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1. Introduction

For Ext 71GHz, RAN1 has sent one LS to RAN2, to query whether ra-ChannelAccess-r17 can be introduced to SIB1 and other relevant RRC indicator fields (if needed). In this contribution, we will provide our views.
2. Discussion
In the LS [1], RAN1 provided their reached agreement and question excerpted as follows:

	In RAN1 #111, RAN1 reaches the following agreement

Agreement
Introduce ra-ChannelAccess-r17 in SIB1 and other relevant RRC indicator fields (if needed) to control msg1/msgA transmission with and without LBT
· The TP CA-1-4 below is provided as an example of the expected RAN1 specification change.

· Send LS to RAN2 to request introducing ra-ChannelAccess-r17 in SIB1 and other relevant RRC indicator fields (if needed). If configured, indicating UE should perform LBT before msg1/msgA transmission. Ask RAN2 to confirm whether RAN2 is able to introduce this RRC change and confirm to RAN1.

· Note: gNB is responsible to configure the ra-ChannelAccess-r17 properly to comply with local regulation

====TP CA-1-4 for 37.213===============

4.4.5       Exempted transmissions from sensing

In regions where channel sensing is required to access a channel for transmission and short control signalling exemption is allowed by regulation, a gNB/UE may transmit the following transmission(s) on a channel without sensing the channel:

-     Transmission(s) of the discovery burst by the gNB

-     If the higher layer parameter ra-ChannelAccess-r17 is not configured, transmission(s) of the first message in a random access procedure by the UE

===End of TP CA-1-4======================

RAN1 would like to request RAN2 to introduce ra-ChannelAccess-r17 in SIB1 and other relevant RRC indicator fields (if needed). If ra-ChannelAccess-r17 is configured, UE should perform LBT before msg1/msgA transmission if channelAccessMode2-r17 is provided. RAN1 would like RAN2 to confirm whether RAN2 is able to introduce this RRC change.


From the LS, we can find the ra-ChannelAccess-r17 is used to indicate UE should perform LBT before msg1/msgA transmission. Thus, 1 bit is sufficient for this indication field. For SIB1, the additional signalling overhead caused here is minor, thus it is fine to add such field in SIB1. For SIB1, the field can be added in ServingCellConfigCommonSIB IE.
For other RRC indicator fields included in dedicated RRC message, the overhead is not an issue. However we need to discuss whether we need to add the field to other RRC indicator fields or not, and when it is really needed, which RRC indicator fields need to include such field. 
In handover case, the UE is not required to listen to the neighbor cell’s SIB1. Thus it would be beneficial to add the ra-ChannelAccess-r17 in dedicated RRC message, to avoid that the UE have to listen to SIB1 to decide whether LBT should be performed or not before handover. More specifically, the ra-ChannelAccess-r17 can be added in cell level  IE, or BWP level IE, or even RACH-Config IE. From RAN2’s perspective, we think there is no motivation to have different configurations for the BWPs within a serving cell, and adding it to cell level IE would be reasonable. Besides, the gNB will configure the field based on the related regulations and the ra-ChannelAccess-r17 should be preferably a cell specific parameter. Overall, to add the field in ServingCellConfigCommon IE can be sufficient. 
Based on the above consideration, we propose to reply to RAN1 that RAN2 is able to introduce the RRC change mentioned by RAN1. In addition, RAN2 can add that RAN2 would like to add the ra-ChannelAccess-r17 in ServingCellConfigCommonSIB IE, as well as in ServingCellConfigCommon IE as a cell specific parameter.
Proposal 1: Reply to RAN1 that RAN2 is able to introduce the RRC change mentioned by RAN1.
Proposal 2: Reply to RAN1 that RAN2 would like to add the ra-ChannelAccess-r17 in ServingCellConfigCommonSIB IE, as well as in ServingCellConfigCommon IE as a cell specific parameter.
3. Conclusion

In this contribution, we discussed the question inquired by RAN1, and we made the following proposals:
Proposal 1: Reply to RAN1 that RAN2 is able to introduce the RRC change mentioned by RAN1.
Proposal 2: Reply to RAN1 that RAN2 would like to add the ra-ChannelAccess-r17 in ServingCellConfigCommonSIB IE, as well as in ServingCellConfigCommon IE as a cell specific parameter.
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