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1 Introduction
Based on outcome of RAN1#86, a two-step Random Access will be studied. Here we discuss some implications and issues for RAN2. The agreement in more detail is as follows:
· RACH procedure including RACH preamble (Msg. 1), random access response (Msg. 2), message 3, and message 4 is at least assumed for NR from RAN1 perspective

· Simplified RACH procedure, e.g., Msg. 1 (UL) and Msg. 2 (DL), should be further studied

· Details on Msg. 1 and Msg. 2 are FFS

· Study should include comparison with the above procedure (first bullet)

2 Discussion
The ordinary four step Random Access (RA) procedure has been the current standard for legacy systems such as LTE. It has been proposed in R1-167059 to study a two-step procedure where the UL messages are sent simultaneously and similarly the two DL messages are sent as a simultaneous response in the DL. In the legacy four step procedure, one of the main usage of the first two messages is to obtain UL time alignment for the UE. In many situations, e.g. in small cells or for stationary UEs, this may not be needed since either a TA equal to 0 will be sufficient (small cells) or a stored TA value from the last RA could serve also for the current RA (stationary UE). In future radio networks it can be expected that these situations are common, both due to dense deployments of small cells and a great number of e.g. stationary IoT devices. A possibility to skip the message exchange to obtain the TA value would lead to reduced RA latency and would be beneficial in several use cases, for example when transmitting infrequent small data packets. 
Observation 1 In small cells or for stationary UEs, Random Access may not be needed to obtain UL time alignment.

2.1 The two-step Random Access procedure
In the two-step RA the preamble and a message corresponding to Message 3 in the four-step RA are transmitted in the same subframe or possibly in consecutive subframes (at least in the same burst). The Msg3 part is sent on a resource, corresponding to the specific preamble. This means that both the preamble and the Msg3 face contention. However, one could consider tying non-colliding time/frequency resources to different preambles. As a consequence, typically either both Msg1 and Msg3 succeed or both collide. As shown in Figure 1, the eNB will respond with a TA (which by assumption should not be needed or just give very minor updates) and a Msg4 for contention resolution upon successful reception of the preamble and Msg3. The preamble can also be used to aid the channel estimation for Msg3.
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Figure 1 – Illustration of two-step procedure (left) and ordinary Random access procedure (right).
2.2 Latency for RA schemes
In Figure 2 the latency calculations for LTE are illustrated. As can be seen, the minimum latency from the UE transmitting the RA preamble in the four-step procedure until receiving the final response is 14 subframes (preamble in x, RAR in x+4, msg3 in x+4+6, msg4 in x+4+6+4). 
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Figure 2 – Latency for ordinary four-step RA procedure.
In the two-step procedure shown in Figure 3, the corresponding minimum latency is 4 subframes (preamble&msg3 in x, msg3&msg4 in x+4) even when assuming the long processing delays specified currently for LTE. Hence, the two-step procedure could lead to a reduction of approximately factor 3 compared to the four-step procedure. Even when NR achieves shorter processing times than LTE, the two-step RA procedure offers significant latency reduction compared to legacy four-step procedure.
Observation 2 A two-step RA has the potential to be three times faster than the legacy four-step RA. 

