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1. [bookmark: _GoBack]Introduction
In this document some open stage-3 MAC issues which may potentially be easily agreed are highlighted (note that this is not an exhaustive list of all the open stage-3 issues, some of which need to be discussed based on company contributions). 
2. Open issues
1. It is FFS whether the RSRP threshold is per carrier (NUL and SUL) or common to both 
· Given that NUL vs SUL itself will be selected based on an RSRP threshold, it seems likely that the RSRP levels for NUL and SUL may be different and hence it seems that to allow more flexibility, it is better to keep this separate (i.e. separate for NUL and SUL)
[bookmark: _Toc21014330]The RSRP threshold for 2-step vs 4step CBRA can be configured separately for NUL and SUL
2. Using the Msg3 buffer to store the MSGA payload is FFS for now and can be changed based on further RAN2 discussions
· This is basically just for the modelling in the MAC spec. 
· The options are: 
· Option 1: use MSG3 buffer to store the MSGA payload (this simplifies the handling in case of fallback since MSG3 payload is retransmitted – i.e. no need to copy the MSGA payload contents from somewhere into MSG3 buffer)
· Option 2: define a new MSGA buffer or something like that
· Seems option 1 is simpler. 
[bookmark: _Toc21014331]Use MSG3 buffer to store the MSGA payload in case of 2-step RACH
3. Whether the gNB response addressed to the C-RNTI of the UE can be considered as MSGB or not needs to be discussed
· Seems this is not critical either way (the current wording in the CR uses the language of “RA response” which is more universal and covers both C-RNTI and MSGB cases). May be, we can keep this. 
[bookmark: _Toc21014332]gNB response addressed to C-RNTI of the UE need not be considered as MSGB. The current wording in the running CR can be kept as is for this case. 
4. Should the UE monitor the msgB-ResponseWindow regardless of the occurrence of measurement gap?
· Seems this is inline with MSG2 reception. So, propose that the UE monitors the MSGB window regardless of the occurrence of Measurement gaps
[bookmark: _Toc21014333]UE monitors the MSGB window regardless of the occurrence of the measurement gap
5. The name of the new Timing advance command is FFS
· The options are:
· Option 1: Timing Advance Command Type 2 MAC CE
· Option 2: Long Timing Advance Command MAC CE
· Option 3: 12-bit Timing Advance Command MAC CE
· No strong view, for now the TAC Type 2 MAC CE is used in the CR and this is proposed as a starting point for the discussion. 
[bookmark: _Toc21014334] The name of the new timing advance command MAC CE is: Timing Advance Command Type 2 MAC CE
6. Conclusion and proposals
The following proposals are made:
Proposal 1:	The RSRP threshold for 2-step vs 4step CBRA can be configured separately for NUL and SUL
Proposal 2:	Use MSG3 buffer to store the MSGA payload in case of 2-step RACH
Proposal 3:	gNB response addressed to C-RNTI of the UE need not be considered as MSGB. The current wording in the running CR can be kept as is for this case.
Proposal 4:	UE monitors the MSGB window regardless of the occurrence of the measurement gap
Proposal 5:	The name of the new timing advance command MAC CE is: Timing Advance Command Type 2 MAC CE
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