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1. Introduction
According to WID on NR-based access to unlicensed spectrum [1], the following parts should be specified:
-	Physical layer aspects including [RAN1]:
-	NR-U Discovery Reference Signal (DRS) containing at least SS/PBCH block burst set transmission and possibly CSI-RS, RMSI-CORESET(s)+PDSCH(s), OSI and paging with properties and extensions from NR Rel-15 in line with the agreements during the study phase (TR 38.889, Section 7.2.1.2). 60kHz based SSB/PBCH block is outside the scope of the WI.
-	PRACH including possible extension of PRACH format(s) in line with agreements during the SI phase (TR 38.889, Section 7.2.1.2) to support minimum bandwidth requirement given by regulation. Determine the applicability of Rel-15 NR formats to NR-U operation. RAN1 should decide whether 60 kHz subcarrier spacing for PRACH is supported, based on a unified design with 15 kHz and 30 kHz PRACH for meeting occupied channel bandwidth (OCB) requirements.
In RAN1 Adhoc 1901, the following agreements are made:
Agreement: 
· UE assumes 30KHz SCS for SS/PBCH block for 5GHz band and 6GHz band if the SCS is not indicated by higher layers.
· Support configuration by higher layers of 15KHz or 30KHz SCS for SS/PBCH block
· Include this agreement in a LS to RAN4 (cc RAN2) for inclusion in specs managed by RAN4 

Conclusion:
No changes are required to the time and frequency position of the PSS/SSS/PBCH relative to each other in one PSS/SSS/PBCH block.

Agreement:
The Type0-PDCCH monitoring configuration for NR-U should satisfy at least the following properties:
· TDM of Type0-PDCCH and SSB similar to existing pattern 1 (already agreed)
· Support the monitoring of Type0 PDCCH of the 2nd SSB position in a slot in the gap between 1st and 2nd SSB within the slot
· FFS start at symbol #6 of #7 or both
· FFS: The Type0-PDCCH candidates associated with an SSB are confined within a slot carrying the associated SSB (with the same QCL assumptions)

Agreement:
Companies are encouraged to provide results comparing the different alternatives using the following simulation assumptions to select between alternative PRACH designs.
· The Rel-15 PRACH design should be simulated as a baseline

In this paper, NR-U DRS design and PRACH based on WID guidance and the above agreements are discussed in the following sections.
2. [bookmark: _Ref498564494]Discussion
1. 
2. 
[bookmark: _Hlk521582650]Discovery reference signal (DRS) design
In NR Release 15, multiple SS/PBCH blocks with different beamforming directions are supported to enhance the coverage and system data rate. Due to EIRP limit in unlicensed band and beamforming gain in EIRP calculation, the coverage couldn’t be improved by simply beamformed transmission. However, the beamformed transmission could reduce the interference and thus increase system data rate. In this case, beamformed DRS could be used for beam measurement and reference of beamformed data transmission (e.g. determine precoder). By considering this, there is no need to remove this possibility from spec aspect, i.e. the design should embrace more flexibility on omni-transmission with single/multiple SSBs or beamforming with multiple SSBs, which is up to implementation. To achieve this, it is natural that one DRS could include one or more DRS units where each DRS unit comprises of at least one SSB, RMSI-CORESET+PDSCH in the same direction (omni or one beamforming direction). Note that the actual number of transmission DRS units is up to gNB’s implementation. One example is illustrated in Figure 1 (see next page): DRS includes 4 DRS units, where each DRS unit is 7 symbols long including one SSB and RMSI-CORESET+RMSI PDSCH.
[bookmark: _Hlk534382304][bookmark: PP1]Proposal 1: For NR-U, DRS includes one or more DRS units where each one comprises of at least one SSB, RMSI-CORESET+RMSI PDSCH in the same direction (omni or one beamforming direction).
For one DRS unit in frequency domain, the bandwidth is limited by the RMSI-CORESET setting since the scheduled PDSCH carrying RMSI should be limited within RMSI-CORESET according to NR Rel 15. In order to meet OCB requirement, CORESET bandwidth is better to span the initial BWP as much as possible, e.g. 48 PRBs assuming 30KHz SCS. Another alternative is including or multiplexing other signals (CSI-RS, OSI, Paging etc.) to meet the OCB requirements. NR Rel 15 already supports such flexibility and no change needed for NRU DRS design in frequency domain. In time domain, there are two choices to favor this DRS unit concept, i.e. 7 symbols (see Figure 1) or 14 symbols (see Figure 2). The comparison of these two choices are given in the following table:
Table 1	Comparison of 7 symbol and 14 symbol DRS unit (assuming 30KHz SCS)
	
