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1. Introduction
In the last meeting, RAN2 discussed whether or not Msg4 reception should be limited to PCC [1]. This contribution shows our view on this issue.
	RAN2 discussion:
Can discuss following possible way forward for one more meeting:

1) For Rel-10, contention resolution Msg4 for the case of C-RNTI MAC CE included in Msg3, is not restricted to the Pcell, i.e. current MAC text does not need to be updated and any UL grant/DL allocation will be applicable.


2. Proposal
First of all, RAN1 agreed below that CIF should be included in DCI format 1x, which is used for PDSCH transmission. This means that Msg4 can be transmitted by PDCCH with CIF.
	RAN1 agreement:

Cross carrier scheduling for DCI format 0, 1, 1A, 1B, 1D, 2, 2A, 2B in UE specific search space should be supported by explicit CIF always


Secondly, RAN2 discussed the UL grant resource ambiguity if the eNB sends Msg2 and a dedicated UL grant to the UE at the same time in Rel-8 (See Figure 1). As a result of this discussion, RAN2 decided that an UL grant for the new transmission or a PDCCH order are considered for contention resolution. In Rel-10, sending Msg2 on the PCC and sending a dedicated UL grant on a SCC might occur at the same time. Considering this case, we think Msg4 transmission can’t be limited to the PCC.
With these considerations, we think the contention resolution can’t be limited to the PCC.

Proposal: For Rel-10, contention resolution Msg4 for the case of C-RNTI MAC CE included in Msg3, is not restricted to the Pcell.
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Figure.1: Resource Ambiguity [2]
3. Conclusions

With the above discussions, we propose that:
Proposal: For Rel-10, contention resolution Msg4 for the case of C-RNTI MAC CE included in Msg3, is not restricted to the Pcell.
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