Page 4
Draft prETS 300 ???: Month YYYY


3GPP TSG-RAN WG2 Meeting #103bis 
R2-1813587
2018 Chengdu, China, 8th - 12th October 2018
Agenda Item:
11.2.1.1
Source:
OPPO
Title:
Two-steps RACH procedure for NR-U
Document for:
Discussion, Decision

1 Introduction

Regarding 2-steps RACH, in RAN2 AH#1807 meeting, it agreed:
· Both 2-step RACH procedures and enhancements to 4-step RACH for reduced transmission opportunities should be studied.

In RAN2#103 meeting, it agreed:
· RAN2 assumes that all Random access triggers in 38.300 9.2.6 may be applicable for 2-step CBRA. 
Also, in RAN plenary #81 meeting, a way forward (RP-182126) regarding 2-steps RACH was agreed:

A common 2-step RACH design for various use cases is desirable 
PHY layer aspects of 2-step RACH design are not addressed in any of the on-going SIs (no SIDs updates) 
2-step RACH can be included in a later Rel-16 WI, per normal approval process.
Higher layer aspects of 2-step RACH can be studied within NR-U SI with the understanding that higher priority should be given to the feasibility of NR-U operation in the architectures described in the NR-U SID [RP-181339] and aspects that may require input from SA WGs
Basically, the higher layer aspects of 2-steps RACH can be studied still within the NR-U scope. Meanwhile, there is an Email discussion trying to accelerate the progress. In this paper, some aspects from higher procedure point view are discussed, including the procedure, the contents of each message and also some other enhancements. 
2 Discussion

In NR, both contention based RACH and contention free RACH are supported. According to TS 38.300, the random access procedure can be triggered by the following events:
· Initial access from RRC_IDLE;

· RRC Connection Re-establishment procedure;

· Handover;

· DL or UL data arrival during RRC_CONNECTED when UL synchronisation status is "non-synchronised";

· Transition from RRC_INACTIVE;

· To establish time alignment at SCell addition;

· Request for Other SI (see subclause 7.3);

· Beam failure recovery.
Regarding 2-steps RACH, the basic idea is to combine the msg1 and msg3 as a new msg1, and combine the msg2 and msg4 as a new msg2. Here, we call the first step message as new message 1 and the second message as new message 2 for 2-steps RACH. A general procedure can be shown in the following figure:
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In last RAN2#103 meeting, it’s assumed that all random access triggers in 38.300 may be applicable for 2-steps RACH. It’s not clear whether 2-steps RACH can support both CFRA and CBRA. In our view, CFRA is used when UE is in RRC connected mode and for some specific events, e.g., BFR, HO etc. CFRA is with only two steps which is good from delay and signalling perspective. For 2-steps RACH, the resources need to be configured in a dedicated way for the new message 1 if CFRA is supported. However, we don’t think it can bring too much benefit since it will cause too much resource overhead. Besides, it’s also not clear to us what contents should be included in the new message 1 for 2-steps CFRA. For HO case, maybe RRC message with the HO complete can be included while for other events, e.g., BFR, maybe data can be included, but the benefit to include either data or HO complete message into the new message1 is valid.
Proposal 1 RAN2 confirms that 2-steps RACH does not support CFRA.

Besides, we also think there are in general three aspects need to be considered from RAN2 perspective:
· Contents of new msg1 and msg2
· Contention resolution
· 4-steps RACH and 2-steps RACH switching

2.1 Contents for the new messages
Different RACH events may have different messages. Typically, 4-steps RACH may be triggered when UE is in RRC idle mode, inactive mode or connected mode, which results in different msg3 and msg4. A simple illustration of the contents for 4-steps RACH can be shown in the following table for different RRC states:
Table 1 Contents of 4-steps RACH for different RACH triggering event
	
	Msg1
	Msg2
	Msg3
	Msg4

	RRC idle
	Preamble
	RAR addressed to RA-RNTI including:

· BI (optional);

· RAPID;

· TA;

· UL grant;

· Temporary C-RNTI;
	RRC setup request

	RRC setup

	RRC inactive
	
	
	RRC resume request
	RRC resume

	RRC connected
	
	
	C-RNTI MAC CE
	No RRC message


Before discussing the contents for new msg1 and new msg2 for the simplified 2-steps RACH, one question is which events will trigger 2-steps RACH? If RAN2 decides all the events triggering 4-steps RACH can be used to trigger 2-steps RACH, the new msg1 design should take into account different msg3 size, and it may have impacts on the design of physical channel for transmitting new msg1.
Proposal 2 RAN2 to further discuss which events can trigger simplified 2-steps RACH, the events may include: initial access from RRC_IDLE, transition from RRC_INACTIVE, DL/UL data arrival when uplink is out of sync, handover.
Based on table 1, if RAN2 agreed to support simplified 2-steps RACH for all the events which can trigger 4-steps RACH, there maybe three types of new msg1 and new msg3 as shown further in the following table:
Table 2 Contents for 2-steps RACH
	
