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[bookmark: Proposal_Pattern_Length]Introduction
This is the summary of below offline discussion.
[bookmark: _Toc159918889][AT125][754] Correction on the reporting of TAC in Random access report (Fujitsu)
Scope:
· Discuss and conclude if the CRs are needed. Update them if needed.
      Intended outcome: 
· Agreeable CR in R2-2401731 and R2-2401732 if the original CRs (in R2-2400554 and R2-2400555) are not agreeable (Fujitsu)
     Deadline: 
· Friday morning session

Discussion
[bookmark: _Hlk62425314]As mentioned in the section 2.3.1.3 in [1], if the UE only reports the PCI and frequency information of the SCell in the RA report, the node retrieving the RA report will not know how to forward it. To solve this issue, RAN2 agreed to include the PCell/PSCell information to assist the forwarding of RA report associated with the Scell. 
In RAN2#116bis meeting, there were the following agreements:

Agreements
1	For the 2-step RA, the UE reports the payload size without considering the padding.
2	For the 2-step RA, the UE reports the payload size per RA procedure.
3	The UE includes intendedSIBs, ssbsForSI-Acquisition in the RA report also for a successfully completed on-demand SI procedure.
4	The UE includes the PCell ID in the RA-Report, if the RA procedure is performed in an SCell of the MCG.
5	The UE includes the PSCell ID in the RA-Report, if the RA procedure is performed in an SCell of the SCG.


To successfully forward the RA report among network nodes, the tracking area code is also needed. It seems that the tracking area code of PCell/PSCell is missing in the above agreements.
After checking the existing specification of TS38.331, it was found that the tracking area code has been supported in the ASN.1.
RA-ReportList-r16 ::= SEQUENCE (SIZE (1..maxRAReport-r16)) OF RA-Report-r16

RA-Report-r16 ::=                    SEQUENCE {
    cellId-r16                           CHOICE {
        cellGlobalId-r16                     CGI-Info-Logging-r16,
        pci-arfcn-r16                        PCI-ARFCN-NR-r16
    },
    ra-InformationCommon-r16             RA-InformationCommon-r16                         OPTIONAL,
    raPurpose-r16                        ENUMERATED {accessRelated, beamFailureRecovery, reconfigurationWithSync, ulUnSynchronized,
                                                    schedulingRequestFailure, noPUCCHResourceAvailable, requestForOtherSI,
                                                    msg3RequestForOtherSI-r17, spare8, spare7, spare6, spare5, spare4, spare3,
                                                    spare2, spare1},
    ...,
    [[
    spCellID-r17                         CGI-Info-Logging-r16                             OPTIONAL
    ]]
}
[bookmark: _Toc60777195][bookmark: _Toc156073067]–	CGI-Info-Logging
The IE CGI-Info-Logging indicates the NR Cell Global Identifier (NCGI) for logging purposes (e.g. RLF report), the globally unique identity, and the TAC information of a cell in NR.
CGI-Info-Logging information element
-- ASN1START
-- TAG-CGI-INFO-LOGGING-START

CGI-Info-Logging-r16 ::=     SEQUENCE {
    plmn-Identity-r16                    PLMN-Identity,
    cellIdentity-r16                     CellIdentity,
    trackingAreaCode-r16                 TrackingAreaCode               OPTIONAL
}

-- TAG-CGI-INFO-LOGGING-STOP
-- ASN1STOP

Therefore, it is suggested to modify the related text descriptions on UE actions of RA report determination to include the tracking area code of PCell/PSCell in RA report [2] [3].

Q1: Companies are invited to provide the views on whether to include the tracking area code of the PCell/PSCell in RA-report:
	Company
	Yes or No

	Samsung
	Can accept 
Comment: If current procedure text is aligned with previous RAN2 agreements and Rel-17 is already frozen, it makes sense to add TAC if there is an issue, which we are not quite sure. But we can accept to include TAC in this case if a majority prefers. 

	Qualcomm
	Do not Support for Rel-17. Too late for Rel-17 change. We are okay for Rel-18 change. 
Reported cell identity is the Global Cell Identity. Therefore, we do not see the strong need for reporting TAC. Also, note that ARFCN and PCI of SCell/PSCell are additionally indicated with global cell identity of PCell/PSCell. 

	Nokia
	We do not see the motivation for this change is needed, as the PLMN ID and the Cell Identity together identify the cell, and the gNB.

	Ericsson
	We think it is beneficial to include TAC in RA report for the sake of forwarding the RA reports between RAN nodes. we already log TAC in other SON reports e.g., in RLF report for the same reason, but apparently it is missing for the RA report. 
However if companies have concern for this late change in Rel-17, we can introduce it only in Rel-18.

	ZTE
	There are some benefits for this, especially considering we are supporting SN RACH report forwarding in R18. We are fine to consider since R18 if companies have concerns on previous release.

	Lenovo
	Fine to have this change.

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Similar views as Ericsson. We could consider this enhancement only in Rel-18.

	Sharp
	It’s ok to align with other SON reports. And as it is already supported in ASN.1, it is preferred to update the corresponding procedural text.

	CATT
	We also think it is beneficial to include TAC in RA report, similar as other reports. We are fine to introduce it only in Rel-18. 

	CMCC
	Share similar view with Ericsson, and fine to consider since R18 if companies have concerns on previous release.

	Fujitsu
	Yes. 
Agree with Ericsson and ZTE for the benefits to include the TAC. 




Q2: If the answer is yes for Q1, do you agree that the original CRs (in R2-2400554 and R2-2400555) are agreeable?
	Company
	Yes or No

	Samsung
	Yes

	Ericsson
	Let’s introduce this change to the Rel-18. It might be too late for Rel-17 (as some companies have concern).

	ZTE
	Same view as Ericsson.

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Ok to agree on the Rel-18 CR

	Sharp 
	Yes.

	CATT
	Yes

	CMCC
	Same view as Ericsson.

	Fujitsu
	Yes




Summary: 11 companies provide inputs. 10 companies show support on the inclusion of tracking area code in RA report. 
6 companies prefer to introduce the changes in Rel-18 while 4 companies want both Rel-17 and Rel-18 CRs. 10 companies agree on the original Rel-18 CR.
[10:1] Proposal 1: Support the inclusion of tracking area code in RA report in Rel-18.
[10:1] Proposal 2: The Rel-18 CR is agreed in R2-2401732 with the cover sheet updates.
Conclusion
[10:1] Proposal 1: Support the inclusion of tracking area code in RA report in Rel-18.
[10:1] Proposal 2: The Rel-18 CR is agreed in R2-2401732 with the cover sheet updates.
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