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Introduction
In the RAN2#115-e meeting, L3 other issues were discussed, and following are the agreements related to this topic and there are still some FFS [1]:
	[049] Send and LS to SA2 to consult on whether TMGI is sufficient for MBS session identification or some additional parameter is required (such as sessionID in LTE).
[049] There is no SDAP configuration provided to the UE for neither broadcast nor multicast.
[049] For broadcast, it is FFS whether sn-FieldLength (for RLC) and pdcp-SN-SizeDL parameters are configurable or predefined in specifications (related UE capabilities should be considered).
[049] For broadcast, it is FFS whether t-Reassembly (in RLC configuration) and t-Reordering (in PDCP configuration) are needed, e.g. considering whether out of sequence reception can happen as there is no HARQ feedback for broadcast.
[049] For broadcast, it is FFS whether ROHC, when enabled by the network, has a predefined configuration or ROHC parameters are configurable by the network.
[049] On-demand MCCH mechanism is not introduced in Rel-17. 
[049] A single MCCH channel with multiple modification/repetition periods is not supported, i.e. there is a single configuration of modification/repetition for MCCH (in Rel-17).



In this contribution, we aim to elaborate on such issues and provide corresponding proposals.
Discussion
Regarding the PDCP/RLC configuration for broadcast, RAN2 needs to agree which of the parameters are configurable via MCCH and which parameters can use pre-defined values. In the following section, we provide our analysis on the parameters whether they should be configurable or pre-defined.

RLC Configuration
As we know, in LTE SCPTM, the RLC for MCCH/MTCH is the same for all different MBMS services and does not change over time. Meanwhile, there is no any feedback in PTM for broadcast service. Hence, the RLC configuration for MCCH/MTCH is predefined in specifications, i.e., RLC is set to UM with sn-FieldLength is set to 5. As specified in running CR TS 38.300 as below:
· MRB with one RLC-UM entity for PTM transmission
Since there is no any feedback in PTM for broadcast service in NR as well, t-Reassembly is not needed, which can be predefined as 0.
Proposal 1: it is proposed that the t-Reassembly is not needed, which can be predefined as 0 or left to UE implementation.
Regarding sn-FieldLength, the value of sn-FieldLength of current NR RLC UM for unicast can be set as 6 or 12. From our perspective, it can bring the flexibility to network since support of both um-WithLongSN and um-WithShortSN are required for the UE can enable the broadcast transmission available in diverse use cases which are various in cell size and QoS requirements.
Proposal 2: For broadcast, it is proposed to specify the sn-FieldLength (for RLC) and pdcp-SN-SizeDL parameters as configurable.

PDCP configuration
Since PDCP for MBS MRB is configured and conducted in RAN, it should be configured also for delivery mode 2. Some of the PDCP configuration parameters are not service dependent and does not change over time. They can be simply specified in standards. 
As we know, the value of PDCP Sequence Number size for unicast transmission, pdcp-SN-SizeDL, can be set to 12 or 18. Similar as in RLC configuration, it can bring the flexibility to network since support of both options are required for the UE can enable the broadcast transmission available in diverse use cases which are various in cell size and QoS requirements.
Proposal 3: For broadcast, it is proposed to specify the pdcp-SN-SizeDL parameters as configurable.
Regarding header Compression, as it is specified in running CR TS 38.300 as below:
· Header compression and decompression using the ROHC protocol;
And RAN2 agreed that ROHC O/R-mode can be used for MRB, for cases when feedback path is available (UL RLC). R2 assumes the detailed operation is up to implementation and expects no further optimizations to be needed. 
Therefore, for broadcast, it is proposed to specify the ROHC parameters as configurable.
Proposal 4: For broadcast, it is proposed to specify the ROHC parameters as configurable.


Conclusion
In this contribution, we discussed the remaining multicast DRX design related issues and LCID space related issues, following are our observations and proposals.
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Proposal 3: For broadcast, it is proposed to specify the pdcp-SN-SizeDL parameters as configurable.
Proposal 4: For broadcast, it is proposed to specify the ROHC parameters as configurable.
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