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1 Introduction

Through e-mail discussion [87#24][LTE/DC] MAC issues, running MAC CR is provided to this meeting. Following two issues seem more discussion.
· Whether to use PCell to cover both legacy PCell and PSCell 
· How to capture per MAC entity operation (i.e. whether general description in section 4 is enough) 
2 Discussion
The running CR contains following statement.

	Each CG is configured by RRC with a serving cell supporting PUCCH transmission and contention based Random Access. In this specification, the term PCell refers to such cell, whereas the term SCell refers to other serving cells.


PCell is already used extensively in other specifications. Using PCell differently only in MAC specification seems not a good idea. 

Anyway there are at least three possible choices.
1. Using PCell to cover both legacy PCell and PSCell as in the current running CR
2. Using e.g. Special Cell to cover both PCell and PSCell as having proposed in the previous running CR 

3. Using PCell and PSCell explicitly

Even though we prefer option 3, we also admit that all three approaches somehow work. 

Proposal 1: To agree to one of three approaches according to majority’s preference

The running CR also contains following statement.

	Each MAC entity is associated with one CG. The functions of different MAC entities in the UE operate independently if not otherwise specified. Radio bearers are mapped  to MCG and/or SCG with RRC signalling. The logical channel identities are allocated independently per CG.  LCGs are defined per MAC entity.


The running CR uses ‘UE’ in all other sub-section relying on the highlighted text to clarify relevant functions are per-MAC entity.

The issue is whether the highlighted text is really clearly specifying per-MAC entity operation. By just saying “The functions of different MAC entities operate independently”, it is not clear what the function of different MAC entities is at the first place. Furthermore, even though there is a general statement like above in section 4, using UE as the subjective in specific sections would give impression to the reader that the operation is per-UE. 
We think two alternatives are possible.

Alternative 1: To replace ‘UE’ with ‘MAC entity’ in section 5 and section 6. In our view, it does not bring any problem because MAC entity is more correct and narrower term than UE is (anyway, it is MAC specification where all the functions are performed by MAC entity) 

One may consider alternative 1 brings too much change. If alternative 1 is not acceptable, we believe the general statement in the section 4 should be more specific. 

Alternative 2: To specify more clearly what are the functions of different MAC entities as in table below.
	Each MAC entity is associated with one CG. Each MAC entity performs MAC procedures in the section 5 independently with each other if not otherwise specified. Radio bearers are mapped  to MCG and/or SCG with RRC signalling. The logical channel identities are allocated independently per CG.  LCGs are defined per MAC entity.


Looking simple at the first place, alternative 2 would have a risk of long maintenance because MAC specification shall be corrected whenever ambiguity is identified. 
We believe alternative 1 is better because it is a simple change of just replacing UE with MAC entity. Anyway it is MAC specification where all the procedures and functions are performed by MAC entity (only that there were no need to distinguish UE and MAC entity in the previous release). 
Proposal 2: To replace ‘UE’ with ‘MAC entity’ in section 5 and section 6.

Of course, there are some ‘UE’ that cannot be replaced like those used in MAC CE name or in title. But it would be non-controversial to filter out such cases.
3 Conclusion
Two proposals are made;

Proposal 1: To agree to one of three approaches according to majority’s preference

1. Using PCell to cover both legacy PCell and PSCell as in the current running CR

2. Using e.g. Special Cell to cover both PCell and PSCell as having proposed in the previous running CR 

3. Using PCell and PSCell explicitly

Proposal 2: To replace ‘UE’ with ‘MAC entity’ in section 5 and section 6.
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