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[bookmark: _Hlk131605677]Title:	[Draft] Reply LS on L1 measurement RS configuration and PDCCH ordered RACH for LTM	Comment by Intel - Tangxun: We wonder whether to remove “L1 measurement RS configuration and” in the title, as nothing for this is mentioned in this reply.	Comment by Xiaomi - Yumin Wu: Agree with Intel that the L1 measurement should be removed.	Comment by MediaTek (Li-Chuan): Yes we can do this to avoid confusion	Comment by Fujitsu (Takako): Thanks for this out. Deleted
[bookmark: OLE_LINK57][bookmark: OLE_LINK58]Response to:	LS R2-2302412/R1-2302194 on L1 measurement RS configuration and PDCCH ordered RACH for LTM from RAN1
[bookmark: OLE_LINK59][bookmark: OLE_LINK60][bookmark: OLE_LINK61]Release:	Release 18
Work Item:	NR_mob_enh2-Core	Comment by Intel - Tangxun: Font size could be aligned with others.	Comment by Fujitsu (Takako): Thank you.

Source:	Fujitsu, CATT (to be RAN2)
To:	RAN1, RAN3	Comment by Ericsson - Tony: RAN3 was not present in the original LS and we are not sure it should be put in the “To” section.

It would be better to have RAN3 in “Cc” since no specific action are requested from RAN3 is not to align the signalling with what RAN1 and RAN2 has (will) agreed.	Comment by Fujitsu (Takako): Thank you for your comment. However, RAN3 (and RAN4) was included in “To” in the original LS and some of RAN2 agreements (especially for 3rd one) may affect their work, it will be better to include RAN3 in To.
I would like to know how other companies think on this. 
[bookmark: OLE_LINK45][bookmark: OLE_LINK46]Cc:	RAN4	Comment by Fujitsu (Takako): Question:
Would it better to add RAN4 to CC?	Comment by MediaTek (Li-Chuan): It would be helpful to Cc RAN4	Comment by Fujitsu (Takako): Thank you for your confirmation.
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	Rui Zhou
	Zhourui<atmark>catt.cn

Send any reply LS to:	3GPP Liaisons Coordinator, mailto:3GPPLiaison@etsi.org

Attachments:	

1	Overall description
RAN2 thanks RAN1 for their LS on L1 measurement RS configuration and PDCCH ordered RACH for LTM. 
Based on the discussion in RAN2, RAN2 would like to provide the following feedback for RAN1’s question on PDCCH ordered RACH:	Comment by MediaTek (Li-Chuan): We may mention that the question/response is about PDCCH-ordered RACH	Comment by Fujitsu (Takako): Thanks. I added.
RAN 1 respectfully asks RAN2 and RAN3 to check the feasibility and potential impact on specs of RAN2 and RAN 3 of all options, i.e. with RAR (from serving or candidate cell) and without RAR, in the agreement described in section B.
1. From RAN2 perspective, the following options are feasible:
· PDCCH ordered-RACH wWithout RAR	Comment by Xiaomi - Yumin Wu: Maybe we can use the full name as provided by RAN1, namely:
PDCCH ordered-RACH without RAR	Comment by Fujitsu (Takako): Thanks. I added
· PDCCH ordered-RACH wWith RAR and the RAR is received from the serving cell.	Comment by Xiaomi - Yumin Wu: Maybe we can use the full name as provided by RAN1, namely:
PDCCH ordered-RACH with RAR	Comment by Anil Agiwal: Samsung: RAN2 has not agreed that RAR from candidate cell is not feasible. Feasibility point of view, all options are feasible.	Comment by Fujitsu (Takako): Thank you for your comment. Yes, in the first phase discussion, 16 out of 17 companies almost agreed that all options are feasible. But 14 out of 17 companies preferred to exclude “RAR from candidate cell” when replying to RAN1. I prefer to keep the answer as is.
2. For early TA acquisition, RAN2 achieves the following agreements in RAN2#121bis-e meeting.	Comment by Fujitsu (Takako): Agreements are to be updated if RAN2 achieve further agreements on early TA acquisition.	Comment by Fujitsu (Takako): As no additional agreements were made on early TA acquisition, I propose to keep this part as is.
From RAN2 perspective, to enable shared preamble resource among multiple UEs, it is beneficial that the information that identifies the allocated CFRA resource (i.e., SS/PBCH index, RACH occasion, and Random Access Preamble index) can be indicated in the PDCCH order (as legacy intra-cell PDCCH order). 
RRC RACH configuration for early TA acquisition (e.g., including whether RAR needs to be received) is specific per target cell and is signalled separately (separate IEs) from the candidate cell configuration (the part that need to be applied at cell switch).
R2 assumes that Early TA RACH option 3 (with RAR from candidate cell) is not needed in Rel-18.

2	Actions
To RAN1 and RAN3 groups 
ACTION: 	RAN2 kindly asks RAN1 and RAN3 to take the above feedback into consideration.

3	Dates of next TSG RAN WG 2 meetings
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TSG RAN WG2 Meeting #123	21 – 25 August 2023	Toulouse, FR

