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Introduction
RAN2 has sent RAN1 one LS on HARQ process for MCCH and Broadcast MTCH(s) [1]. For reference, the overall description is repeated below:
	1. Overall Description:
RAN2 has discussed about dedicated HARQ process IDs for MCCH and Broadcast MTCH(s), and made the following agreement with an assumption:
There are no dedicated HARQ process IDs for MCCH and Broadcast MTCH (assumption: single HARQ process for MCCH and single HARQ process for MTCH, not clear whether they can share the same, details would be RAN1 scope)
2. Actions:
To RAN1:
ACTION: 	RAN2 kindly asks RAN1 to confirm the RAN2 assumption on single HARQ process for MCCH and single HARQ process for Broadcast MTCH(s).



In this contribution, we discuss and present our views on RAN2’s question.
Discussion
In RAN1#107-bis-emeeting, there were some discussions on HARQ process for MCCH and MTCH(s), and one conclusion has been achieved as shown below [2].
	Conclusion
Additional HARQ process(es) is(are) not introduced for Rel-17 MBS broadcast reception on serving cell.
· Note: The UE is not expected to support hardware for more HARQ processes for receiving broadcast in Rel-17 in addition to the maximum number of HARQ processes supported for receiving unicast in Rel-16, i.e. the HARQ process resources are shared between broadcast, unicast and multicast


In light of the highlighted part of the conclusion, it clearly can been seen that there are no dedicated HARQ process for MCCH and MTCH. From the perspective of physical layer, both MCCH and MTCH are also PDSCHs. Thus, it is natural that one single HARQ process for MCCH is needed, and one single HARQ process for MTCH is needed. In latest TS38.212 h10[3], it can be seen that there is no HARQ process field in DCI format 4_0, which is for the scheduling of MCCH and MTCH. Thus, in our understanding, the HARQ process for MCCH and/or MTCH is up to UE’s implementation, and there is no spec impact, i.e., the HARQ process of MCCH can be the same as or different from HARQ process of MTCH.
Observation 1: Single HARQ process for MCCH and single HARQ process for MTCH can be same or different, and it is up to UE’s implementation.
Proposal 1: From the perspective of RAN1, RAN2 assumption can be confirmed.

Conclusion 
In this contribution, we provide our opinions on HARQ process for MCCH and MTCHs.
Observation 1: Single HARQ process for MCCH and single HARQ process for MTCH can be same or different, and it is up to UE’s implementation.
Proposal 1: From the perspective of RAN1, RAN2 assumption can be confirmed.
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