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Introduction
In the running MAC and RRC CRs, the indication to MAC is still a subject for further studies. It is still an open question how the indication to the upper layer is called and how to prevent that the indication happens for every TTI. In the MAC CR [1], it reads as follows;

When the MAC entity has a C-RNTI, Semi-Persistent Scheduling C-RNTI, or Temporary C-RNTI, the MAC entity shall for each TTI during which it monitors PDCCH and for each Serving Cell:
· …
· if the MAC entity is configured with rach-Skip or rach-SkipSCG and a downlink assignment or uplink grant for this TTI has been received on the PDCCH of the SpCell addressed to the C-RNTI:
· [provide an indication to the upper layer].
Editor's Note: The content of the indication is FFS.

In the RRC CR [2], it reads as follows,

1>	if MAC successfully completes the random access procedure:; or
1>	if [FFS to define the condition according to the indication from MAC]:
2>	stop timer T304;
2>	release rach-Skip, if configured;
2>	apply the parts of the CQI reporting configuration, the scheduling request configuration and the sounding RS configuration that do not require the UE to know the SFN of the target PCell, if any;
[bookmark: _Ref178064866]Discussion
The intention of the indication is to inform upper layers to make correct actions when the UE has successfully accessed the target cell, e.g. stop timer T304. A problem arises, since the MAC layer conceptually does not have any kind of knowledge of target cells. 
[bookmark: _Toc473881388]MAC layer conceptually does not have any kind of knowledge of target cells.
One possible solution is that MAC only indicates that it has received something on PDCCH addressed to C-RNTI.
[bookmark: _Toc473881392]MAC only indicates that it has received transmission on PDCCH addressed to C-RNTI.
It can be argued that this kind of indication does not have the same semantics as an indication that the UE has successfully access the target cell. On the other hand, the indication occurs only upon handover and therefore RRC can infer from the indication that it implies successful handover or access to target cell.
[bookmark: _Toc473881389]RRC can infer that the indication implies successful handover or access to target cell because it occurs only upon handovers. Therefore, it is possible to define the indication without any notion of target cells.
[bookmark: _GoBack]A possible concern with the proposal is that the indication is repeated for each TTI whenever the condition is true. Even though repeated indications do not create any issues for the RRC protocol and UE behaviour, it can be perceived as a precedent for a questionable inter-layer design. It should be noted that the concern has very little or nothing to do with the naming and semantics of the indication. As already pointed out during email discussions, the concern is only related to the trigger condition and hence it should be addressed in the discussion of conditions when the UE shall stop timers for this feature. 
It is therefore proposed to close the open issue for now with the text proposals in sub-clause 3 and address the inter-layer design issues during the timer stopping discussion.
[bookmark: _Toc473881393]Include the text proposals in MAC and RRC CRs w.r.t. the indication from MAC for successful RACH-less HO.
[bookmark: _Ref189046994]Text Proposal
The following list bullets allow for fast editing of text proposals.
When the MAC entity has a C-RNTI, Semi-Persistent Scheduling C-RNTI, or Temporary C-RNTI, the MAC entity shall for each TTI during which it monitors PDCCH and for each Serving Cell:
· …
· if the MAC entity is configured with rach-Skip or rach-SkipSCG and a downlink assignment or uplink grant for this TTI has been received on the PDCCH of the SpCell addressed to the C-RNTI:
· -	indicate successful reception of a transmission addressed to C-RNTI to upper layers


In the RRC CR, it reads as follows,

1>	if MAC successfully completes the random access procedure:; or
1>	if MAC indicates successful reception of a transmission addressed to C-RNTI:
2>	stop timer T304;
2>	release rach-Skip, if configured;
2>	apply the parts of the CQI reporting configuration, the scheduling request configuration and the sounding RS configuration that do not require the UE to know the SFN of the target PCell, if any;

Conclusion
In section 2 we made the following observations:
Observation 1	MAC layer conceptually does not have any kind of knowledge of target cells.
Observation 2	RRC can infer that the indication implies successful handover or access to target cell because it occurs only upon handovers. Therefore, it is possible to define the indication without any notion of target cells.

Based on the discussion in section 2 we propose the following:
Proposal 1	MAC only indicates that it has received transmission on PDCCH addressed to C-RNTI.
Proposal 2	Include the text proposals in MAC and RRC CRs.
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