Proposal 1 Allow a two-step RA as an alternative to four-step RA in cases where obtaining UL time alignment is not needed.
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Figure 3 – Latency for two-step RA procedure.
In [1] a procedure for small data transmissions is proposed where UP data is multiplexed with Message 3 in order to reduce latency for the data transmission. In cases where a two-step RA is applied, this latency could be reduced even further. 
2.2.1 Options for transmitting small data with two-step RA
Random access procedures are performed for different reasons. One reason is that a UE in RRC CONNECTED does not have a valid grant nor SR-resources, and the RA procedure is used to get an UL grant (which is received in the RAR). This grant can in principle be very large allowing the UE to transmit data directly, but to avoid resource waste the grant in the RAR is in general small and intended for the UE to transmit a BSR. And based on the BSR the eNB can give the UE a suitable grant for the data. So, in general the UE will not send the actual data in Msg3 transmission and instead the data is delayed to a later message. In this section we discuss how to reduce delay even further by sending data directly during the two-step RA procedure.
There are basically two options for transmitting small data using the two-step RA procedure. One would be to follow the thinking in [1] and multiplex the data together with Msg3. This would make the transmission to be basically instant, i.e. taking place in the same subframe as the Msg3 is transmitted. In this case, the resources reserved for Msg3 and data transmission are configurable and known by both the eNB and the UE. In case data is transmitted with Msg3, the transmission of Msg4 would imply both contention resolution and acknowledgement of the data.
Proposal 2 Consider transmitting small UP data simultaneously with Msg3 in the two-step RA. 
The second option is to transmit the data immediately following the DL transmission, i.e. after the reception of Msg2 and Msg4. In this case, a grant should be given simultaneously with the transmission of Msg2 and Msg4 to allow dynamic scheduling. This means that a data size indication (BSR type) could be supplied in Msg3 to let the eNB know what amount of data the UE wishes to transmit. In order to fully utilize the potential of the two-step RA, the delay from when the UE obtains the grant until it can transmit on the UL should be reduced significantly compared to current LTE where this latency is 4 TTIs (grant received in TTI x, UL transmission in x+4). Work is ongoing in RAN1 to shorten this time and allow transmission already in the TTI after the received grant.

Proposal 3 The Message 3 should be able to carry a data size indicator to allow the eNB to supply a grant after the contention resolution has been completed. 

In case the data transmission takes place after the reception of Msg2 and Msg4, the data transmission could take place on a contention based channel. Also here, the transmission could take place immediately after receiving the DL messages, i.e. in subframe x+5. A possible advantage of transmitting the data in the TTI after the two-step procedure compared to transmitting it simultaneously with Msg1 and Msg3 would be that there has been a contention resolution at this point and the data resource is not used by a colliding user (however, this could happen if data goes over a contention based channel after contention resolution).
2.2.2 Preamble groups

Large cells typically require the four-step RA since the TA value is unknown. However, the two-step RA would work for stationary UEs which can reuse their TA value. Support for both four-step and two-step RA would be useful in larger cells where there are stationary UEs. 

Observation 3 Support for both four-step RA and two-step RA is beneficial in large cells. 

In case both four-step and two-step RA is supported in a cell, they could use separate preamble groups, to facilitate for the eNB to determine if the UE is asking for a two-step RA or a four-step RA.

2.2.3 Fallback to four-step Random Access

Contention resolution may fail for either preamble or Msg3 (and data in case sent with Msg3) or both. If only the preamble can be detected but not Msg3, a fall back to four-step RA would be possible. In this case the eNB responds with a Msg2 (RAR) containing a grant for Msg3 as a response to the received preamble. The UE then continues as in the normal four-step procedure, i.e. UE sends a new Msg3 followed by a Msg4 from the eNB resolving the contention. This is illustrated in Figure 4 REF _Ref461709117 \h 
. In case only the preamble collides but the Msg3 is decoded, there should be no problem, since contention resolution can be done only based on Msg3 (and Msg4).
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Figure 4 – Fallback to four-step RA following collision in Msg 3.

Proposal 4 A fallback to ordinary four-step RA is done in case Message 3 cannot be decoded by eNB. In this case eNB sends a RAR including a grant for Message 3 and UE retransmits Message 3.

A text proposal capturing this discussion can be found in [2].

3 Conclusion

In section 2 we made the following observations:
Observation 1
In small cells or for stationary UEs, Random Access may not be needed to obtain UL time alignment.
Observation 2
A two-step RA has the potential to be three times faster than the legacy four-step RA.
Observation 3
Support for both four-step RA and two-step RA is beneficial in large cells.


Based on the discussion in section 2 we propose the following:
Proposal 1
Allow a two-step RA as an alternative to four-step RA in cases where obtaining UL time alignment is not needed.
Proposal 2
Consider transmitting small UP data simultaneously with Msg3 in the two-step RA.
Proposal 3
The Message 3 should be able to carry a data size indicator to allow the eNB to supply a grant after the contention resolution has been completed.
Proposal 4
A fallback to ordinary four-step RA is done in case Message 3 cannot be decoded by eNB. In this case eNB sends a RAR including a grant for Message 3 and UE retransmits Message 3.
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