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1. Introduction

In the last RAN WG 1 meeting there was one paper addressing complexity and deployment aspects of MBMS L1 enhancements [1]. We commented in the meeting that we have identified a contradiction between paper in questions and corresponding RAN WG2 contribution [2] in terms of autonomous soft handover. However, there was no common understanding on this particular topic of MBMS in the meeting.

2. sho handling in mbms

In Section "Major challenges of autonomous soft handover" of R2-022618 it is said that: "... It has been noted that some of the MBMS content will be localized, i.e. only one cell could transmit a particular traffic info content. In such cases UTRAN should handle the autonomous soft handover of MBMS content similarly to the regular R'99 soft handover. I.e. it should transmit that content in that cell and in all the neighbouring cells. If the MBMS content is not supposed to be received by users in those cells, it will simply not be advertised there. Transmitting the MBMS content in multiple cells even if it is relevant only to one cell may seem a waste of radio resources, but it is not really worse that the R'99 soft handover, where the content for a single user is transmitted over multiple cells. ..."

Firstly, it is our understanding that the underlined sentence implies that if there is MBMS content transmitted in a cell, the same transmission should take place simultaneously in the neighbouring cells even if these users in those cells are not supposed to receive it. This occurs when the neighbouring cells are not within part of the MBMS service area/local area for that content.

On the other hand in Section "Simulcast / Assisted combining" of R1-021236 it is said that:  "In addition to the time synchronization , the neighbor cells would also have to be part of the same MBMS service area (deployment issue). "

Thus there seems to be a contradiction between these two contributions. Assuming that the above statement in R1-021236 is correct, i.e. the neighbour cells are also within the same MBMS service area, then it needs to be clarified in which cases the situation described in R2-022618 occurs and why the user that are authorized to receive the content are not allowed to do it in these neighbouring cells.

Secondly the claim that “Transmitting the MBMS content in multiple cells even if it is relevant only to one cell may seem a waste of radio resources, but it is not really worse that the R'99 soft handover, where the content for a single user is transmitted over multiple cells” does not seem justified. This would imply comparable performance of R99 soft handover on dedicated channel and soft handover on common channels for MBMS services. However it is well known that DL DCH may apply power control, but it is not clear wheter this has been considered here, when stating above claim.
3. Conclusions

This contribution indicated a potential contradiction between two contributions on MBMS topic. We would like to have a more complete answer from proponent on this matter to understand proposed sceme. 
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