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1 Introduction
In RAN2#72bis Jacksonville meeting, an extended PHR MAC CE format carrying PCMAX, c field was settled down. In this format, “V” field is used to indicate if the PH value is based on a real transmission or a reference format. Then, V=0 indicates the real transmission on PUSCH or PUCCH and V=1 indicates that the PUSCH or PUCCH reference format was used [1].
Regarding “V” field, the following issue remains open.
· Whether to omit the PCMAX,c field if the corresponding V=1
In this document, we express our view on this open issue.
2 Discussion
Considering that Pcmax,c is known by the eNB in case of use of PUSCH or PUCCH reference format, omission of the PCMAX,c field when the extended PHR MAC CE is transmitted could be considered for the signalling optimization.

However, it is our understanding that since the carrier aggregation in Rel-10 is the first phase to use, and considering the late time in Rel-10, the optimization in the Rel-10 timeframe seems less important.
Also, assuming that the typical configuration of carrier aggregation in Rel-10 is 2 UL CCs, possible optimization gains would be 1 byte (if only type1 PHR is configured) or up to 2 bytes (if type 2 PHR is configured). However, since the carrier aggregation in Rel-10 is targeted to achieve much higher bit-rate than the Rel-8/9, we think that 1 or 2 bytes signalling optimization does not seem to be something notable to have in Rel-10.
Furthermore, in this optimization, for type2 PHR, the MAC layer would be required to have knowledge about PUCCH transmissions to ensure that it obtains the Pcmax,c from the physical layer only if the UE will make a PUCCH transmission. However, since today MAC layer is not aware of all about the configuration of PUCCH transmissions handled by the physical layer, it would imply that further interactions between the MAC layer and the physical layer seem to be required so that the MAC layer can omit the PCMAX,c field in the extended PHR MAC CE in case of no PUCCH transmissions.
Proposal: It is proposed not to have an optimization about omission of the PCMAX,c field in case of no PUSCH and PUCCH in Rel-10.
3 Conclusions

Having looked at the optimization gains and the added complexity for omitting PCMAX,c field in case of no PUSCH and PUCCH, our view on this optimization is given below.
Proposal: It is proposed not to have an optimization about omission of the PCMAX,c field in case of no PUSCH and PUCCH in Rel-10.
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