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1 Overall description
RAN4 thanks RAN1 for the LS sent in R1-2304276 asking about the time gap between a PDCCH order and the corresponding PRACH transmission for LTM. The related issue is copied below:
	B. Time gap between a PDCCH order and the corresponding PRACH transmission
RAN1 discussed the time gap between a PDCCH order and the corresponding PRACH transmission for LTM. RAN1 believes that this will require that the time gap is increased at least for the following scenario
· For PDCCH-order based PRACH on a candidate cell that is not a current serving cell with PUCCH/PUSCH or inter-frequency with the current serving cell
RAN1 relies on RAN4: 
· to verify the need for the above additional latency and, if so, the corresponding value is needed.
· to investigate any impact/interruption on UL Tx of serving cell due to the PRACH Tx on a candidate cell that is not a current serving cell with PUCCH/PUSCH
· to verify the need for any update is required to ΔBWPSwitching, ΔDelay if so, the corresponding values and whether UE capability is needed
Potential RAN1 spec update will be based on RAN4’s feedback.



In RAN4#107 and 108 meeting, RAN4 has discussed the existing time components in RAN1 spec to check whether additional latency is needed. RAN4 confirmed that final delay requirements of PDCCH ordered RACH will be captured in RAN1 spec as legacy, and RAN4 sincerely asks RAN1 to consider potential spec update based on RAN4’s following feedback.
RAN4 feedback:
For the need for any update is required to ΔBWPSwitching, ΔDelay,
· For ΔDelay: RAN4 has agreed to not change the component.
· [bookmark: _GoBack]For ∆BWPSwitching: It is not needed.
For the need for additional latency, RAN4 agreed to introduce new additional delay components at least for SSB based T/F tracking (TSSB) and RF and/or BB preparation and retuning (∆RF_preparation ). The additional delay components introduced are clarified as follows: 
TSSB:
· If TCI state of target cell has been activated before PDCCH ordered RACH, and measurement period of L1-RSRP is no longer than 160ms, UE doesn’t need additional time for SSB based T/F tracking to meet UL transmission timing requirements, that is, TSSB = 0 
· Otherwise, TSSB is needed, and the value is FFS.
∆RF_preparation:

· [bookmark: _Hlk143837117]For the case of PRACH bandwidth of neighbor cell is within active UL BWP, ∆RF_preparation is FFS.
· For the case of PRACH bandwidth outside active UL BWP but within one of configured UL BWPs of any active serving cell, ∆RF_preparation is DCI based BWP switching delay specified in clause 8.6 of TS 38.133 (in TS 38.133, DCI based BWP switch delay value is dependent on UE capability). 
· For the case of PRACH bandwidth is not within any of the configured UL BWPs of any active serving cell, ∆RF_preparation is FFS
    
For any impact/interruption on UL Tx and/or DL Rx of serving cell due to the PRACH Tx on a candidate cell that is not a current serving cell with PUCCH/PUSCH, RAN4 is still discussing.

2 Actions
To RAN WG1 group
ACTION: 	RAN4 sincerely asks RAN1 to take into account the above feedback into consideration.

3 Dates of Next TSG RAN WG4 Meetings
TSG-RAN WG4 Meeting #108-bis	9 Oct – 13 Oct 2023		     Xiamen , CN
TSG-RAN WG4 Meeting #109	13 Nov –17 Nov 2023	     Chicago , US
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