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1	Open issues for phase 2
The following two issues in this section were identified to require further discussions in order to have a stable draft for Athens meeting. 
1.1 Preamble grouping signalling
In the original signalling the structure of the RRC signalling was such that it was possible to configure 4 msgA-PUSCH Configuration for each BWP, i.e 2 for idle/inactive and 2 for connected mode UEs. Furthermore, for preamble grouping it was done in such a way that there were two IEs for preamble grouping; one for idle/inactive and one for connected mode UEs. This was based one the following RAN1 agreements:
Agreements:
· For RRC_CONNECTED state
· Confirm the working assumption that the preamble group based method as defined for RRC_IDLE/INACTIVE state is reused for the indication of multiple configurations.
· The number of msgA PUSCH configuration(s) can be different from that in RRC RRC_IDLE/INACTIVE state.
· PRACH configuration(s) and msgA PUSCH configuration(s) are both cell specific and configured per BWP
· The number of preamble groups for 2-step RACH should be aligned with the number of msgA PUSCH configurations in a BWP

· If the active UL BWP and the initial UL BWP have same SCS and same CP length and the active UL BWP includes all RBs of the initial UL BWP, or the active UL BWP is the initial UL BWP, 
· The preamble grouping and msgA PUSCH configurations are left to gNB implementation 
· Note: Preamble grouping is configured per UL BWP
· Note: for this overlapped UL BWP it could be up to 4 PUSCH configurations from gNB perspective
· Note: for this overlapped UL BWP it could be up to 2 PUSCH configurations from UE perspective

At the request of companies, this was reverted back to a maximum of 2 msgA-PUSCH configurations for each BWP-configuration and a single preamble group configuration(msgA-PreambleGrouping field). As a result, connected mode-specific 2-step resources need to be configured on non-initial BWP (as initial BWP preamble grouping will be occupied for idle/inactive mode grouping). Thus, the current state is that there is no state-specific preamble grouping and that the grouping is limited to size 2 (see current running CR). Instead the state-specific configuration comes from configuring an uplink BWP which implicitly makes it connected-mode specific. 
However, this may introduce another issue that it is no longer possible for the UE to do connected mode-specific preamble grouping on initial uplink BWP. This means that if the network only uses initial uplink BWP, then connected mode preamble grouping does not seem to be possible. 
Question 1:  Do companies agree that the current state is the correct interpretation of the agreements? (i.e non-state specific configuration of preamble grouping and msgA PUSCH configuration).
	Company
	Yes/No/NA
	Comment

	Samsung
	Yes
	

	CATT
	Yes
	We do not see a need to reflect RRC state in MsgA PUSCH configuration. 

	ZTE
	Yes
	We agree that this will introduce some restrictions on the configuration as mentioned above. 

	Huawei
	Yes
	From UE’s perspective, there are only a maximum of 2 configurations 

	OPPO
	Yes
	According to the agreements from RAN1, different MsgA PUSCH configurations are supported for UEs in different RRC states. The RRC state based MsgA PUSCH configurations are only need to be distinguished from gNB perspective. From UE perspective, there is no affect on 2-step RA procedure regardless of whether there are proper RA resources matching the RRC states on current BWP.

	Apple
	No
	If NW can configure the different PRACH configuration and preamble grouping configuration on initial BWP to CONNECTED UE via dedicated RRC signaling, the configuraiton can be regarded as state-specific, and there is no restriction. 

	Intel
	Yes
	As on the issue mentioned that ‘it is no longer possible for the UE to do connected mode-specific preamble grouping on initial uplink BWP‘, if the network wants to use a different preamble grouping for the initial UL BWP for connected mode, shouldn’t it be possible for the network to configure an explicit UL BWP configuration?

	LG
	Yes
	Because MsgA-PUSCH-Config is configured per BWP and the maximum number of the PUSCH configurations is 2, the number of PUSCH configurations for a UL BWP could be up to 2 from UE perspective.

