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1. Mismatch of start timeline for monitoring PRACH response
A remaining issue for BFR is the mismatch between BFR and random access response (RAR) with regard to the start timeline for monitoring response from gNB after transmitting PRACH. In BFR procedure, it was agreed to use 4 slots as a time gap until the start of monitoring CORESET-BFR after transmitting PRACH. However for receiving a random access response, UE starts monitoring a CORESET right after transmitting PRACH, e.g., 0 slot as the time gap as captured below from TS38.213. 
	< 8.2(Random access response) of TS 38.213 >

[bookmark: _Hlk505324461]In response to a PRACH transmission, a UE attempts to detect a DCI format 1_0 with a CRC scrambled by a corresponding RA-RNTI during a window controlled by higher layers [11, TS 38.321]. The window starts at the first symbol of the earliest control resource set the UE is configured for Type1-PDCCH common search space, as defined in Subclause 10.1, that is at least  symbols after the last symbol of the preamble sequence transmission, where  is defined in [10, TS 38.133]. The length of the window in number of slots, based on the subcarrier spacing for Type1-PDCCH common search space as defined in Subclause 10.1, is provided by higher layer parameter ra-ResponseWindow. 



[bookmark: _GoBack]Since BFR is an event that should be completed as quickly as possible to prevent falling into a link failure, it does not make sense to apply an even larger time gap than the RAR. More importantly, those two are based on exactly same behavior, i.e., UE transmits PRACH and then starts monitoring of a response from gNB, so that this mismatch thus complicates UE and gNB implementation. Accordingly, we propose to align the timeline for the two cases: BFR and RAR.
Proposal 1: After the PRACH transmission, the start timeline for monitoring CORESET-BFR should be aligned with that for monitoring CORESET for receiving RAR. 
2. Conclusion
In this contribution, we discuss remaining issues on BFR and propose the following based on the discussion:
Proposal 1: After the PRACH transmission, the start timeline for monitoring CORESET-BFR should be aligned with that for monitoring CORESET for receiving RAR. 
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