	No. of LBT opportunities in 5ms
	No. of DRS unit in 1ms 
	Maximum schedulable RMSI REs

	7 symbols 
	20
	4
	2496 REs

	14 symbols 
	10
	2
	5568 REs
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[bookmark: _Ref534272702][bookmark: _Hlk534384250]
Figure 1		Illustration of DRS with multiple DRS units (7-symbol DRS unit)
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[bookmark: _Ref534279361]
Figure 2		Illustration of DRS with multiple DRS units (14-symbol DRS unit)
It is obvious that 7 symbol DRS unit has more LBT opportunities and support more beam directions within the same time duration. However, the available resource for scheduling RMSI is limited in this case. Assuming MCS0 is used, only 2496*0.2344=585 bits could be scheduled for RMSI. From RAN1 aspect in NR Rel 15, the UE is not expected to receive a PDSCH assigned by a PDCCH with CRC scrambled by SI-RNTI with a TBS exceeding 2976 bits. So RAN2 designs the RMSI size targeting 2976 bits at maximum. Besides, RMSI size is variable depending on different deployment scenarios, especially the number of supporting PLMNs. For NRU, 3rd party deployment shared by multiple operators is one typical scenario which requires broadcasting multiple PLMNs and respective tracking area information. In this case, the resource in 7-symbol DRS unit is very probably not enough for carrying RMSI. Therefore, we make the following proposal:
[bookmark: PP2]Proposal 2: NR-U supports flexible configuration for time domain length of DRS unit, e.g. between 7 symbols and 14 symbols.
In NR Rel 15, several SSB patterns are defined for different SCS and frequency range. Regarding sub-7 (e.g. 5GHz), the following 3 patterns could be used as illustrated in Figure 3: 


