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1. Introduction
At the RAN1#116bis meeting including post-email discussion, RAN1 discussed FR2-NTN according to an LS from RAN4, and four conclusions were made [1]. The remaining issue is only PRACH configuration. In this contribution, we share our further views on the issue for FR2-NTN.
	Conclusion
The draft CRs in R1-2403582 for TS 38.213 and R1-2403693 for TS 38.214 are technically endorsed with the following change to R1-2403693:
· [bookmark: _Hlk163740100]FR2-NTN	Frequency Range 2 for Non-terrestrial networks as defined in TS 38.101-5 [1521]
R1-2403693 is revised in R1-2403737 to reflect the above.
Conclusion
There is no consensus on any enhancements to the Common TA modelling for operation in FR2-NTN in Rel-18.
Conclusion
For FR2-NTN in Rel-18, RAN1 cannot reach consensus on additional actions related to N_TA for cases where a UE receives and applies updated information from SIB19.
Conclusion
The draft CRs as provided in R1-2403790 (based on R1-24035xx_38211CRdraft FR2-NTN_noTable_rev2.docx) and R1-2403791 (based on R1-24037xx Draft CR for 38211 on Introduction of FR2-NTN_withTable_rev3.docx) for TS 38.211 are considered to be technically correct.



2. Discussions
PRACH configuration is the most controversial topic for FR2-NTN support so far. Some companies believe that the existing table can be reused without modification (as in x3790), while other companies prefer to modify the table as the table is optimized for FR2-TDD and thus the starting symbol of some configurations is non-zero (as in x3791). The concern on x3791 is mainly perspective of RAN1 efforts, in our understanding.
Now, it is understood that both are technically correct. Both can work well, so it should be fine to down-select either based on majority’s preference. From our perspective, although there is no strong preference, we are slightly supportive of x3791. We understand that the original table is not the best for FR2-NTN, and the main concern on the new table, i.e., RAN1 effort, was already solved. Therefore, we do not find any problem to take x3791 rather than x3790.
Proposal 1:
· For PRACH configuration for operation in FR2-NTN, adopt the draft CR as provided in R1-2403791.

3. Conclusion
In this contribution, we discussed FR2-NTN. Proposals are summarized as following: 
Proposal 1:
· For PRACH configuration for operation in FR2-NTN, adopt the draft CR as provided in R1-2403791.
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