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1 Introduction

At the RAN2#60bis three solutions have been presented for MAC padding in situations where the size of a MAC Padding sub-header including a length field exceeds the remaining space in the transport block. 
In this contribution we briefly discuss the three alternatives and list their advantages and disadvantages.
2 Discussion
‎[1] proposes to reserve a second LCID for padding. The fixed size (one byte) sub-header containing this LCID indicates that there is no corresponding data block in the remainder of the MAC PDU, i.e., it is only the sub-header that ‘consumes’ a byte and therefore represents padding. One drawback is that this requires another code point in the LCID which may at some point in time be needed for other purposes. Furthermore, this padding sub-header must not be the last sub-header in the header. Instead, a sub-header for another data or control element must be placed at the end so that its (too long) length field can be omitted. 
The solution proposed in ‎[2] is similar to that in ‎[1] but does not require an additional LCID. Instead it re-defines the meaning of the E-bit in padding sub-headers. If it is set to 1 the receiver knows that another sub-header follows and that there is no corresponding Length-Field in between. As for the solution presented in ‎[1] this sub-header must not be the last sub-header which is not according to the current specification. 
‎[3] suggests to not omit the last length field if one or two byte padding are needed but to set it to the special value (00000000 or 0000000000000000). The special value indicates to the receiver that no further sub-header follows. 
We think that the proposal ‎[3] is most in-line with the current MAC specification ‎[4] and therefore recommend to choose that as solution for the cases where only one or two byte padding are required.
3 Conclusion

Based on our analysis in section ‎2 we propose to choose the solution presented in ‎[3], i.e., not to omit the last length field but to set it to a special value if the size of the padding sub-header exceeds the required amount of padding.
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