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1. Overall Description:
One issue that RAN2 have identified in the 5G NR RACH design is excessive partitioning of RACH resources, due to early indication of RACH features and their combinations. This has led to inefficient use of RACH resources and complex configurations.  and overly complex signaling. To avoid the same design pitfallrepeating the same problem in 6G, RAN2 have agreed to study which RACH features absolutely need Msg1 indication and what which can wait for Msg3 or any message later, if at all. 	Comment by Yinghao Guo: Not sure why excessive RACH partitioning is related to the issue of overly complex signalling. Is there a big difference, for instance, between the singling with 5 partitions and 8 partitions?	Comment by Linhai He: Complexing signaling is due to partitioning itself, not has to be associated with the partitioning itself.	Comment by Emre - Ericsson: The complexity is not simply due to signalling but it is rather due to implementation (for both UE and the network) and configuration. Maybe we can say “and unreasonably complex implementation and configuration” instead?	Comment by Linhai He: Fine with Ericsson’s suggestion.

2. Actions:
To RAN1:
ACTION: 	RAN2 respectfully ask RAN1 to take the above RAN2 agreement into consideration when designing RACH procedure. From RAN2’s perspective,  and apply early indication by Msg1 should be used only when it is truly necessary and, if possible, without partitioning resources. 	Comment by Emre - Ericsson: Isn’t RAN2 responsible for design the RA procedure? Maybe we can say “when discussing Msg1 indication and partitioning”?	Comment by Linhai He: I will change it to “...in its design”	Comment by Chunli: This kind of implies a solution for msg1 indication which has not been discussed in RAN2 and is not our scope. It should be removed and leave the discussion to RAN1. 	Comment by Linhai He: @Nokia, I think your comment may be a bit over-interpreting its meaning. I can change it to “...by Msg1 should be avoided or be used only …” to ease your concern.
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