[bookmark: _Ref534290451]Figure 3		SSB patterns for sub-7 in NR Rel 15
Regarding proposal 2 on supporting 7-symbol DRS unit, Case B is not feasible since there is no gap between some successive SSBs for placing RMSI-CORESET. Therefore, Case A and Case C are supported for NRU in all FR1 unlicensed bands.
[bookmark: PP3]Proposal 3: NR-U supports SSB pattern Case A and Case C for 15KHz and 30KHz SCS respectively in all FR1 unlicensed bands.
NR Rel 15 supports the following SS/PBCH Block periods {5, 10, 20, 40, 80, 160} ms while LAA Rel 13 supports DRS period {40, 80, 160} ms. Naturally NRU will support flexible configuration of DRS period. By considering the overhead, NRU DRS is better to be transmitted in large period, i.e. {40, 80, 160} ms. To increase the transmission opportunity, it is better to allow DRS sliding within one specific window, e.g. 6ms window. Larger DRS window could increase the transmission probability of DRS. On the other hand, it will result in more power consumption since UE needs to search SSB within a larger DRS window. So DRS window duration should be flexible and could be configured in different cases. For example, in low interference case, smaller DRS window duration is better to be configured. Besides, for 7-symbol DRS unit case, the DRS window duration could be less than that in 14-symbol DRS unit case since it has more opportunities to access the channel. Thus, the following proposal is made:
[bookmark: PP4]Proposal 4: NR-U supports flexible configuration of DRS period (e.g. {40ms, 80ms, 160ms}) and DRS window duration (e.g. {2ms, 4ms, 6ms, 8ms}).
Referring to section 7.2.1.2 in TR 38.889 [2], Pattern 1 is feasible for multiplexing of SSB and RMSI Coreset where Pattern 1 is understood as RMSI CORESET and an SS/PBCH block occurring in different time instances, and the RMSI CORESET bandwidth overlapping with the transmission bandwidth of the SSB. In NR Rel 15, the configuration for Type0-PDCCH common search space in Table 13-11 in TS 38.213 [3] is not feasible for NR-U because SSB and its related Type0-PDCCH is better to be contaminated in the same slot in NRU as we proposed. First, most of the configurations are not needed since they configure SSB and the related Type0-PDCCH in different slots. Second, some configurations (i.e. configuration index 0 and 1) need to be updated to meet the 14-symbol and 7-symbol DRS unit. Third, the Type0-PDCCH common search space is variable in multiple specific positions within one DRS window instead of fixed subframe in one DRS occasion. 
[bookmark: PP5][bookmark: _Ref521492551]Proposal 5: The Type0-PDCCH candidates associated with an SSB should be confined within a slot carrying the associated SSB and the Type0-PDCCH common search space configuration should be re-designed with more NRU related information conveyed (e.g. QCL information).
PRACH design
Rel-15 NR supports 13 preamble formats with different sequence lengths and configurable SCSs. The SCS is either 1.25kHz or 5kHz for long formats with sequence L=839 while 15/30/60/120 kHz are supported for short ones with L=139. One regulatory requirement commonly considered in unlicensed spectrum is OCB, which should be larger than 80% of the Nominal Channel Bandwidth for sub-7 GHz NR-U frequency. Apparently, the PRACH mechanism supported in the licensed band cannot fulfill the OCB requirement.
In the following sections, we discuss different PRACH transmission schemes and provide some simulation results.
2.1.1 [bookmark: _Hlk534375260]OCB regulation
If RAN1 agrees that UE is not forced to meet OCB requirement when transmitting PRACH, given that during a COT device may operate temporarily with an Occupied Channel Bandwidth of less than 80 % of its Nominal Channel Bandwidth with a minimum of 2 MHz during a COT, PRACH transmission occupying frequency range wider than 2 MHz bandwidth can be transmitted directly without further enhancement. 
[bookmark: _Ref528268291]In Table 2, we summarize the bandwidth for each PRACH format. It can be noted that if multiple Msg.1 transmissions in frequency domain are not supported, format 0,1,2 can be excluded in NR-U. Furthermore, format 3 can also be excluded if it is necessary to ensure the same SCS for PRACH and other UL transmission.