	Qualcomm
	No
	Share the same view with Apple. It can be achieved by dedicated RRC signaling for RRC connected UE with differnt preamble grouping.

	vivo
	Yes
	In our understanding, the agreements mean that the number of MsgA PUSCH configuration(s) in an active BWP for CONNECTED UE is independent of that in an initial BWP for IDLE/INACTIVE UE. For example, the NW is able to configure MsgA PUSCH configuration A for the initial BWP and configure MsgA PUSCH configurations B and C for another non-initial BWP. Moreover, as the MsgA PUSCH configuration must be cell-specific per BWP, all the UEs operating on the initial BWP can only use MsgA PUSCH configuration A, regardless of RRC state. The NW is not allowed to configure different cell-specific MsgA PUSCH configuration for the CONNECTED UEs operating on the initial BWP via dedicated signaling.



Question 2: Are companies fine with the current limitation on no connected mode-specific preamble group on initial uplink BWP? (Or have a different interpretation of the specification).
	Company
	Yes/No/NA
	Comment

	Samsung
	Yes
	

	CATT
	Yes
	This is then in line with the RAN1 agreements.  

	ZTE
	Okay
	We are okay to go this way since this seems to be the preferrence by majority of comapnies in RAN2 although this was different it seems in RAN1! 

	Huawei
	Yes
	

	OPPO
	Yes
	Current state is fine.

	Apple
	No
	See comment in Question 1. 
We donot think it’s good for RAN2 to revert RAN1 agreement. If we have some problem, we should check it with RAN1. 

	Intel
	Yes
	We are not sure there is one at the moment.

	LG
	Yes
	Non-state specific configuration is fine. All UEs in Idle, Iactive and Connected state can use groups configured for initial UL BWP. For non-intial UL BWP, connected UE can only use groups configured for the non-intial UL BWP.

	Qualcomm
	No
	This does not align with RAN1’s agreements. 

	vivo
	Yes
	The current text is fine with us.



Q1 summary:
· All companies are aligned that there should be no state-specific preamble grouping from the perspective of a UE and a single BWP. 
· Companies mention that the state-specific configuration should be implicit through BWP configuration of non-initial BWPs. 
· Qualcomm and Apple mention that the state-specific configuration should be up to dedicated RRC signaling. However, it is unclear whether this is referred to as UE-specific BWP configuration(BWP-UplinkDedicated) or BWP-specific dedicated signaling(BWP-UplinkCommon).

Q2 summary:
· Most companies seem to be aligned. 
· Some companies do not think that it is in line with current RAN1 agreements while some state that it is. 

Conclusion:
· The current CR as well as limitation seem to be fine with all companies.
· The non-state specific configuration will be kept as there seem to be no company suggesting to revert back to the RRC-state specific preamble grouping.

Therefore we propose that current implementation on preamble grouping from phase 2 are kept for now and that:
[bookmark: _Toc30421674][bookmark: _Toc32525761]Preamble grouping for different states are configured implicitly by means BWP configuration, i.e no state-specific preamble grouping as in running CR phase 2. 

1.2 MsgA PUSCH CFRA signalling
The signalling details on 2-step CFRA has yet to be discussed. For signalling the 2-step msgA RACH resources, it is rather trivial as it can be done in a similar way as for 4-step RACH. However, for 2-step CFRA the MsgA PUSCH signalling needs to be discussed. 
The current agreements on 2-step CFRA related to this is:
Agreements for HO 2-step RA:
1 2-step CFRA and 4-step CFRA cannot be configured simultaneously for a BWP
2 For HO 2-step CFRA, the UE will monitor the PDCCH of the target cell for the response from the gNB identified by the C-RNTI while the msgB-ResponseWindow is running. The RA procedure is considered successful upon reception of a transmission addressed to the C-RNTI containing at least the 12 bit TAC MAC CE.
3 Rebuilding is NOT supported: This means the CFRA payload size matches one of the payload sizes for CBRA and UE includes C-RNTI in MSGA for CFRA
4 In case of 2-step CFRA, once MSGA is transmitted the UE monitors MSGB-RNTI (in addition to C-RNTI – i.e. same as CBRA)
5 The initial RA type is always determined to be 2-step RA if 2-step CFRA is configured in HO
6 Similar to 4-step RA, the UE then searches for a suitable CFRA beam with configured 2-step CFRA resources 
7 RAN2 assumes that SSB and CSI-RS based 2-step CFRA can be supported.  We assume that if there are RAN1 impact then CSI-RS configuration will not be supported.    
8 The PUSCH resource for 2-step CFRA associated with the dedicated preamble will be configured to the UE via dedicated signalling (i.e. will not be included in SIB1).  FFS how and when the PUSCH resources is releases
9 2-step CFRA is configured only on BWP where 2-step CBRA is configured 

