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RAN WG1 kindly inform their RAN WG2 and RAN WG4 colleagues that during their meeting #26 they discussed a contribution and CR R1-02-0641 and could not to agree on the reasoning. This paper is about the collision of the PRACH ramp up procedure with the CELL_FACH measurement occasions. Subclause 6.1.4 of the CR has not been discussed by  RAN WG1.

This paper proposes that the UE be able to suspend and resume the PRACH ramp up procedure in order to avoid conflict with a measurement occasion. Suspending is decided by the UE when it considers that not suspending would lead to a degradation of the measurements that cannot be tolerated. A tolerance criteria is proposed such that the UE may suspend the PRACH when there was  an effective overlap of the PRACH and the measurement occasion over the 16 latest measurement occasions. An overlap is defined with regards to the UE measurement capability "need for UL CM" and "need for DL CM", meaning that for some UEs there are never overlaps. An overlap is said to be effective if there was no suspend/resume for that overlap, and thus the measurement was cancelled in this measurement occasion.

RAN WG1 would like to hear the opinion of RAN WG2 on the following points:

1. Is there any problem at all with PRACH and measurement occasion collision, and if so what is the seriousness of the problem, especially in relation with futureproofness against unforeseen network and UE configuration.

2. what should be the preferred solution to the problem (some fixes have already be made in RAN2 and RAN4, does the fix proposed in RAN 1 bring any additional improvement?).

3. depending on the seriousness of the problem, from which release should the problem be fixed.

4. if acceptable to make the CR at the RAN WG1 level, does RAN WG2 have any feedback on the CR to RAN WG1 documentation ?

RAN WG1 would like to thank RAN WG2 and RAN WG4 for their kind attention.
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