[bookmark: _Ref534965133]Table 2. Bandwidth of RO in FR1
	
	length
	SCS
	Bandwidth of an RO

	Long: format 0,1,2
	839
	1.25kHz
	1.08MHz

	Long: format 3
	839
	5kHz
	4.32MHz

	Short: A,B,C
	139
	15kHz
	2.16MHz

	Short: A,B,C
	139
	30kHz
	4.32MHz


If the OCB requirement is mandatory for PRACH transmission, several options can be considered: 
· Opt.1 Multiple preambles transmission in frequency domain 
· Opt.2 Interlace based PRACH transmission
On top of the legacy single Msg1 scheme, opt.1 allows a specific number of simultaneous Msg1 instances which occupy a wider frequency range to meet the OCB requirement. Since FDMed RO and 1-to-multiple SSB-RO mapping have already been supported in NR Rel.15, the multiple FDMed msg1 transmissions mechanism can be easily supported in the physical layer by using Rel.15 PRACH configuration.
One potential concern arising from the FDMed Msg1 repetition would be a lower PRACH capacity. Another concern is that in some conditions the largest gap between two ROs in legacy PRACH configuration still cannot meet the OCB requirement. For example, if prach-FDM=8, preamble length=139 and preamble SCS =15kHz, the total bandwidth of 8 RO is 8.64MHz, less than 80% of the nominal channel bandwidths. As mentioned in [2], in order to alleviate the impact of LBT failures further, additional opportunities for the RACH messages may be introduced, e.g. in time or frequency domain, for both 4-step and 2-step RACH. In this case, these issues can be solved by configuring denser RACH time instances and extending frequency range of FDMed ROs.
For example, in the unlicensed band, wider gap between two neighboring ROs in the frequency domain can be introduced. The gap should be carefully chosen to make sure that the OCB requirement can be sufficiently fulfilled. In opt.2, one leading idea is that RB level interlace structure is a useful enhancement that eases the UE multiplexing and power boosting for UL transmission. However, as is shown in in 2.2.2, PRACH detection performance of B-IFDMA severely deteriorates when suffering from interference. 
Based on the above analysis, opt.1 is straightforward and requires minor changes to the RAN1 spec.
[bookmark: _Ref528317670][bookmark: OO1]Observation 1: Msg1 repetition in frequency domain is a straightforward way to meet OCB requirement and requires minor RAN1 spec efforts.
[bookmark: _Ref528317751][bookmark: PP6]Proposal 6: Long PRACH formats are needed only if a few tens of kilometres coverage is expected in unlicensed band.
[bookmark: _Ref528317752][bookmark: PP7]Proposal 7: If it is allowed that PRACH can be transmitted without meeting the OCB regulatory, some PRACH formats can be excluded, e.g., format 0,1,2,3.
2.1.2 Evaluation of PRACH
Based on the simulation assumptions in [4] which are also listed in Appendix, the following alternatives are evaluated and analyzed in this section:
· Contiguous PRB mapping in RO resource
· Rel-15(baseline)
· Repeated ROs in frequency domain
· PRB-level interlace mapping
· Uniformed interlace
· Non-Uniformed interlace
For repeated ROs in frequency domain, the two preambles are mapped to {1, …, 12}-th RBs and {39, …, 50}-th RB, respectively. Note that, to reduce the PAPR, the preambles with different root/cyclic shift are mapped to the two ROs, respectively.
For Non-Uniformed PRB level interlaced PRACH, the preamble is mapped to {1 4 10 13 19 22 28 31 37 40 46 49}-th RB sequentially, as proposed in [5]. For uniformed PRB level interlaced PRACH, the zero correlation zone is greatly compressed, which will lead to severe performance degradation in TA estimation, it is down-prioritized in this contribution. 
Without loss of generality, PRACH format A1 with 30 kHz subcarrier spacing is used for the following evaluation and other evaluation details are provided below:
· Detailed simulation assumptions
In addition to the simulation assumptions in [4], the same Ncs is set to 10. The same Ncs is assumed for all PRACH design alternatives, i.e. Ncs. 
The SNR in the following evaluation is the signal to noise power ratio in each RE where preamble symbol is mapped. Thus the total transmission power is the same for contiguous and PRB level interlaced mapping, and for repeated preamble mapping, the total transmission power is twice of the transmission power of single RO transmission.
· Detection algorithm of PRACH
The PRACH detection algorithm is described as follows.
Step 1: the receiving signal is transformed to frequency domain through FFT.
Step 2: the Receiving signal is correlated with the 64 hypothetical preamble sequences to get the channel estimation in frequency domain.
Step 3: the frequency domain channel estimation coefficients for each preamble sequence hypothesis are transferred to time domain through IFFT to get the power delay profile.
Step 4: for each preamble sequence hypothesis, subtract the PDP samples in a window duration with different start position related to Ncs and the index of candidate sequence with the same root index, the number of samples depends on Ncs and IFFT length. The sample with the maximum power in window duration is compared with a certain threshold to make sure the false alarm rate of PRACH below 0.001 in noise only scenario. 
· If there is at least one sample in the window is greater than the threshold, TA is estimated based on the location of the maximum sample, and the TA estimation error is less than half of the normal CP, the preamble is determined as transmitted.
· If there is no sample in the window greater than the threshold, or the TA estimation error is greater than half of the normal CP, the preamble is determined as not transmitted.
Based on the assumptions and algorithms described above, the evaluation results are provided in the following different aspects:
· TA estimation counting
In Figure 4, the TA accuracy evaluation is provided. The TA performance is evaluated at 0dB SNR.
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Figure 4	Miss-detection and false alarm performance for Contiguous PRACH mapping
· PAPR and cubic metric
The PAPR and CM in dB are provided in Table 3, where the cubic metric is calculated using equation (2), as stated in [6].
                                                (eq-2)
where  is the raw cubic metric (in dB) of a signal, and , .
Table 3. PAPR/CM for each PRACH design alternative
	