From an RRC point of view for the msgA PUSCH signalling, there could be the following ways of signalling (there does not necessarily need to be one or the other):  
1. Full msgA-PUSCH-Resource as in msgA-PUSCH-Config:
Example:

CFRA-r16 ::=                        SEQUENCE {
     occasionsTwoStepRA-r16             SEQUENCE {
        rach-ConfigGenericTwoStep-r16       RACH-ConfigGenericTwoStepRA-r16,
        ssb-perRACH-OccasionTwoStep-r16     ENUMERATED {oneEighth, oneFourth, oneHalf, one, two, four, eight, sixteen}
                                                                                                            OPTIONAL  -- Cond SSB-CFRA
}                                                                                                       OPTIONAL, -- Need M
    msgA-CFRA-PUSCH-r16					MsgA-PUSCH-Resource-r16											    OPTIONAL  -- Need M					
}



Drawback is that this is a lot of signalling that is anyways restricted since rebuilding is not supported. Advantage is that enables some flexibility. 

2. Partial msgA-PUSCH-Resource: 
This means that the UE would have to utilize certain configurations in the target cell. As an example: 
[bookmark: _Hlk30689134]CFRA-r16 ::=                        SEQUENCE {
     occasionsTwoStepRA-r16             SEQUENCE {
        rach-ConfigGenericTwoStep-r16       RACH-ConfigGenericTwoStepRA-r16,
        ssb-perRACH-OccasionTwoStep-r16     ENUMERATED {oneEighth, oneFourth, oneHalf, one, two, four, eight, sixteen}
                                                                                                            OPTIONAL  -- Cond SSB-CFRA
}                                                                                                       OPTIONAL, -- Need M
    msgA-CFRA-PUSCH-r16					MsgA-CFRA-PUSCH-r16												        OPTIONAL  -- Need M					
}


MsgA-CFRA-PUSCH-r16 ::= 		SEQUENCE {
	msgA-PUSCH-CFRA-ResourceId      MsgA-PUSCH-ResourceId-r16,
    msgA-PUSCH-TDRA-r16				INTEGER (1..maxNrofUL-Allocation),
frequencyStartMsgA-PUSCH-r16	INTEGER (0..maxNrofPhysicalResourceBlocks-1)
}

The signalling should be such that it at least enables dynamic time/domain resource allocation. Drawback is it may not have the flexibility required. While the advantage is less signalling and also more consistent configurations with less MAC/RAN1 impact, it is unclear if it is in-line with current agreements. 

3. UL grant in CFRA IE:
A similar solution is used for RACH less in LTE where there is an uplink grant with a certain periodicity:


RACH-Skip-r14 ::=					SEQUENCE {
	<Removed non-essential fields>
	ul-ConfigInfo-r14				SEQUENCE {
		numberOfConfUL-Processes-r14			INTEGER (1..8),
		ul-SchedInterval-r14			ENUMERATED {sf2, sf5, sf10},
		ul-StartSubframe-r14			INTEGER (0..9),
		ul-Grant-r14					BIT STRING (SIZE (16))
	}																OPTIONAL	-- Need OR
}

 This allows for flexibility but may have MAC impact(in LTE there is a MAC section for this).

4. Other (please specify)


Question 3: Which of the options for signalling the msgA PUSCH CFRA should be introduced?

	Company
	Option
	Comment

	Samsung
	Option 1
	RAN1 has worked extensivley and came up with PUSCH resource configuration design for 2 step CBRA. It provdies a set of PUSCH occasions corresponding to each RACH slot. So we can simply resuse this to configure a set of PUSCH occasions for CFRA corresponding to each RACH slot. The specific PUSCH occasion to be used for each SSB/CSI RS can be then explicitly signaled (e.g. PUSCH occasions can be indexed and index is signaled).
Option 2 is similar to option 1 but has lesser flexibility, so we prefer option 1. 
[Samsung 1]: For both option1/2, we need to further discuss how UE knows which PUSCH resource to use from the set of PUSCH resources. There can be several approaches:
· Approach 1: Set of PUSCH occasions configured in rach config dedicated are cell specific. All the 2 step contention free preambles in cell are mapped to PRUs(PUSCH occasions/DMRS resources) in same manner as specified in 38.213 for contention based preambles.
A. In this case we need to further discuss how UE knows all the 2 step contention free preambles in cell. 
· Approach 2: Set of PUSCH occasions configured in rach config dedicated are UE specific. Only the 2 step contention free preambles assigned to UE are mapped to PRUs (PUSCH occasions/DMRS resources). The mapping rule is same as specified in 38.213 for contention based preambles, expcept that only assigned preambles in corresponding ROs are used for mapping.
· Approach 3: In addition to preamble index and SSB/CSI RS ID, GNB indicates specific PUSCH occasion (to be used (PUSCH occasions can be indexed and index is signaled)

