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[bookmark: _Ref178064866]Introduction
This document discusses two postponed proposals from the last RAN2 meeting.
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	Chair Note of CE session in RAN2#116-e:
Proposal 7.3: From CE perspective, if non-CE RA is selected, then the UE is allowed to switch from non-CE to CE after “N” transmission attempts (similar to 2-step RA to 4-step RA switch). This switch is enabled if network configures something like “msg1-TransMax-CE”.
· Postponed
Proposal 8: From CE perspective, if 2-step RA is selected during the RACH initialization procedure , the UE does not perform CE selection during entire RACH procedure (i.e. until RACH failure).
· Postponed



For the first postponed proposal, i.e., Proposal 7.3 in the above box, companies who support this proposal think that it is beneficial when the UE move to cell edge. But we think that this argument is not enough to support this proposal and the following concerns should be more seriously considered.
As the first concern, Msg3 TB rebuilding issue can occur. When the UE already generates an Msg3 and stores HARQ buffer, if the RACH is switched from non-CE to CE, the UE may receive difference size of TB size for Msg3, and then the Msg3 TB should be rebuilt in this case. Note that this is always a difficult issue in UP session which needs lots of discussion time.
Another reason is that every RACH failure is not only due to low channel quality. When there are many RACH attempts even in cell center, RACH can be failed several times. In this condition, if this proposal is allowed, the UE can use CE even in cell center and transmits Msg3 repeatedly. We think that this is not helpful to relieve the RACH crowded situation, rather it can make the situation worse. Another aspect is that this proposal is useful when the channel quality varies during a very short time. We don’t think this is not common situation and it is sufficient to use CE after RACH failure with non-CE.
The last concern but not least, it’s complexity. If this proposal is agreed, complicated procedure should be required and this make it difficult to define unified solution in common RACH partitioning session. For this reason, when RAN2 discussed this issue at the offline discussion in the last RAN2 meeting, i.e., [AT116-e][112][CovEnh] Coverage enhancements aspects, there are clear majority companies who object this proposal and their common concern is complexity. Thus, complexity is essential factor and should be considered importantly for designing unified solution at the common RACH partitioning session. We think that this postponed proposal should not be supported.
Proposal 1. From CE perspective, if non-CE RA is selected, then the UE is NOT allowed to switch from non-CE to CE after “N” transmission attempts (similar to 2-step RA to 4-step RA switch), i.e., “if non-CE RA is selected, then the decision doesn’t change during the entire RACH procedure (i.e. until RACH failure)”.

For the second postponed proposal, i.e., Proposal 8 in the above box, actually the related discussion has already done in POST email discussion of [Post116-e][515][RACH partitioning] MAC Procedure aspects, and the following proposal in the below box was made. If the proposal made in POST email discussion is agreed in common RACH partitioning session, this postponed proposal may be useless because anyway the UE cannot select CE resource after RACH partition selection. 
	Proposal in [Post116-e][515][RACH partitioning] MAC Procedure aspects (ZTE)
Proposal 1:  CE will also be considered as part of the feature combination for each RACH partition and the use of CE will be determined before the RACH partition selection is performed



Having said that, this postponed proposal is aligned with agreements from the common RACH partitioning session and it’s no harm to support this from CE perspective. 
Proposal 2. From CE perspective, if 2-step RA is selected during the RACH initialization procedure, the UE does NOT perform CE selection during entire RACH procedure (i.e. until RACH failure).
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Based on the above discussions, we present the following proposals:
Proposal 1. From CE perspective, if non-CE RA is selected, then the UE is NOT allowed to switch from non-CE to CE after “N” transmission attempts (similar to 2-step RA to 4-step RA switch), i.e., “if non-CE RA is selected, then the decision doesn’t change during the entire RACH procedure (i.e. until RACH failure)”.
Proposal 2. From CE perspective, if 2-step RA is selected during the RACH initialization procedure, the UE does NOT perform CE selection during entire RACH procedure (i.e. until RACH failure).