	Max PAPR [dB]
	Average PAPR [dB]
	Max  CM [dB]
	Average CM [dB]

	Contiguous PRB mapping :
(Rel-15)
	6.5598
	4.7575
	2.3871
	1.1581

	Contiguous PRB mapping: 
2 ROs repeated in frequency domain
	8.5716
	6.1030
	4.3910
	2.4944

	Non Uniformed PRB level interlaced mapping
	9.3671
	6.9187
	4.5817
	2.6725



· Miss-detection and false alarm probability
[image: ][image: ]
                                  a)  miss-detection                                                               b) false-alarm
Figure 4 Performance of different PRACH design-without interference
As shown in Figure 4, the repeated RO can achieve the best performance. For the interlaced structure, the correlation property can not be guaranteed, especially in wireless channel with high frequency selectivity, the peak of PDP will be lower than that in narrower contiguous bandwidth, thus lead to a deteriorated performance for detection performance, even if in a relatively high SNR region. 
· MCL
Based on the simulation results above, the MCL evaluation are given in Table 4. The maximum transmission power is 23dBm, and the actual Tx power is calculated based on the maximum PSD per 1 MHz bandwidth. The required SNR can be obtained in Figure 4.
Table 4. MCL analysis for each PRACH design alternative
	Different PRACH Design Alternatives
	Contiguous PRB mapping(Rel-15)
	Contiguous PRB mapping: 
2 ROs repeated in frequency domain
	Non Uniformed PRB level interlaced mapping

	Transmitter
	

	(0) Max Tx power  (dBm)
	23
	23
	23

	(1) Actual Tx power (dBm)
	16.355 
	19.355
	20.792

	Receiver
	

	(2) Thermal noise density (dBm/Hz)
	-174.0 
	-174.0 
	-174.0

	(3) Receiver noise figure (dB)
	5.0 
	5.0 
	5.0

	(4) Interference margin (dB)
	0.0 
	0.0 
	0.0

	(5) Occupied channel bandwidth (MHz)
	4.32
	18
	18.36

	(6) Effective noise power
 = (2) + (3) + (4) + 10 log10((5))  (dBm)
	-102.65
	-96.45
	-96.36

