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Introduction
In RAN2#109-e meeting, following was agreed regarding Ethernet header compression:

· Both 1-byte header and 2-bytes header is supported and the choice depends on RRC configuration (of  DRB). For one DRB the header size is fixed.
…
· EHC header only contains Context ID field, format indication bit, and reserved bit(s) if needed. The number of reserved bit(s) are FFS

In this contribution, we discuss the remaining issues of Ethernet header compression. 
Discussion
[bookmark: _GoBack]The main open issue is whether reserved bit is needed in EHC header. According to proponents of reserved bit, having reserved bit can provide future extensibility, e.g. when introducing profiles for EHC in future releases. However, future extension can be always enabled by RRC configuration. For example, if there is a need to introduce a new EHC profile in future releases, a new EHC header format with profile indication can be introduced, and the usage of the new format can be configured by RRC. The drawback of having reserved bit in EHC header is that the maximum number of EHC contexts is reduced to half compared with the reference case without reserved bit. Such drawback can have significant impact, e.g. the supported Ethernet connections, especially for 1 byte EHC header. In summary, there is no clear benefit of the reserved bit in EHC header, but there is an obvious drawback. 
[bookmark: Proposal_No_R]Proposal 1: There is no need to have reserved bit(s) in EHC header.
With above proposal, it is straightforward to determine EHC header format, which contains 1 bit F/C field and CID field. In the latest running PDCP CR R2-2002366 [1], CID length is 7 or 15 bits with Editor’s note “However, exact length of the CID field is not decided yet”. It is proposed to confirm the CID length of 7 or 15 bits in PDCP running CR. 
[bookmark: Proposal_CID]Proposal 2: RAN2 to confirm that CID length is 7 or 15 bits, for 1 byte and 2 byte EHC header, respectively.
EHC feedback packet contains only CID field, and there is a related Editor’s note in the latest running PDCP CR R2-2002366 [1]: “It is FFS how many reserved bits are included in the EHC feedback packet”. The running CR assumes 1 reserved bit in EHC feedback packet since only CID field is included. It is proposed to confirm the EHC feedback packet format in PDCP running CR.
[bookmark: Proposal_Feedback]Proposal 3: RAN2 to confirm the EHC feedback packet format in PDCP running CR.
Conclusion
In this contribution, we discuss the remaining issues of Ethernet header compression, and propose the following:
Proposal 1: There is no need to have reserved bit(s) in EHC header.
Proposal 2: RAN2 to confirm that CID length is 7 or 15 bits, for 1 byte and 2 byte EHC header, respectively.
Proposal 3: RAN2 to confirm the EHC feedback packet format in PDCP running CR.
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