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1	Overall description
RAN3 thanks for SA2 for their LS on FS_5MBS_Ph2 progress, based on the discussion in RAN3 so far, RAN3 would like to provide the following feedback for SA2 Questions:
RAN3 answer to Q1a) If there are significant differences in the quality and reliability of the reception of MBS data between UEs in RRC Connected state and UEs in RRC Inactive state: 
· The QoS requirements apply to the provision of the multicast session, independently from the strategy a gNB applies to achieve their fulfilment.
RAN3 answer to Q1b) If it is possible, as part of the same MBS session, to have some UEs receiving in RRC Connected state, while other UEs receiving in RRC Inactive state
· Yes, this is RAN3 assumption and aligned with RAN2 agreement that “It is supported that gNB transmit one multicast session to both UEs in RRC_CONNECTED and RRC_INACTIVE in the same cell.”.
RAN3 answer to Q1d) Whether the existing QoS parameters of MBS QoS Flow(s) are enough or some additional parameter is needed for NG-RAN to differentiate different MBS session and UE, which can be used by NG-RAN to decide how to deliver the MBS data. And to Q2: SA2 would like to receive feedback on the value of such assistance information from RAN perspective?
· The gNB decides whether a UE is configured to receive multicast data in RRC_INACTIVE.
· The gNB may take at least the following information into account when deciding to enable UEs receiving multicast in RRC_INACTIVE state:
· the radio capabilities of the UE (whether “multicast over RRC_INACTIVE” is supported)
· multicast context information (e.g. the QoS parameters not associated to any specific UE)
· information available locally at the gNB (e.g. cell load)
RAN3 answer to Q4: SA2 would like to clarify with RAN WGs whether the assumption that IDLE UE will need to transition to connected state to start receiving the MBS data and CN initiated group paging (as defined in Rel-17) is thus still required for such UEs?
· Yes, an idle UE will need to transit to connected state and thus, , the CN initiated group paging still needs to be performed.
RAN3 answer to Q6: SA2 would like to confirm with RAN WGs the above assumption. (Regarding the mobility within the RAN Notification Area (RNA), SA2 assumes the UE in RRC Inactive state should be able to continue receiving DL multicast MBS data within its RNA and the solution will be determined by RAN WGs as RRC_INACTIVE mobility is under the remit of RAN WGs.)
· NG-RAN signalling supports service continuity for UEs receiving multicast session data in RRC_INACTIVE, i.e., a UE is able to continue multicast reception without RRC state transitioning after cell reselection in RRC_INACTIVE state if the configuration of the new cell is available for the UE. Impact on network interfaces is FFS. Details are under discussion in RAN2 and RAN3.
RAN3 answer to Q7: SA2 would like to know if RAN considers any aspects of the proposed solutions for KI#2 as not feasible or desirable from RAN perspective?
· A solution based on information received from 5GC is desired to enable gNB to be aware of the same MBS service in case of MOCN.
· Solutions #2, #7, #24 and #29 can work, while solutions #2, #7 with majority support in RAN3.
· Besides, RAN3 also achieved the following agreements:
· The solution should not have impact on Rel-17 UE and Rel-17 gNB
· The identity providing a reference to the same MBS service should not depend on the momentarily participating operators considering of the possibility for sharing operators leaving or entering the common ongoing session from time to time, that’s to say the solution should be robust to cover the cases that the shared PLMNs start and stop the MBS session at the same time and start and stop the MBS session at the different time
· It could not be assumed that MB-SMF/AF/MBSF is aware which NG-RAN node or which cell within a NG-RAN node is shared since currently NG-RAN node only inform AMF of the supported PLMN and no coordination with MB-SMF/AF/MBSF
· Solution 24 brings configuration efforts which may have flexibility and scalability issue in case MBS services are dynamically added or removed
2	Actions
To SA2 and RAN2 
ACTION: 	RAN3 kindly ask SA2 and RAN2 to take the above feedback into account in their discussion.
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