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1. Introduction

At the RAN1#80 meeting, there was discussion regarding the PRACH design for the Rel-13 low complexity (LC)-MTC UEs based on the Rel-12 agreements and working assumptions and there were the following agreements.
At the RAN1#80 meeting, designs for the PRACH were discussed in [1] – [5] and there were agreements and working assumptions regarding the PRACH transmission for the UEs in enhanced coverage as summarized below

Agreements:

· For coverage enh. of PRACH, for initial random access

· There is one to one mapping between PRACH repetition level and PRACH resource set
· Multiple attempts are allowed for each PRACH repetition level

· There is a configurable number of attempts

· FFS: Whether the configuration of the number of attempts is common or separate per repetition level

· Number of attempts per PRACH repetition level can be different

· If UE does not receive a RAR after the allowed number of attempts, it moves to the next higher repetition level
· Specified maximum numbers of levels is 3 (this does not include “zero coverage extension”) 

· FFS: Power ramping or always max power used within each repetition level
· FFS UE behavior when UE receives RAR, but fails contention resolution
Working assumption:

· PRACH frequency hopping can be configured when multiple PRACH frequency resources are available for Rel-13 low complexity MTC UEs in coverage enhanced mode

· Details FFS
New aspects that should be considered for Rel-13 LC-MTC are the UE BW reduction and UE power consumption reduction as described in [2] - [3]. We note that a reduced UE BW is applied to not only the downlink (DL) but also the uplink (UL). In this document, we focus on the RACH procedure for the UE with a reduced BW. Considering these new aspects, we present our views on further refinement of RACH procedures for the Rel-13 LC-MTC.
2. Random Access Procedures for reduced UE BW
A reduced UE bandwidth of 1.4 MHz including an RF bandwidth was considered as one of the most effective components in reducing the UE complexity and cost by many companies. The features related to a reduced UE bandwidth of 1.4 MHz should be designed in such a way that the spectrum efficiency (SE) can be maximized and the NW impact can be minimized. We should also take into account the possibility of the huge number of MTC UEs to be deployed in the LTE networks in the future. One way to achieve these goals is to allow for configuration of multiple sets of a reduced DL/UL BWs from system perspective. The multiple sets of a reduced DL/UL BW would be beneficial in terms of offloading and frequency diversity or scheduling gain for the LC-MTC UEs. Below, we describe how to configure and utilize multiple sets of the reduced DL/UL BW. 

A LC-MTC UE in the RRC-idle mode monitors the PBCH. The legacy PBCH can be reused for both normal coverage and enhanced coverage modes. Namely, the PBCH is transmitted using the central six PRBs of the LTE system BW. According to the PBCH reception, the LC-MTC UE monitors a new system information block (SIB) that is specific to the LC-MTC UEs, which is called MSIB-1 in this document. This new MSIB-1 would be also transmitted using the central six PRBs of the LTE system BW unless the master information block (MIB) on the PBCH is modified. When the multiple sets of the reduced DL/UL BWs are considered for the low cost MTC UEs, information related to center frequencies of the multiple sets could be included in the MSIB-1. With regard to the acknowledgement of the UL carrier frequencies for the legacy LTE UE, its information is indicated to the UE through an ARFCN-ValueEUTRA in the SIB-2. This parameter would be reused to indicate the frequency location for the multiple sets of reduced DL/UL BWs as shown in Fig. 1.

Proposal 1: Allow for indication of multiple sets of reduced DL/UL BW by new SIB defined for the Rel-13 LC-MTC UEs.

Proposal 2: Consider a linkage between a reduced UL BW set and a reduced DL BW set.
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Figure 1 – Configuration of multiple sets of reduced DL/UL BWs.

According to the reception of the PRACH preamble by an eNodeB, a random access response (RAR) is sent to the LC-MTC UE. In the LTE system, the RAR is transmitted on the PDSCH which is indicated by the DCI scrambled by the RA-RNTI on the common search space (C-SS) of the PDCCH. Since the PDCCH can’t be assumed by the LC-MTC UEs, an approach to define the C-SS in the EPDCCH would be a straightforward. However, transmission of the DCI in the C-SS may be inefficient and thus can be simplified. For example, the resource allocation field or the level of modulation coding scheme (MCS) would be reduced for the LC-MTC UE. More aggressive approach is that the PDSCH resource containing the RAR would be derived from UL resource where the PRACH is transmitted. In this case, the RAR on the PDSCH is blindly decoded without monitoring the DCI on the C-SS of the EPDCCH.
Proposal 3: Consider the possibility of the RAR being informed by PDSCH with less DCI on the EPDCCH or without EPDCCH. 
After acknowledgement of the RAR at the LC-MTC UE, the LC-MTC UE sends message 3 based on information carried by RAR. In the existing LTE system, the RAR includes the resource allocation field. However, the resource allocation field can be reduced or removed since the UL resources to send the message 3 is limited in multiple sets of the reduced UL BW. In this case, one possible approach is to use the same set of the reduced UL BW for the transmission of message 3 as that for the last PRACH transmission. Figure 2 shows the proposed RACH procedures when two sets of the reduced DL/UL BWs are available.
Proposal 4: Consider to reduce the overhead of RAR and to use the same UL BW set for the transmission of message 3 as that for the last PRACH transmission.


[image: image2]
Figure 2 – RACH procedure for multiple sets of reduced DL/UL BWs.

3. Conclusion
In this contribution, we presented our initial views on random access procedures for the Rel-13 LC-MTC UEs. In order to maximize the spectrum efficiency for the reduced DL/UL BW, high-level target design is to limit the MTC operation to a reduced UE DL/UL BW of 1.4 MHz and to allow for configuration of multiple sets of a reduced DL/UL BWs from system perspective. Based on this framework, we proposed the following features related to random access procedures.
Proposal 1: Allow for indication of multiple sets of reduced DL/UL BW by new SIB defined for the Rel-13 LC-MTC UEs.

Proposal 2: Consider a linkage between a reduced UL BW set and a reduced DL BW set.

Proposal 3: Consider the possibility of the RAR being informed by PDSCH with less DCI on the EPDCCH or without EPDCCH. 

Proposal 4: Consider to reduce the overhead of RAR and to use the same UL BW set for the transmission of message 3 as that for the last PRACH transmission.
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