	CATT
	See comments
	In our view the listed options are not quite clear. 
For example, in Option 2, MsgA-PUSCH-ResourceId-r16 is configured in MsgA-CFRA-PUSCH-r16, but which configuration does the resourceId refer to? Is the intention then to condition the CFRA PUSCH resource configuration on those of CBRA? While for Option 1 it uses MsgA-PUSCH-Resource-r16 to configure a set of PUSCH resources, without any other parameters to configure which of those resources are for CFRA.
So it seems the intended configuration would be a combination of Option 1 and 2. And as long as the configration is clear we do not see much concern on singalling overhead or flexiblity here.

	ZTE
	Option 1
	We agree with Samsung comments and in general option 1 is preferable. 
However, it seems some details still need to be clarified. 
For the case where separate preamble resource pool is configured for 2-step CFRA (i.e. occasionsTwoStepRA-r16 is configured), then the msgA-CFRA-PUSCH-r16 will be a full msgA-PUSCH-Resource as in msgA-PUSCH-Config, and all the preamble resource in the separate resource pool will be considered in the mapping between preamble and PUSCH resource.
For the case both the 2-step CBRA and 2-step CFRA share the same resource pool (i.e. occasionsTwoStepRA-r16 is not configured), then the preamble reserved for 2-step CFRA will be considered in the mapping between preamble resource and PUSCH resource (i.e. msgA-PUSCH-Resource configured in CFRA is only for the CFRA preamble, and the msgA-PUSCH-Resource configured for CBRA is only for the CBRA preamble). In this case, we can assume all the CFRA preambles will be considered in the mapping between preamble and PUSCH, even if the CFRA preambles may be shared in case of sharedRO. If we want to optimize this, then we can further configure a NumberOf2StepCFRAPreamble and use this IE to derive the preamble resource pool for 2-step CFRA in the case of shared RO. 

	OPPO
	Option 2 with comments
	It is simpler to allocate 2-step CFRA resources for handover as that in 4-step CFRA. So solution can be selected from Option 1 and Option 2.
In Option 1, MsgA PUSCH configuration for CFRA can be configured independently from that for CBRA. The configuration solution is more flexible. But, there should be a restriction that the TB size provided by PUSCH configuration for CFRA is same with one of that provided to CBRA to avoid rebuilding issue. 
In Option 2, PUSCH configuration for CFRA is selected from a MsgA PUSCH configuration list. But as commented by CATT, it is not specified whether this PUSCH configuration list is configured simultaneously to CBRA on this uplink BWP. We prefer to re-use the PUSCH configuraiton list for CBRA as it is simpler and no need to worry about rebuilding issue. In addition, time/frequency allocations can be modified to avoid PO collisions with CBRA.
We prefer Option 2 and specify that the msgA-PUSCH-CFRA-ResourceId is selected from the msgA-PUSCH-ResourceList configured on current uplink BWP.

	Apple
	Option 1
	Option 1 can reflect the RAN2 agreement that the MsgA PUSCH configuration should be from dedicated signaling for CFRA. 

	Intel
	Option 1
	It is already agreed that there should not be any RAN1 impact for 2-step CFRA and hence Option 1 seems like the only option?

	LG
	Option 1
	We prefer Opition 1 because of flexibility.

	Qualcomm
	Option 1
	We prefer Option 1

	vivo
	Option1
	Option1 provides more flexibility.  



Comments from comapnies:
· Many companies mentioned that the options need to be more clear. 
· A large majority of the companies prefer Option 1 due to flexbility and no RAN1 impacts. 
· Many companies suggest a combination between option 1 and 2. 