	(7) Required SINR (dB)
	-4.4dB
	-9.1dB
	0.72dB

	(8) Receiver sensitivity
         = (6) + (7) (dBm)
	-107.05
	-105.55
	-97.08

	(9) MCL 
         = (1) - (8) (dB)
	123.40
	124.91
	117.87


Based on above table, it can be observed that, although uniform and non-uniform interlaced PRACH may be transmitted with higher max transmission power. However, the MCL of the interlaced PRACH design is still lower than that of contiguous scheme, since the advantage of higher maximum transmission power of interlaced design is neutralized by its inferior detection performance.
· Detection performance with interference
In unsilenced spectrum, the transmission resource is obtained through contention procedure, where hidden node issue is inevitable. Therefore, the interference should be considered in physical channel design. In this section, the detection performance of different PRACH design is evaluated, where the waveform of interference is CP-OFDM and 16QAM modulated, the interference is appeared in whole sub band. The power of the interference is -3/0/3dB compared with the target PRACH signal.
· PRB-level interlaced PRACH
[image: ][image: ]
                                a)  miss-detection                                                               b) false-alarm
Figure 5	Miss-detection and false alarm performance for Non-Uniformed PRB level interlace PRACH
· Contiguous PRACH mapping(Rel-15)
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                                a)  miss-detection                                                               b) false-alarm
Figure 6	Miss-detection and false alarm performance for Contiguous PRACH mapping
· Repeated preamble in frequency domain
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                                a)  miss-detection                                                               b) false-alarm
Figure 7	Miss-detection and false alarm performance for repeated preamble mapping in frequency domain
As shown in Figure 5-7, the miss detection rate of interlaced PRACH design is much worse than the contiguous PRACH. With the increment of the interference, the detection performance will degrade obviously, and the miss-detection rate is too high to be acceptable, which may severely degrade MSG1 receiving performance and delay the RACH process.
·  Summary of the evaluation
Based on detection performance, TA estimation accuracy, PAPR/CM and MCL evaluation above, we can conclude that, contiguous PRACH mapping and PRACH repetition in frequency domain can achieve robust detection performance and timing accuracy compared with interlaced PRACH. Meanwhile, lower MCL can be identified even if the PAPR/CM and the maximum transmission power due to PSD limitation are taken into consideration.
[bookmark: _Ref525908004][bookmark: OO2]Observation 2: Contiguous PRACH mapping and PRACH repetition in frequency domain can achieve better detection performance, higher timing accuracy and higher MCL compared with PRB level interlaced PRACH. 
[bookmark: _Ref528940535][bookmark: _Ref524949986][bookmark: PP8]Proposal 8: Contiguous PRACH mapping and PRACH repetition in frequency domain based on Rel-15 preamble are preferred to ensure the detection performance of PRACH in NRU. 
2.1.3 PRACH and PUSCH coexistence
Timing advance mechanism is used to control UL transmission by NW, which instructs UE to transmit the UL signal in advance to compensate the propagation delay so that the orthogonally across simultaneous uplink transmissions can be guaranteed. The timing advance offset is proportional to the distance between UE and gNB, which means that for the UE far from the base station, a larger TA value is required.
The only exception is the transmission of PRACH where there may be no valid information for uplink synchronization, and UE shall assume that timing advance is zero. Guard period is needed to handle the uncertain PRACH transmission delay. However, for the random access attempts using a PRACH format without GP, e.g., A1, if they are transmitted on the last RO within a PRACH slot, then at least one OFDM symbol following the RO must be left empty. In this case, the blank symbol can serve as guard period to avoid ISI between PRACH and its following symbols not used for random access. 


Figure 5. Blockage between PRACH and PUSCH
However, there is also a possibility that PRACH transmission is blocked by the concurrent PUSCH transmission. PUSCH transmission is signaled in advance compared with the multiplexed PRACH, but it may fall into the monitoring region for PRACH occasion. To be more specific, if the cell-edge UE who intends to transmit PRACH is in proximity to the one who attempts to transmit PUSCH, the timing advance offset could be larger than the time for RX-TX switching required by UE so that there would be overlapping between PUSCH transmission and the LBT window for PRACH.
Furthermore, if the overlapping part is longer than the 4us, the nominal channel will be claimed as busy within a specified period under the UL channel access rules. As a result, UE has to continue assessing PRACH resources, and the selected RACH occasion becomes unavailable. An example of this case is shown in Figure 5, where both CP and part of PUSCH are included in LBT1 for Msg1.
Considering that the cell coverage required in NR-U may be relatively small compared with that of licensed spectrum, short PRACH formats and 15 kHz/30 kHz can be considered as baseline. The rx2tx gap requirements defined by RAN4 are 13us and 7us respectively for FR1 and FR2. The values of maximum TA typically increase with the cell radius supported by those PRACH formats and are summarized in Table 5. Note that the overlapping part larger than 4us can easily occur in case A3, B4, C0 and C2, resulting in the blockage of  PRACH. 
Table 4. UE Rx/Tx Transition Times
	Transition/FR
	FR1
	FR2

