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At RAN2#59bis, it was questioned if the UE should read the SFN from the target cell prior to a HO for PRACH access to meet the following RAN1 decisions: 

· Allow RACH period longer than 10ms

· Allow frequency hopping of the PRACH

Since it was not clear in RAN2, we would like to know what RAN1’s assumption is for the following questions:
· Is the SFN required for PRACH access in the target cell at HO or is it possible for NW to configure PRACH in such a way that the SFN is not required?
· If the SFN is required, how would the UE obtain it? 
· If reading of the SFN is required, could the frequency hopping pattern period be such that the UE does not need to know the entire SFN but the least significant bits?
During the discussion, it was commented that, if the SFN is needed, a solution is possible avoiding that the UE reads the SFN from the target cell. In this solution, the UE knows the SFN for the target cell based on the SFN difference between the source and the target, which would be signalled by Handover Command. This solution is assumed to require some level of synchronisation between eNBs.  
Another solution during the discussion was seen that if NW can allocate PRACH in such a way that SFN reading is not required, then it would be up to NW to allocate PRACH in such a way that minimal HO interruption is achieved. And if that is not done by NW then UE reads target cell SFN after the HO COMMAND and possibly causing delay in the HO procedure.

Actions:
To RAN1: RAN2 would kindly like to ask the following questions: 

Q1: Is the SFN required for PRACH access in the target cell at HO or is it possible for NW to configure PRACH in such a way that the SFN is not required? 
Q2: If the SFN is required, what is the RAN1’s assumption on how the UE would obtain it? 
Q3: If reading of the SFN is required, does the UE need to know the entire SFN or is it sufficient to know the least significant bits? 
To RAN3: RAN2 would kindly like to ask the following question: 

Q1: Is a solution based on providing an SFN difference between the source and the target cell considered feasible from a RAN3 perspective, and what would be the expected accuracy? 
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