Comments and proposals from rapporteur:
Some clarifications were requested among the comments as it was mentioned that the options were unclear and more details were presenting regarding the different types of CFRA. Currently in rel-15 it is possible to do CFRA in two ways:
· Shared CBRA and CFRA ROs; i.e providing a CFRA preamble and using the RACH opportunities in the target cell, i.e if occasions is not present, or 
· Dedicated CFRA RACH resources; Signalling dedicated RACH opportunities along with preambles with a range of preambles, i.e if occasions is present in CFRA IE. 

First it needs to be clarified what shall be supported for 2-step RACH:
· Shared CBRA and CFRA ROs and POs; Preamble index which the UE uses to map to the msgA PRU in the configuration of the target cell, i.e the PRU will be dedicated to CFRA. One company mentioned explicit preference for this while some other companies mentioned it as an option.   
· Dedicated msgA CFRA RACH and PUSCH resources; Entirely dedicated resources for 2-step RACH resources as well as msgA PUSCH resources. This seems to be supported by a majority of companies as it provides full flexibility.

Among the options presented, option 1 is a way to enable the dedicated msgA CFRA RACH and PUSCH resources, while option 2 could be similar but that a majority of the configurations in the target cell can be reused to for instance reduce the potential problem of rebuilding, thus none of the options mentions using shared CBRA and CFRA unfortunately.   
According to the agreement:
1 The PUSCH resource for 2-step CFRA associated with the dedicated preamble will be configured to the UE via dedicated signalling (i.e. will not be included in SIB1).  FFS how and when the PUSCH resources is releases

It would seem as if Dedicated msgA CFRA RACH and PUSCH resources should be preferred, but since it was not clearly mentioned among the proposals, we ask companies to confirm this:  
[bookmark: _Toc32525762]RAN2 to at least support dedicated msgA CFRA RACH and PUSCH, i.e non-shared resources between CFRA and CBRA. 
For clarity, this has been implemented in the running CR [2]. 
If dedicated resources are supported, then it would seem as if most companies support that the full msgA PUSCH configuration is signaled. 
[bookmark: _Toc32525763]If dedicated 2-step resources are supported, then the full msgA PUSCH configuration should be included. 
The question then comes down to how a specific PRU is signaled. As mentioned by Samsung, there is already a preamble-to-PRU mapping defined by RAN1, thus it should be sufficient to provide the preambleIndex in order to identify a specific PRU to be used for CFRA(Samsungs approach 2). The RAN1 impacts are expected to be small if any. 
[bookmark: _Toc32525764]The provided preambles identifies the PRUs for 2-step CFRA according to defined RAN1 mapping. 
If shared CBRA and CFRA ROs and POs should be supported, then from a RAN2 perspective it is unclear how this would be implemented as there would be multiple options here:
· CFRA uses the preamble group A or B resource in target cell, where there need to be preambles reserved from these groups, as well as PRUs from the msgA PUSCH configurations reserved.
· CFRA uses separate preambles outside of preamble group A and B, where a separate msgA PUSCH resource pool need to be added,
· CFRA uses separate preambles outside of preamble group A and B, where the msgA PUSCH resource is included in CFRA-TwoStep-r16.

Furthermore the question is on whether there are any expected RAN1-impacts. Thus for now, we propose that shared CBRA and CFRA ROs and POs should be FFS.  
[bookmark: _Toc32525765]Shared CBRA and CFRA ROs and POs shall be FFS.
Depending on the level of confidence among companies that the selected proposals have none or little RAN1 impact, there could be an option to send an LS to RAN1 on the expected impacts. 
[bookmark: _Toc32525766]LS to RAN1 on RAN1 impacts due to 2-step CFRA options.

2 	Open issues from phase 1 and 2 comments
For the issue list[1] based on comments from companies on RRC[2]
NR-U PRACH root sequence applicability for 2-step
As NR-U have introduced a new set of root sequences for PRACH, the question is whether these are applicable to 2-step RA. Therefore it would make sense to send an LS to RAN1 and ask if the new PRACH root sequences are applicable for 2-step RA for NR-U. 
[bookmark: _Toc32525767]Send an LS to RAN1 asking whether NR-U PRACH root sequences are applicable for 2-step RA. 

