCE architecture already requires more configuration and OAM coordination for current MBSFN and SC-PTM. Here are some examples:
· Example 1: Synchronized MCCH for MBSFN

The MCEs belonging to the same MBSFN area require configuration and OAM coordination to ensure same configuration is used for a specific MCCH.
·  Example 2: Synchronized suspension/resumption decision
When operators uses counting, all MCEs belonging to the same MBSFN area need some configuration and OAM coordination to ensure all MCEs initiate the counting request at the same time, and suspend/resume the same MBMS service. One possible implementation procedure could be:
· MCEs receives counting report from the eNBs

· MCEs send the counting result and/or suspension/resumption decision to OAM. The MCEs may have different suspension/resumption decision.

· OAM consolidate the result, and determine the MBMS services to be suspended/resumed. OAM then inform all MCEs to suspend/resume the same MBMS service. 

· Example 3: SC-PTM

When SC-PTM is deployed, the MCEs belonging to the same MBSFN area may take different decisions regarding whether use SC-PTM or MBSFN. Configuration and OAM coordination is used to ensure the MCEs belonging to the same MBSFN area have the same decision. One possible implementation procedure is shown as below:

· MCEs send the SC-PTM or MBSFN decision to OAM. The MCEs may have different decision.

· OAM consolidate the result, and determine whether use SC-PTM or MBSFN. OAM then informs all MCEs.

Similar method can be reused in this case, i.e. configuration and OAM coordination is used to ensure all MCEs have the same decision. One possible implementation could be:
· MCEs report the selected MBSFN area, as well as the cell IDs received from the MME to the OAM. The MCEs may report different MBSFN areas. 
· OAM selects the MBSFN area that is reported by the related eNB which owns the target cell, and then informs all MCEs. 

· The eNB/MCE of the selected MBSFN start the MBSFN transmission, while other eNB/MCEs do not participate in the MBSFN transmission.

Observation: the SA2 concern can be addressed by the configuration and OAM coordination that already exist today for distributed MCE architecture. 

Proposal 1: inform SA2 about their concern can be addressed by the configuration and OAM coordination that already exist today for distributed MCE architecture.
3   Conclusion and Proposals

This contribution analyzed the SA2 concern. Our proposals are:
Observation: the SA2 concern can be addressed by the configuration and OAM coordination that already exist today for distributed MCE architecture. 

Proposal 1: inform SA2 about their concern can be addressed by the configuration and OAM coordination that already exist today for distributed MCE architecture.

The draft LS can be found in ([2]).
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