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1 Introduction 
At RAN2#84 meeting it is concluded as following in terms of activation and deactivation:
Agreements
1:   Activation/Deactivation is supported for SCG.
4:   MeNB can activate and deactivate Cells associated with MeNB. SeNB can activate and deactivate Cells associated with SeNB.
So  the only left issue is whether one serving cell in SCG can be deactived/activated by MeNB when it is only one left activated serving cell. 
2 Discussion 
If only one serving cell is left activated and there is not so much data to transmit/receive, there are ? alternatives to treat UE in order to save battery consumption:
Alt1: do nothing i.e. this serving cell is left activated
Alt2: to remove this serving cell by RRC procedure
Alt3: to deactivated by MeNB
In alt2, radio bearer should not be released otherwise it should be established again later on. The problem is both NAS layer and AS layer will be involved to establish a new ERAB again. In addition, core network, RAN and UE are all involved. So it will consume quite long time to resume this radio bearer. Then the only choice in alt2 is for all  radio bearers within SCG to fall back to MeNB. The consequence is SeNB will be added later on again if MeNB decide to add SeNB again. The concern is not just delay in CP layer but also interruption in user plane.
At last meeting some companies have concern on alt3 because they believe outcome of activation should be feedback to SeNB which result in delay over X2 interface. In [1] we don’t have such concern because it is thought that SeNB can detect whether one serving cell is activated or not based on received uplink transmission e.g. CSI report. Another concern may be the coordination between MeNB and SeNB. For uplink transmission, UE should report BSR to MeNB when uplink data arrives which contradicts the agreement made for non-split radio bearer. For downlink transmission, SeNB need notify the arrival event in case of 1A architecture which also introduce delay due to non-ideal backhaul.
The concern for alt1 is power consumption. However the situation is now bit different compared to CA in terms DRX configuration. It was decided that DRX configuration and operation is independent between MeNB and SeNB. Although it is beneficial that kind of coordination on parameter configuration and system timing is needed, it doesn’t prevent SeNB can be configured totally different DRX parameters. So in case one service deems to have some “gap” between burst of data transmission, then long DRX can be configured in advance for SeNB. The idea is power saving become quite minor issue if UE goes into long DRX off period. In addition absolute power consumption is not a big issue considering UE is located within a small cell unless really high throughput is demanded.
3 Conclusion 
Proposal: if only one serving cell is left activated in SeNB, no activation/deactivation scheme is needed i.e. it is always activated.
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