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1	Introduction
In the previous RAN2#103 meeting, the following was agreed in CP session:
R2-1811593	[Z805]CR for the configuration of BeamFailureRecoveryConfig	ZTE Corporation, Sanechips	draftCR	Rel-15	38.331	15.2.0	F	NR_newRAT-Core
=>	Change NUL to UL
=>	Agreed in R2-1813256 (including change above)
=>	Can be considered for next meeting whether any clarification of UE behaviour is needed in MAC for this.

Furthermore, UP session discussed the issue of continuous initiation of beamFailureRecoveryTimer in case L1 provides beam failure instance indications during the RA procedure for beam failure. However, no conclusion could be reached about the possible solution:
R2-1811122	Correction on BFR operation	Xiaomi Communications	CR	Rel-15	38.321	15.2.0	0307	-	F	NR_newRAT-Core
· ZTE think that there is already a NOTE that it is up to UE implementation whether to start a new procedure or continue the ongoing. ASUStek agrees. LG agrees
· Panasonic think the counter can be reset at the PRACH. Xiaomi think this would change the behaviour significantly. 
· CATT agrees that this should be fixed. 
· Convida think that the reason for change should refer to the timer
· Nokia proposes the wording “and beam failure recovery has not been completed”. Xiaomi wonders if RACH fails. Nokia think then RLF will happen, and then don’t care.
Offline (107) to perfect the wording, revision in R2-1813013 (xiaomi)
R2-1813013	Correction on BFR operation	Xiaomi Communications	CR	Rel-15	38.321	15.2.0	0307	1	F	NR_newRAT-Core
· Samsung think we should move the text instead. LG agrees. 
· Xiaomi doesn’t agree. 
postponed

2	Discussion
The R2-1811593 introduces the following restriction:
	BWP-UplinkDedicated field descriptions

	beamFailureRecoveryConfig
Determines how the UE performs Beam Failure Recovery upon detection of a Beam Failure (see RadioLinkMonitoringConfig). If supplementaryUplink is present, the field is present only in one of the uplink carriers, either UL or SUL.



From MAC point of view, this basically means that the UL carrier selection needs to be done before deciding which parameters to use for the Random Access procedure as the current UL carrier (NUL or SUL) may not have the beamFailureRecoveryConfig. However, currently the parameter selection is done in the Beam Failure Recovery procedure description already.
Observation 1: UL carrier selection needs to be done before selecting which parameters to use for Random Access in case of beam failure recovery.
Furthermore, the issue presented in R2-1813013 would be much easier to solve just by moving the starting of the timer to the RA procedure. Hence, it seems that the Beam Failure Recovery procedure in MAC should only initiate the RA procedure and all the other handling should be done in the Random Access procedure initialization part.
Observation 2: The defined issues can be solved by performing the logic in the Random Access procedure initialization part rather than in the Beam Failure Recovery procedure part of the TS 38.321.
Proposal 1: Agree on the CR provided in [1].
3	Conclusions
This contribution briefly discussed about parameter selection and beamFailureRecoveryTimer triggering that happen given the procedure is performed in Beam Failure Recovery procedure part of the MAC specification while these could be solved by moving the procedural text into the Random Access procedure initialization part. Hence, it is proposed:
Proposal 1: Agree on the CR provided in [1].
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