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1.
Introduction
The current Stage 2 does not cover the handling of the Scheduling Information in terms of the grant to use. Also, given that the number of MAC-e headers is not fixed there is still a question as to how to account for those. In the context of R’99 the framing overhead is fixed and is already accounted for in the TFC definition. The same cannot be said in the context of EUL.
The MAC-e header and the scheduling information only represent 18 bits each. This is not that substantial. One possibility would be to not introduce specific handling of this information and instead let the UE do what it wants. If the group is to decide otherwise, we propose a complete alternative.
2.
Discussion
2.1
MAC-e framing header for non-scheduled data
We want to be able to send the framing header when the associated data can be transmitted.
If we link it to the Serving Grant then it would be impossible to send this information when no Serving Grant is available. We could introduce different behaviour depending on the Serving Grant status, but considering the amount of information this would be overkill.

As to whether the MAC-e header should be taken into account, we consider that since the Non-scheduled grants are rate-based, it would be difficult to try to account for them in the grant itself (it would need to be very granular). Therefore we propose to not count the MAC-e header as part of the grant.

2.2
MAC-e framing header for scheduled data

This case is only applicable when a Scheduling Grant is available since otherwise this type of data cannot be transmitted at all. The only question is whether the MAC-e framing header should be counted as part of the scheduled data or not. Although it is true that counting the contribution of the MAC-e framing header is feasible in this case and would thus lead to a more accurate matching to the allocated Scheduling Grant we propose to not count it because it is not very substantial and the behaviour could then be consistent in all cases.

2.3
Scheduling Information

Scheduling Information needs to be transmitted independently of whether a Serving Grant is available. When there is no Serving Grant there is no question that a non-scheduled grant should be assumed. The main question is how to handle the case where a Serving Grant is available. The most optimal solution would of course be to count it as part of the Serving Grant. Considering however how small its contribution is, and in order to keep a single behaviour for the Scheduling Information it is proposed to assume that it is non-scheduled in all cases.
3.
Proposal Summary
It is proposed to agree on the following:

· MAC-e Framing header for non-scheduled data: 
· Not counted in the grant (simplest since non-scheduled grants are rate-based).

· MAC-e Framing header for scheduled data:
· Not counted in the grant (simplest option).

· MAC-e Scheduling Information:

· Not counted in the grant. 
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