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1. Overall Description:	Comment by OPPO: Online guidance from VC:
VC suggests to send a LS to RAN1 saying that RAN2 thinks there could be an issue with latency (e.g. initial access) and ask them whether backwards propagation would be needed or whether the problem could be mitigated by making Epoch time the nearest frame for serving cell or if this can be addressed by simply setting the Epoch time properly (i.e. no spec changes)


Regarding RAN1’s agreement on serving cell’s explicit Epoch time referring to the current SFN or the next upcoming SFN after the frame where the message indicating the Epoch time is received, RAN2 has discussed and thinks that there could be an issue with latency (e.g. for initial access) when Epoch time points to aa  future time and validity timer has not started. 	Comment by Qualcomm-Bharat: It should be far in future to be an issue. Otherwise there is no any issue.	Comment by Ericsson (Robert): We do not agree, any extra delay due to the UE waiting for epoch time to occur will incur latency that will affect the KPIs. 
It may be possible to sometimes use epoch time in the current SFN, but that will require unwanted interactions between RRC (where SIB is located) and MAC where scheduler resides. 
	Comment by Qualcomm-Bharat: We suggest to ask clearly instead of using redundant words like solve, mitigate and addressed with different sentences in the original sentence.	Comment by Ericsson (Robert): This proposal is not at all in line with the VC suggestion. Among the listed alternatives only BW propagation is a solution, the other two options are mitigation techniques that has severe drawbacks.
To solve this issue, RAN2 would like to ask RAN1 whether backwards propagation of satellite assistance information would be needed, or whether the problem could be mitigated by making Epoch time for serving cell the frame nearest to the frame where the message indicating the Epoch time is received, or whether this can be addressed by simply setting the Epoch time properly by the network (i.e. no spec changes).
To solve this issue, RAN2 kindly request RAN1 to provide feedback on whether: 
1. backwards propagation of satellite assistance information is needed, or 
2. epoch time can refer to an SFN in the past instead of current or next upcoming SFN. 

If neither backwards propagation nor setting epoch times in the past will be supported, RAN2 would like to know whether RAN1 can suggest other solutions to handle the latency issue. 


2. Actions:
[bookmark: _Hlk46227635]To RAN1
ACTION:	RAN2 respectively requests RAN1 to provide feedback to the above questions.

3. Date of Next RAN2 Meetings:
TSG-RAN WG2#120                      2022-11-14 to 2022-11-18		Toulouse, FR 
TSG-RAN WG2#121                      2023-02-27 to 2023-03-03		Athens, GR 
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