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1.	Introduction
During email discussion approved at RAN2 #105bis, there was a discussion about response message from gNB and whether we can multiplex 2-step RACH and 4-step RACH in one MAC PDU.
[105bis#30][NR/2-step RACH]  - Procedures and mgsB content (ZTE)
-	Msg B contents
-	Contention resolution 
-	Whether we can multiplex 2-step RACH and 4-step RACH in one MAC PDU.

In this contribution, we’d like to address need for different window between fallback response and success response, and suggest that a UE monitor msgB for contention resolution and RAR for fall back with two different windows.
[bookmark: _Toc476230925]2.	Discussion
During email discussion for msgB, we assumed that success response is a message transmitted from gNB when both PRACH preamble and PUSCH payload are decoded successfully, and fallback response is a message transmitted from gNB when PRACH preamble is decoded but not the payload. As discussed in Q16, there is an issue whether the UE should use a different window to control the reception of fallback response from msgB. In this contribution, we’d like to discuss the following two options:
· Option 1. One window for fallback/success response.
· Option 2. Two different windows between success response and fallback response.


Figure 1. Examples for falling back to 4-step RACH
In option 1, the msgB window may have similar value to the legacy RAR window or CR timer depending on the maximum value of msgB window. Generally, the maximum value of msgB window would be based on the processing time and propagation delay including the decoding and encoding of messages. As described in our companion contribution [1], RAN2 should consider the case where success response contains the MAC SDU, like the CR timer in NR RACH. This is because success response can be also a message which can be generated after RRC message processing. So, we think that the msgB window would have a similar value to the contention resolution timer of 4-step RACH rather than the RAR window.
Observation 1. The msgB window would have a similar value to the contention resolution timer of 4-step RACH rather than the RAR window.
Then, the UE will monitor both fallback response and success response while the longer msgB window is running. However, the fallback response can be transmitted earlier than success response including the MAC SDU since it can be generated after only PHY/MAC processing without higher layer processing. If one longer window is used for two responses, it may be a delay in receiving the fallback response due to the longer msgB window than RAR window. If the gNB always transmits the fallback response before transmitting the success response, there is no reason to control two responses with one window.
Observation 2. If a UE monitors the fallback and success responses during only one longer window, it may be a delay in receiving the fall back response due to longer window.
As mentioned above, the fallback response and success response may experience different processing times. From this point of view, it is preferable that these two responses are controlled by two windows having different length. So, we propose that two different windows be configured between fallback response and success response. 
Proposal. Two different windows be configured between fallback response and success response.
3.	Conclusion
In this contribution, we discuss details on fall back procedure to 4-step RACH, and our observation and proposal are as follows:
Observation 1. The msgB window would have a similar value to the contention resolution timer of 4-step RACH rather than the RAR window.
Observation 2. If a UE monitors the fallback and success responses during only one longer window, it may be a delay in receiving the fall back response due to longer window.
Proposal. Two different windows be configured between fallback response and success response.
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