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1. Proposal
RAN2 has discussed the MAC CE design for PCMAX reporting based on RAN1 the decision [1] and reached some agreements (See the box below), but has not fully reached any conclusions. In the last RAN2 meeting, RAN2 discussed the two alternatives shown in the box below. The main discussion point was that whether Alternative (1) is enough for Rel-10 or Alternative (2) is sensible considering there is no need for the UE to report already known information to the eNB.
	Agreements on the MAC CE for PHR [2]
(1) new LCID for PHR in Rel-10

(2) reserve 6 bits for PCmax and ask RAN4 to agree on an exact number (LS in R2-106861)

(3) bitmap is used to indicate which SCells are being reported

(4) virtual PHR indication is included (one of the R bit, per PH) and for type 1, the bit indicates whether real PUSCH is used or not and for type 2, it indicates whether real PUCCH is used or not
Two alternatives:
(1) report PCMAX always for PCell (the two) and SCells

(2) report PCMAX depending on whether real or reference format is used for PCell and SCell (virtual indication can then be used to indicate the presence of PCMAX)


In this meeting, RAN2 has received an LS from RAN1 on PCMAX issues [3]. With the RAN1 agreement, it is now clear that RAN2 should agree on Alternative (1) above.
One remaining issue in [3] is whether or not to report PCMAX,c together with PHR in the case of no UL carrier. On this issue, we think that RAN2 should agree on reporting PCMAX,c together with PHR if the extended PHR is configured in the case of no UL carrier, regardless of whether CA is configured or not because RAN1 could see some benefits from this. In addition, from a UE signal processing point of view, it is better that the MAC CE for PHR should be of a fixed size if PCMAX,c is always included in the extended PH MAC CE. Therefore, we support Alternative (1) above and propose:
Proposal: If the extended PHR is configured, PCMAX,c should be always reported in the case of no UL carrier regardless of whether CA is configured or not.
2. Conclusions

Proposal: If the extended PHR is configured, PCMAX,c should be always reported in the case of no UL carrier regardless of whether CA is configured or not.
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