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1. Overall Description:
RAN2 would like to thank SA2 for their LS in S2-2108175 and for agreeing to introduce additional MBS identifier for reducing the volume broadcasted in SIB in upper layer signalling. 
RAN2 notes that SA2 did not get consensus on whether frequency can be provided in the upper layer signalling, which goes against the working assumption made by RAN2 during RAN2#115-e meeting. RAN2 discussed this topic further during RAN#116-e meeting and made an agreement that frequency information in upper layer signalling is useful for some MBS use cases. This, for example, includes the cases where a certain MBS service is deployed homogeneously on a single frequency in a broadcast area, which is a likely deployment for some services. In such cases, it may be more efficient to directly provide the service-frequency mapping in upper layer signalling to decrease overhead over the air interface.  	Comment by Lenovo: We can remove this sentence 	Comment by Samsung: Agree with Lenovo and ZTE. We shall not mandate other WGs to reflect our WA.	Comment by Xiaomi: This sentence is nothing wrong.	Comment by SangWon Kim (LG): Aagree with Lenova and Samsung.	Comment by Huawei: We do not mandate anyone to do anything with this sentence. It is just a statement of fact that what SA2 did contradicts RAN2 previous working assumption.	Comment by ZTE: Questions:

- In such homogeneous deployment (assume it does exist), how to achieve the dynamic control of the Broadcast/Multicast transmission area in WID? (RP-201038). and how do we deal with UE at the border of the “area” being misled to a carrier of the frequency not providing the MBS service, and what might be worse is the selected carrier is not the best one.

- More convincing applications are needed as many companies suggested online. Current on sound more like objective B in the WID which is out of the scope of Rel-17.	Comment by Xiaomi: The MBS serving deployed on a single frequency could be temporarily suspended by the RAN, e.g. no such SAI in SIB15. With the frequency information provided in the USD, the UE could still be able to find its frequency of interest to camp, same as LTE.	Comment by CATT: Maybe we explain a bit more on the benefit by avoiding the freq info in SIB of cells in the service area?
“This, for example, includes the cases where a certain MBS service is deployed homogeneously on a single frequency in a broadcast area, which is a likely deployment for some services. It may be more efficient to directly provide the service-frequency mapping in upper layer signalling”	Comment by Samsung: This is not in RAN2 scope. We suggest to remove.	Comment by Xiaomi: This information was asked by RAN2 in LTE MBMS.	Comment by Huawei: I am not sure about the concern from ZTE. What is asked is an implementation/deployment issue, e.g. why would UE be misled? It seems a matter of proper configuration and if SIB15 is incorrectly configured, the UEs may be misled too. Single frequency deployment is quite likely for services such as V2X for example which are part of the WID.	Comment by Huawei: Thanks, yes it is good to clarify further the motivation behind.	Comment by Huawei: Sorry, I am not sure what is not in RAN2 scope? The agreement says:
RAN2 think frequency info in USD is useful (at least for some use cases)
We will reply giving some motivations for freq info in USD. 

This paragraph captures one of the motivations that was mentioned, if there are others, we can also add, but this paragraph is what is needed as per agreement.
Therefore, RAN2 would like to request SA2 to allow a possibility of including MBS service to frequency mapping in upper layer signalling in their specifications, similarly as in the case of USD in MBMS.	Comment by Samsung: We shall not mandate SA2 to decide anything on their expertise. But SA2 decision will have RAN2 impact, so we need to ask them to reach the conclusion. So our suggested change is:
- to allow  to conclude as soon as possible on	Comment by Huawei: Of course we are not mandating SA2 to do anything, but we’re just “respectfully asking” them to do so, because RAN2 finds it useful. Of course, if there are technical/feasibility concerns, SA2 may get back to us (but we know there aren’t since similar thing was specified in LTE already).

2. Actions:
To SA2 group:
[bookmark: OLE_LINK9]ACTION: 	RAN2 respectfully asks SA2 to take the above information into account and allow a possibility of including MBS service to frequency mapping in upper layer signalling in their specifications.	Comment by Samsung: to allow  to conclude	Comment by Huawei: Please see the reply above.

3. Dates of next TSG-RAN WG2 meetings:
RAN2#116-bis-e	17 – 25 January 2022			Online
RAN2#117-e 	21 February – 3 March 2022			Online
