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1.	Introduction
In the last meeting, RAN2 discussed issues on whether to monitor DCP during RAR window. However, RAN2 hasn’t yet made any decisions on these issues.
In this contribution, we present our view on these issues on DCP.
2.	Discussion 
The current MAC specification specifies clearly that RAR window is not part of Active Time. This means that a UE is allowed to monitor DCP within RAR window from RAN2 point of view.
Observation 1. From RAN2 point of view, a UE can monitor DCP within RAR window.

However, even though the UE can monitor DCP within RAR window from RAN2 point of view, monitoring DCP is also related to Search space and CORESET which are RAN1 definition and it is needed to check whether RAN1 specification allows the UE to monitor PDCCH for DCP and PDCCH for RA-RNTI/C-RNTI (e.g. BFR or 2-step RACH) simultaneously.
According to RAN1 specification [1], if the CORESET for DCP and the CORESET for RA-RNTI/C-RNTI are quasi co-located (QCL), the UE can monitor both CORESETs at the same time. Thus, although multiple CORESETs are not overlapped, if CORESETs are quasi co-located, the UE may have no problem to monitor DCP within RAR window.
Observation 2. In case CORESETs for DCP and RA-RNTI/C-RNTI are non-overlapped or quasi co-located, the UE can monitor DCP within RAR window.

The problem, however, is that even though CORESET for DCP and CORESET for C-RNTI are not quasi co-located, if those two CORESETs are overlapped, RAN1 specification specifies that CSS is prioritized over USS. Considering that DCP is associated with CSS and C-RNTI is associated with USS, BFR and 2-step RACH may not be successfully finished due to monitoring DCP. We think that BFR and 2-step RACH is more important than power saving during one onDuration. One possible way to handle this problem is network implementation, i.e., by scheduling DCP and C-RNTI in non-overlapping CORESETs. 
Observation 3. The collision between DCP and C-RNTI can be avoided by the network implementation i.e., by scheduling DCP and C-RNTI in non-overlapping CORESETs.

Given above observations and approaching the end of Rel-16 WI, the simple solution should be considered to avoid this problem. We think that it is network implementation. 
Proposal. RAN2 confirms that the issue on DCP monitoring within RAR window relies on network implementation.

3.	Conclusion
In this contribution, we present our view on issue for DCP monitoring within RAR window, and make observations and proposals as follows,
Observation 1. From RAN2 point of view, a UE can monitor DCP within RAR window.
Observation 2. In case CORESETs for DCP and RA-RNTI/C-RNTI are non-overlapped or quasi co-located, the UE can monitor DCP within RAR window.
Observation 3. The collision between DCP and C-RNTI can be avoided by the network implementation i.e., by scheduling DCP and C-RNTI in non-overlapping CORESETs.
Proposal. RAN2 confirms that the issue on DCP monitoring within RAR window relies on network implementation.
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