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1 Introduction

The issue of DCP overlapping with RAR with C-RNTI was discussed in RAN2#109bis-e meeting, and the following agreement was made:
Agreements 

1    RAN2 to send an LS to RAN1 to clarify UE behaviour when DCP overlaps with RAR with C-RNTI. 

In RAN2#110e meeting, regarding this issue RAN2 further made the following agreement:
Agreements:

1 RAN2 for now will not specify anything regarding the prioritization between DCP and RAR addressed to C-RNTI.  Come back to next meeting to decide how to handle it and hope for RAN1 further impacts.  
In RAN2#110e meeting, RAN1 replied the LS. 
In this paper, we further discuss this issue and present our views.
2 Discussion
In the reply LS, RAN1 says [1]:

Since RAN1 could not make a conclusion, RAN2 will further discuss this issue. In our view, this could be handled by network implementation in the following ways:
· Option 1: Network could configure RAR addressed to C-RNTI on CSS with a lower index than that of DCP. If DCP and RAR overlap and their CORESETs are not quasi-collocated, UE decides whether to monitor DCP or RAR according to the search space priority as captured in TS38.213. With the above configuration, RAR addressed to C-RNTI will be prioritized over DCP.
· Option 2: Network could configure search space for RAR addressed to C-RNTI and DCP separately to ensure that the PDCCH monitoring occasion of the two search spaces would not overlap.
It is observed that UE behaviour of whether to monitor DCP or RAR could be under the network control in different ways. So we think it could be left to network implementation.

Observation 1 UE behaviour of whether to monitor DCP or RAR addressed to C-RNTI could be under the network control in different ways.
Proposal 1 No need to change the spec to handle the issue of DCP overlapping with RAR addressed to C-RNTI.
3 Conclusion

Based on the discussion we make the following observation:

Observation 2 UE behaviour of whether to monitor DCP or RAR addressed to C-RNTI could be under the network control in different ways.
And we give the following proposals:

Proposal 1
No need to change the spec to handle the issue of DCP overlapping with RAR addressed to C-RNTI.
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RAN1 discussed the issue on the collision of DCP and RAR when a DCP monitoring occasion overlaps with the ra-ResponseWindow or msgB-ResponseWindow. Regarding RAN2’s understanding on RAR impact with the collision of DCP and RAR when the corresponding search spaces are not quasi-collocated, RAN1 understanding is:


RAR addressed to C-RNTI would not be impacted if the DCI scheduling RAR addressed to C-RNTI is configured on type-3 CSS with lower index than that of DCP, according to TS38.213 � REF _Ref42071553 \r \h � \* MERGEFORMAT �[1]�;


RAR addressed to C-RNTI would not be prioritized over DCP if it is configured on USS or on type-3 CSS with higher index than that of DCP.


RAN1 could not reach a consensus on whether to always prioritize RAR addressed to C-RNTI over DCP by RAN1 specification change or to leave it to be handled by network implementation.
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