	New msg1
	New msg2

	RRC idle
	Preamble + RRC setup request
	RAR + RRC setup

	RRC inactive
	Preamble + RRC resume request
	RAR + RRC resume

	RRC connected
	Preamble + C-RNTI
	RAR


It can be observed that different combination may have different size for the new msg1. Since it’s up to RAN1 design for the new msg1 physical channel. Thus, it could be beneficial if RAN2 can inform RAN1 that different msg1 size should be supported.
Proposal 3 RAN2 discusses the size and contents of new msg1 and inform RAN1 the defined size.

2.2 Contention resolution
Depending on the physical layer design, the new msg1 can be transmitted by configured PRACH resources and configured uplink resources. The configured uplink resources can be PUSCH or PUCCH or other channels, which carries the payload, i.e., RRC setup request, RRC resume request or C-RNTI.

There are several cases after UE transmits new msg1:
· Case1: preamble and payload are received successfully by the network;
· Case2: preamble is received successfully but payload fails;

· Case3: preamble fails but payload is successfully received;

· Case4: neither preamble nor payload is received.
The contention resolution should be discussed case by case:
For case1, from the network side, the collision is resolved since the network can identify the UE by the payload which includes the UE ID. From the UE side, depending on how new msg2 is designed, there are several options to resolve the collision:
· Option 1: the RAR should be re-designed so that the UE ID can be included to resolve the collision;

· For option 1, since multiple UEs may choose the same PRACH resources, these UEs can decode the RAR using the same RA-RNTI. RAR can be extended to include the UE ID so that the UE can resolve the collision. 

· Option 2: the RAR can be used as baseline, then a follow-up message which is scheduled by a PDCCH addressed to the UE ID, e.g., C-RNTI;

· For option 2, RAR can still be used but a follow-up message may be scheduled by a PDCCH addressed to the UE ID, e.g., C-RNTI. If the UE successfully decode the PDCCH addressed to the C-RNTI, the collision is resolved. The UE ID may not be C-RNTI, for example, in RRC IDLE mode, 5G-S-TMSI is used, then some mapping rule should be defined between 5G-S-TMIS and C-RNTI.
Proposal 4 RAN2 discusses how to resolve the collision when new msg1 is successfully received by the network, such as re-design the RAR or reuse RAR but with a follow-up message. 
For case2 and case 4, it’s not possible for either the network or the UE to resolve the collision since multiple UEs can use the same PRACH resources. For case3, collision can be resolved in the network side, however, since the preamble is not decoded successfully, UE may fails to receive the RAR. In either cases, the UE can choose the retransmission of the new msg1.
Proposal 5 When new msg1 is not received successfully, UE can retransmit the new msg1.
2.3 4-steps RACH and 2-steps RACH switching
When 2-steps RACH is supported, one question is how to select the RACH type for a UE. The network should be able to configure which type of RACH the UE can choose, such as through different PRACH resources.
Proposal 6 Network should be able to configure the UE whether 4-steps RACH or 2-steps RACH can be performed.

In some cases, it’s also beneficial that the UE can fall back to 4-steps RACH when 2-steps RACH is performed. In above case2, i.e., preamble is received successfully but payload fails, the UE should be able to receive the RAR in which the TA and UL grant is included. Instead of retransmitting the new msg1, the UE can fall back to 4-steps RACH, i.e., msg3 is transmitted using the UL grant.
Proposal 7 It’s beneficial for the UE to fall back to 4-steps RACH when 2-steps RACH fails.
3 Conclusion

Based on the discussion in section 2 we propose the following:
Proposal 1
RAN2 confirms that 2-steps RACH does not support CFRA.
Proposal 2
RAN2 to further discuss which events can trigger simplified 2-steps RACH, the events may include: initial access from RRC_IDLE, transition from RRC_INACTIVE, DL/UL data arrival when uplink is out of sync, handover.
Proposal 3
RAN2 discusses the size and contents of new msg1 and inform RAN1 the defined size.
Proposal 4
RAN2 discusses how to resolve the collision when new msg1 is successfully received by the network, such as re-design the RAR or reuse RAR but with a follow-up message.
Proposal 5
When new msg1 is not received successfully, UE can retransmit the new msg1.
Proposal 6
Network should be able to configure the UE whether 4-steps RACH or 2-steps RACH can be performed.
Proposal 7
It’s beneficial for the UE to fall back to 4-steps RACH when 2-steps RACH fails.
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