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In this document, we discuss random access in unlicensed spectrum motivated by the opportunistic channel access characteristic of an unlicensed carrier. Initial access aspects related to SS/PBCH block (SSB) transmission. Our analysis and proposals for DRS design are given in our companion document R1-1900937.
Random access in unlicensed spectrum
Msg 1
In Standalone NR-U case, the UE may need to perform CBRA e.g. to ask for UL resources, for beam failure recovery, handover without dedicated resources etc. In the unlicensed operation, due to a failed CCA it may take longer time to complete the RACH procedure and thereby the latency of the procedure that initiated the RACH will be higher. This could be detrimental to the overall performance of the UE. 
RAN1 has previously agreed that there will be BWP(s) in NR-U and that Initial Active UL/ DL BWP will be similar to the licensed operation about 20 MHz. 
	RAN1#93:
Agreement: 
        Initial active DL/UL BWP is approximately 20MHz for 5GHz band
o   The final value will be quantized to number of PRBs
        Initial active DL/UL BWP is approximately 20MHz for 6GHz band if similar channelization as 5GHz band is used for 6GHz band
        FFS: Initial active DL/UL BWP for other applicable bands, including 60GHz
 
RAN1#92bis:
•      Baseline for study: If absence of Wi-Fi cannot be guaranteed (e.g. by regulation) 
in the band (sub-7 GHz) where NR-U is operating, the NR-U operating bandwidth is an integer  
multiple of 20MHz 
•     At least for band where absence of Wi-Fi cannot be guaranteed (e.g. by regulation), LBT can be performed in units of 20 MHz. 
•     FFS: details on how to perform LBT for as single carrier with bandwidth greater than 20 MHz, i.e., integer multiples of 20 MHz.




Further, a UE may or may not have PRACH configured in the current BWP. When it needs to send PRACH (Msg1) with CCA, if necessary, may or may not succeed. Therefore, to increase the transmission diversity of Msg1 it is proposed that the UE performs CCA on other configured BWP(s) as well and perform Msg1 transmission on whichever BWP can be accessed. 
Proposal 3: A UE may perform CCA/LBT on any configured BWP for PRACH transmission, if necessary.
Msg 2 / RAR
On similar lines it is helpful if the Msg 2 / RAR could be transmitted by the gNB on any DL BWP where the CCA succeeds, even if it is different from the linked BWP where Msg 1 occurred. Even though this is not applicable for initial access, it will be helpful e.g. in handover scenarios or PDCCH order where the UE can be aware of multiple BWPs and where the network knows which and how many active BWPs the UE can monitor.
Proposal 4: A UE should be able to monitor more than one DL BWP during a corresponding RAR window for Msg 2. A gNB may transmit Msg 2 on any of the DL BWPs monitored by the UE.
Msg 3
To have diversity in transmitting Msg3, the RAR Grant in Msg2 may include UL resources for Msg3 transmission on more than one BWP. The UE can then perform LBT/CCA on each of these and transmit Msg3 on a BWP where the CCA is successful.
Proposal 5: The RAR Grant may indicate different UL BWPs for Msg 3.
The Grant transmitted in Msg 2 for Msg 3 includes a timing offset, i.e. it indicates a specific time slot in which the UE is to transmit Msg 3. The successful reception of Msg 3 may fail (from the gNB’s perspective) due to the following reasons:
1. The UE was not able to detect Msg 2 successfully, caused by noise or interference by (e.g. hidden) nodes; or
2. The UE was not able to access the channel for Msg 3 transmission in the indicated time slot due to LBT failure (unsuccessful CCA); or
3. The gNB was not able to detect Msg 3 successfully, caused by noise or interference by (e.g. hidden) nodes.
Following the HARQ procedure implies a delay, caused by the additional round-trip time of transmitting the HARQ retransmission request by gNB, and the following retransmission by the UE – both of which may suffer additional delay caused by the required LBT procedure for both these transmissions. Multiple transmission occasions for RACH Msg 3 may alleviate the transmission restrictions imposed by LBT and delay caused by Msg 3 retransmissions according to the HARQ protocol.
Proposal 6: Support granting multiple Msg 3 transmission occasions in Msg 2 to alleviate the transmission restrictions imposed by LBT and delay caused by Msg 3 retransmissions according to the HARQ protocol.
Proposals
We suggest the following for initial access and random access procedure messages:
Proposal 1: Introducing a new or additional SSB burst pattern for NR-U can be considered to enable use of priority classes 1 or 2.
Proposal 2: RAN1 should study the impact of delayed or skipped SSB transmissions due to LBT on PDCCH monitoring occasions for SIB1/paging.
Proposal 3: A UE may perform CCA/LBT on any configured BWP for PRACH transmission, if necessary.
Proposal 4: A UE should be able to monitor more than one DL BWP during a corresponding RAR window for Msg 2. A gNB may transmit Msg 2 on any of the DL BWPs monitored by the UE.
Proposal 5: The RAR Grant may indicate different UL BWPs for Msg 3.
Proposal 6: Support granting multiple Msg 3 transmission occasions in Msg 2 to alleviate the transmission restrictions imposed by LBT and delay caused by Msg 3 retransmissions according to the HARQ protocol.
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