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1. Introduction 
In the last RAN1 meeting, the lack of MBMS capability definition was pointed out and several options are listed [2]. It was concluded to continue the discussion on MBMS capability.

According to very useful suggestions via offline, we are able to identify some topics for the discussion in order to conclude MBMS capability for release 9. This document attempts to summarize such topics and proposes a way forward. 
2. Discussion

Currently "Maximum number of DL-SCH transport block bits received within a TTI" is defined in [1] but no description on the capability on MCH. If roaming is not expected on MBMS, the operator can control which terminal MBMS is provided. Then, it is not necessary to specify it in the specification. On the other hand, a kind of the MBMS capability definition in 3gpp specification is quite useful as the guideline for operators and manufactures. In case of UMTS, taking into account such flexibility, MBMS capability is defined as the minimum capability in section 4.13 of [3]. So we propose to define the minimum MBMS capability in the specification similar to UMTS.
According to TS25.814 section 8.1.3, MBSFN can obtain the spectrum efficiency like 1.1 b/s/Hz. In case smaller inter-site distance like 500ms is considered, the spectrum efficiency increases 2 or 3 times. Currently the capability of category 1 is only 10296 bits. So to support 20MHz operation by this number is quite inefficient because there is no physical level multiplexing function of MCH. From UE implementation perspective, the receiving of MCH is quite similar to DL-SCH especially from transport channel decoding perspective. Therefore, it is not so big burden for UE to specify that minimum MBMS capability of MCH is aligned with DL-SCH transport block bits capability. On the other hand, it may not so realistic to operate MBMS in the capability according to category 4 and category 5 UEs. So we propose table 1. In this definition, if an operator wishes to use around 3 b/s/Hz for MBMS, the operator can consider to limit MBMS service for category 3 or above UEs. If the operator is fine to accept inefficiency to support MBMS but prefer to service from the lowest category, they can consider supporting MBMS service also from category 1.
Table 1: Minimum of "maximum number of bits of a MCH transport block received within a TTI"
	UE Category
	Minimum of "maximum number of bits of a MCH transport block received within a TTI"

	Category 1
	10296

	Category 2
	51024

	Category 3
	75376

	Category 4
	75376

	Category 5
	75376


Note that section 4 in TS36.306 defines only parameters for which there is the possibility for UEs to signal different values. On the other hand, this MBMS capability is not signalled to the network. So to use section 5 would be appropriate. This is the situation before R2-090953 was agreed.
3. Conclusion

We propose following:

- Minimum MBMS capability is specified in TS36.306 like table 1.
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