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1	Introduction
In this contribution, we present our view on the reply LS from RAN1 in R2-2404113 and the remaining issue from the last meeting.
2	Discussion
2.1	2-step RACH for eRedCap 
In RAN2#125, RAN2 sent an LS to RAN1 with clear implication that 2-step RA will not be supported unless 2-step resources are separately configured for eRedCap. RAN1 seemed not take RAN2 recommendation as they see the RAN2 issue as simple difficulty in specification implementation and made further clarification how this should work. 
As agreed in RAN2 and stated in the LS in R2-2401890, 2-step RA should not be supported for eRedCap in this case, meaning that 2-step RA resources for RedCap will not be used by the eRedCap UE. The consequences are:
· there is no selection between 2-step RA resources for eRedCap and 4-step RA resources for RedCap;
· there is no fallback from 2-step to 4-step supported for the eRedCap UE;
It would be of course network’s responsibility to configure 4-step RA resources for eRedCap UE. 
Proposal 1: Confirm that 2-step RA is not supported for the eRedCap UE. For eRedCap, there is neither selection between 2-step and 4-step nor fallback from 2-step to 4-step.

 2.2	RA resource selection for CBRA
In R2-2403667, it was explained that, for eRedCap, the RA procedure which originally started from CBRA and the RA procedure switched to CBRA from CFRA may end up with different RA Resources due to different restriction on use of RedCap RA resources for CBRA and CFRA. 
This would happen due to two reasons:
•	In RRC, RedCap is applicable if there is no set of RA resources with eRedCap set to true. In MAC, only for CFRA, it is exceptionally specified that the set of RA resources only configured with RedCap can be used further even when the eRedCap is determined applicable.
•	In MAC, selection of the set of RA resources (in clause 5.1.1b/c/d) is performed before selection of the RA resources (in clause 5.1.2). Even when the RA procedure is switched from CFRA to CBRA due to bad channel condition during selection of RA resources, the available set of RA resources, which was selected based on CFRA, is unchanged.
It was argued that this would only lead to unnecessary network restriction in scheduling of Msg2/Msg4 over multiple partitions, which might negatively affect legacy UEs and RedCap UEs. To limit the scheduling constraint only on the legacy partition, it was proposed that, for CFRA, the eRedCap UE does not select RedCap-specific set of RA resources once eRedCap is determined applicable in RRC. 
In RAN2#123, RAN2 discussed how the RA procedure is handled when eRedCap UE receives Msg2/Msg4 exceeding its ability to process it. As a result, Msg2 case is specified with a NOTE in clause 5.1.4 and Msg4 case is specified as a normative text in clause 5.1.5:
	For Msg2 issue:
NOTE 2:	For the case that RAR PDSCH bandwidth is larger than the bandwidth the eRedCap UE can receive or process per slot, and the UL grant in RAR indicates that the time is not enough for Msg3 transmission, as specified in TS 38.213 [6], it is up to UE implementation, e.g. either to consider the Random Access Response reception not successful, or transmit Msg3.
For Msg4 issue:
3>	else, for eRedCap UE, if lower layer detects that PDSCH transmission scheduled by PDCCH has a larger bandwidth than UE can receive or process per slot:
4>	stop ra-ContentionResolutionTimer;
4>	discard the TEMPORARY_C-RNTI;
4>	consider this Contention Resolution not successful.



Having specified how to handle the Msg2/Msg4 which the eRedCap UE cannot process properly, the network may not need to provide Msg2/Msg4 by considering eRedCap UE in the concerned partition. The eRedCap UE can continue the RA procedure, by sending RAP, which was the intention of RAN2 (also RAN1) decision. 
Therefore, we see neither critical restriction from the network side nor significant harm from the UE side. 
Proposal 2: In selection of the set of RA resources for CFRA, no specification change is needed for eRedCap.

3	Conclusion
Proposal 1: Confirm that 2-step RA is not supported for the eRedCap UE. For eRedCap, there is neither selection between 2-step and 4-step nor fallback from 2-step to 4-step.
Proposal 2: In selection of the set of RA resources for CFRA, no specification change is needed for eRedCap.