	TRX2TX
	13us
	7us

	TTX2RX
	13us
	7us



[bookmark: _Ref534983326][bookmark: _Ref534983320]Table 5. Maximum TA values and length of the overlapping part
	
	Path 
profile 
(us)

	GP
	RACH SCS=15kHz
	Overlapping part
	RACH 
SCS=30kHz
	Overlapping part

	
	
	
	Radius
(m)
	
Max TA

	Max TA
-13us
	Max TA
-7us
	Radius
(m)
	
Max TA

	Max TA
-13us
	Max TA
-7us

	A1
	3.13 
	0
	938
	6.25us
	/ Note1
	/
	469
	3.13 us
	/
	/

	A2
	4.69 
	0
	2,109
	14.06us
	1.06us
	7.06us
	1054.5
	7.03 us
	/
	0.03us

	A3
	4.69 
	0
	3,516
	23.44us
	10.44us
	16.44us
	1758
	11.72us
	/
	4.72us

	B1
	3.13 
	72
	469
	3.13us
	/
	/
	234.5
	1.56us
	/
	/

	B2
	4.69 
	216
	1,055
	7.03us
	/
	0.03us
	527.5
	3.52 us
	/
	/

	B3
	4.69 
	360
	1,758
	11.72us
	/
	4.72us
	879
	5.86 us
	/
	/

	B4
	4.69 
	792
	3,867
	25.78us
	12.78us
	18.78us
	1933.5
	12.89us
	/
	5.89us

	C0
	4.69
	1096
	5300
	35.33us
	22.33us
	28.33us
	2560
	17.67us
	4.665 us
	10.665us

	C2
	4.69
	2916
	9200
	61.33us
	48.33us
	54.33us
	4600
	30.67us
	17.665us
	23.665us


Note1: In this case, the PUSCH part transmitted before PRACH is covered by UE Rx/Tx transition period so it won’t disrupt the assessment for the availability of PRACH channel.
In order to eliminate the blockage issues, additional gaps in time domain between PRACH and PUSCH may be needed, leading to lower resource efficiency. The blockage may be inevitable if the cell coverage is large. If only small cell, e.g. less than 400m, is considered in NR-U, the PUSCH part transmitted before PRACH will be covered by UE Rx/Tx Transition period, PRACH transmission is still possible.
[bookmark: OO3]Observation 3: The PUSCH transmission may block PRACH transmission occurs in overlapping resources.
[bookmark: OO4]Observation 4: PRACH and PUSCH transmitted in overlapping resources may still be possible in NR-U deployment if the cell size is small. 
3. Conclusion
In this contribution, we focus on the design of DRS and PRACH in NR-U spectrum, and have the following proposals and observations:
Proposal 1: For NR-U, DRS includes one or more DRS units where each one comprises of at least one SSB, RMSI-CORESET+RMSI PDSCH in the same direction (omni or one beamforming direction).
Proposal 2: NR-U supports flexible configuration for time domain length of DRS unit, e.g. between 7 symbols and 14 symbols.
Proposal 3: NR-U supports SSB pattern Case A and Case C for 15KHz and 30KHz SCS respectively in all FR1 unlicensed bands.
Proposal 4: NR-U supports flexible configuration of DRS period (e.g. {40ms, 80ms, 160ms}) and DRS window duration (e.g. {2ms, 4ms, 6ms, 8ms}).
Proposal 5: NR-U should re-design the Type0-PDCCH common search space configuration with more NRU related information conveyed.
Observation 1: Msg1 repetition in frequency domain is a straightforward way to meet OCB requirement and requires minor RAN1 spec efforts.
Proposal 6: Long PRACH formats are needed only if a few tens of kilometres coverage is expected in unlicensed band.
Proposal 7: If it is allowed that PRACH can be transmitted without meeting the OCB regulatory, some PRACH formats can be excluded, e.g., format 0,1,2,3.
Observation 2: Contiguous PRACH mapping and PRACH repetition in frequency domain can achieve better detection performance, higher timing accuracy and lower MCL compared with PRB level interlaced PRACH. 
Proposal 8: Contiguous PRACH mapping and PRACH repetition in frequency domain based on Rel-15 preamble are preferred to ensure the detection performance of PRACH in NRU. 
Observation 3: The PUSCH transmission may block PRACH transmission occurs in overlapping resources.
Observation 4: PRACH and PUSCH transmitted in overlapping resources may still be possible in NR-U deployment if the cell size is small. 
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Appendix
Agreement: 
Companies are encouraged to provide results comparing the different alternatives using the following simulation assumptions to select between alternative PRACH designs.
· The Rel-15 PRACH design should be simulated as a baseline
	Property
	Value