Conditionally mandatory fields and optional fields in different scenarios. 
For 2-step RA we currently have 3 different cases; 4-step and 2-step with shared ROs, 4-step and 2-step with separate ROs and 2-step only BWP.
As pointed out by several companies, some fields relating to the RACH configuration will only apply in certain situations and some fields shall be conditionally mandatory in certain cases. In the RRC parameter-list provided by RAN1, 2-step only BWPs were not considered and since, some RAN2-parameters have been introduced. To clarify this and make it easier to implement the solutions we have provided a table with relevant RACH parameters and whether the parameter is Mandatory, Optional or Not Applicable in the 3 different scenarios. Please review the table. 
[bookmark: _Toc32525768]Introduce conditionally mandatory need codes and field descriptions for RACH-related parameters reflecting the table in the appendix. 

4	Conclusion
Easy agreement.
Might require discussions/clarifications. 
Will most likely generate discussions. 

Based on the discussion in the previous sections we propose the following:
Proposal 1	Preamble grouping for different states are configured implicitly by means BWP configuration, i.e no state-specific preamble grouping as in running CR phase 2.
Proposal 2	RAN2 to at least support dedicated msgA CFRA RACH and PUSCH, i.e non-shared resources between CFRA and CBRA.
Proposal 3	If dedicated 2-step resources are supported, then the full msgA PUSCH configuration should be included.
Proposal 4	The provided preambles identifies the PRUs for 2-step CFRA according to defined RAN1 mapping.
Proposal 5	Shared CBRA and CFRA ROs and POs shall be FFS.
Proposal 6	LS to RAN1 on RAN1 impacts due to 2-step CFRA options.
Proposal 7	Send an LS to RAN1 asking whether NR-U PRACH root sequences are applicable for 2-step RA.
Proposal 8	Introduce conditionally mandatory need codes and field descriptions for RACH-related parameters reflecting the table in the appendix.
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Appendix – Conditionally mandatory and optional parameters 
For 2-step RA we currently have 3 different cases; 4-step and 2-step with shared ROs, 4-step and 2-step with separate ROs and 2-step only BWP.
M – Mandatory
O – Optional
NA – Not applicable
Other need codes in parenthesis. 

	Field/IE
	2-step and 4-step shared ROs
	2-step and 4-step separate ROs
	2-step only BWP

	MsgA-PUSCH-Config
	No relevant parameters here...

	RACH-ConfigCommonTwoStepRA

	rach-ConfigGenericTwoStepRA-r16
	Always M

	msgA-CB-PreamblesPerSSB-PerSharedRO-r16
	M
	O
	NA

	msgA-TotalNumberOfRA-Preambles-r16
	-
	-
	O

	msgA-SSB-PerRACH-OccasionAndCB-PreamblesPerSSB-r16
	NA
	O
	M

	msgA-CB-PreamblesPerSSB-PerSharedRO-r16
	M
	NA
	NA

	msgA-SSB-SharedRO-MaskIndex-r16	
	O
	NA
	NA

	groupB-ConfiguredTwoStepRA
	O
	O
	O

	msgA-PRACH-RootSequenceIndex-r16
	O
	O 
	M 

	msgA-RSRP-Threshold-r16
	M
	M
	NA

	msgA-RSRP-ThresholdSUL-r16           
	NA (M for SUL)
	NA (M for SUL)
	NA

	msgA-RSRP-ThresholdSSB-r16
	O 
	O
	O

	msgA-RSRP-ThresholdSSB-SUL-r16
	O (M for SUL)
	O (M for SUL)
	O (M for SUL)

	msgA-SubcarrierSpacing-r16
	NA 
	O (M for L139)
	O (M for L139)

	msgA-RestrictedSetConfig-r16
	O 
	O 
	M

	ra-PrioritizationForAccessIdentity-r16
	O 
	O
	O

	RACH-ConfigGenericTwoStepRA

	msgA-PRACH-ConfigurationIndex-r16
	NA
	NA
	M

	[bookmark: _Hlk21022513]msgA-RO-FDM-r16
	NA
	O
	M

	msgA-RO-FrequencyStart-r16
	NA
	O
	M

	msgA-ZeroCorrelationZoneConfig-r16
	NA
	O
	M

	msgA-PreamblePowerRampingStep-r16          
	NA
	O 
	M

	msgA-PreambleReceivedTargetPower-r16
	NA
	O
	M

	msgB-ResponseWindow-r16
	Always M

	preambleTransMax-r16
	M
	M
	M

	msgA-TransMax-r16
	O (No switching allowed)
	O (No switching allowed)
	NA
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