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1 Introduction
It has been agreed in RAN2 that a Rel-10 UE may be served by multiple cells thus in the RAN2#69bis meeting, the following agreements were made to distinguish between the serving cell on the DL PCC and DL SCC for event descriptions
	RAN2#69bis Agreements:

1
In Rel-10, a UE can be configured with multiple Serving Cells, one per configured CC.

2
The Primary Cell (PCell) is the serving cell on the DL PCC      

3
A Secondary Cells (SCell) is a serving cell on a DL SCC. 


In the last meetings, the impact of Stage 2 agreements on the Stage 3 specification has been discussed and it has been proposed in [1] to refer to the PCell as Serving Cell was discussed. 
In this contribution we analyze the usage of “Serving Cell” in Rel 8/9 and how to map it to Rel-10 with carrier aggregation according to the current agreements [2].
2 Discussion
In Rel-10, the term “Serving Cell” refers to both PCell and SCell as per the above agreement and fits nicely in many places in the current Rel 8/9 Stage 3 specification without the need for using the term PCell or SCell. 
But on the other hand, in many other places, the usage of the term “serving cell” in Rel-8/9 specification is applicable to Rel-10 PCell functionality only. 
Whether we keep the above agreement as it is or refer to the PCell as Serving Cell, the Stage 3 specification needs to be changed to reflect Rel-10 Stage 2 agreements [2]. In fact, there are more changes needed if we rename PCell to serving cell.  But in our view, both options are for clarifications and are not going to affect the procedural text or ASN definition.
If we look at the changes from a backward compatibility point of view, for example, for a non-CA capable UE operating in a Rel-10 network or for a Rel-10 network operating with only PCC configured, the PCell is equivalent to the Rel-8/9 serving cell. Thus it appears preferable to rename PCell to Serving Cell to be backward compatible with Rel-8/9 terminology. The obvious drawback of this approach is that we loose a term referring to both, PCells and SCells at once.
Anyway, we support renaming “PCell” to “Serving Cell”. Furthermore, we would also like to rename “SCell” to “Secondary Serving Cell” for better readability and to avoid confusion with respect to “SCell” and “Serving Cell”. 
Proposal 1 Rename PCell to “Serving Cell” and SCell to “Secondary Serving Cell”.
3 Conclusion

Based on the discussion in section 2 we ask RAN2 to agree to the following:

Proposal 1
Rename PCell to “Serving Cell” and SCell to “Secondary Serving Cell”.
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