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1. Introduction
In RAN1#110bis-e meeting, there is no consensus on the 10% limit of short control signaling for UE. Meanwhile, the indication of short control signaling and the Type 2 or Type 3 channel access was also controversial. In this contribution, we discuss the way to conclude these topics.
2. [bookmark: _Ref498564494]Discussion
1. 
2. 
[bookmark: _Ref67499018][bookmark: _Ref521492551][bookmark: PP12][bookmark: _Ref95322707]In RAN1#11obis-2 meeting [1], there are some potential conclusions for the short control signaling and type 2 and Type 3 channel access indication during the discussion.
· Conclude that no additional control for SCSt based msg1/msgA transmission will be provided in Rel-17
· Understanding 1: the SCSt based msg1/msgA transmission feature will be broken, and effectively cannot be used. We can remove the corresponding spec language in 37.213
· Understanding 2: the SCSt based msg1/msgA transmission feature is already captured in the spec and can be kept as is. How to use it (and stay compliant with local regulation) is subject to UE implementation
· Conclude that Type 1 CA to Type2 or Type 3 CA upgrade when back in gNB COT is not supported in Rel.17
· Conclude that UE uses Type 2 or Type 3 CA to resume COT within its own COT is not supported in Rel.17

In our view, the short control signaling should follow the restrictions in the ETSI regulation, and it is beneficial for UE to switch from Type 1 channel access to Type 2 or Type 3 channel access within a shared COT, or resume COT with Type 2 or Type 3 channel access complying with the regional regulation. However, considering that we spent a lot of effort and still cannot achieve any agreement, we are OK to conclude that no additional control for SCSt based msg1/msgA transmission will be provided in Rel-17. The understanding of this conclusion is understanding 2, i.e., the SCSt based msg1/msgA transmission feature is already captured in the spec and can be kept as it is. How to use it (and stay compliant with local regulation) is subject to UE implementation. If UE has the regional information, UE can transmit msg1/msgA as short control signalling whenever they fulfil the 10% limitation. Otherwise, UE should transmit msg1/msgA with Type 1 or Type 2 channel access. There is no additional impact on the spec. For the other two issues, we accept that Type 1 CA to Type2 or Type 3 CA upgrade when back in gNB COT is not supported in Rel.17, and UE uses Type 2 or Type 3 CA to resume COT within its own COT is not supported in Rel.17.

Proposal 1: The following conclusions are supported:
· No additional control for SCSt based msg1/msgA transmission will be provided in Rel-17
· Type 1 CA to Type2 or Type 3 CA upgrade when back in gNB COT is not supported in Rel.17
· UE uses Type 2 or Type 3 CA to resume COT within its own COT is not supported in Rel.17
3. Conclusion
In this contribution, we focus on the channel access mechanisms for NR operation from 52.6GHz to 71GHz, and have the following proposal:
Proposal 1: The following conclusions are supported:
· No additional control for SCSt based msg1/msgA transmission will be provided in Rel-17
· Type 1 CA to Type2 or Type 3 CA upgrade when back in gNB COT is not supported in Rel.17
· UE uses Type 2 or Type 3 CA to resume COT within its own COT is not supported in Rel.17
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