	Carrier frequency
	5 GHz

	Channel model
	TDL-C

	Delay scaling
	10ns, 100 ns

	Antenna configuration at BS(1)
	(M,N,P) = (1,1,2) with omni-directional antenna element

	Antenna configuration at UE
	Single omni-directional antenna element

	Antenna port virtualization
	No beamforming and no beam selection

	Frequency offset
	0.05ppm (fixed) at TRP, and 0.1 ppm (fixed) at UE

	UE speed
	3 km/h

	Initial timing offset
	Uniformly distributed in [0, 1.2 µs (corresponding to 300 m ISD)]
Optional: Uniformly distributed in [0, 2 µs (corresponding to 500 m ISD)]

	PRACH format
	A1 with other formats optional

	Subcarrier spacing
	15/30 kHz.  (with other SCS optional)

	PRACH sequence and frequency resource allocation 
	For evaluation purpose, the Rel-15 PRACH ZC sequence (with possible length change) should be simulated. Additional/new sequences can be simulated. Each company should provide details on the sequence (type and length) and the resource allocation (e.g., Alt1~Alt4 and detailed mapping).

	Total number of preambles per cell
	64, each company should provide details on how these 64 preambles are generated

	Preamble detector
	Each company should provide details on used algorithm

	Interference assumption
	No interference. 
Optional: -3/0/3dB interference power compared with target PRACH

	Detection Criteria
	1% maximum mis-detection probability(2)

	
	0.1% maximum false alarm probability(3)

	
	maximum timing estimation error being 50% of the normal CP length

	Formatting of results (please also reference Section 8 of R1-1704144 for reporting formats)
	Mis-detection probability vs. SNR

	
	False alarm probability vs. SNR(4)

	
	CDF of timing estimation error

	
	PRACH capacity (maximum number of preambles)

	
	Peak-to-average power ratio and cubic metric

	
	MCL(5)

	(1) See Table 7-1 of R1-1704144
(2) The missed detection probability is defined as the ratio between the total number of transmitted preambles that are either not detected, or detected as a different preamble, or detected but with timing error greater than the maximum value (i.e., 50% of normal CP length), and the total number of transmitted preambles within an observation interval.  
(3) Maximum false alarm probability refers to the case when input at receiver is noise only (considering 64 preamble detectors as in 3GPP TS 36.104, section 8.4.1). 
(4) False alarm probability is defined as the ratio of total number detected but not transmitted preambles, and the total number of possible detection occurrences, where each occurrence (occurrence refers to 64 detections, one for each of the 64 preambles in a cell) is one potential preamble transmission in a RO.
(5) In the MCL calculation, needs to consider the maximum transmit power supported by the PRACH design under PSD limitation and PAPR/EVM characteristic of the design.

Note: Assumptions on the following should be stated
· use of a guard band (if any) 
· definition of SNR
· signal bandwidth used
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