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1. Introduction
It has been an open issue whether a UE needs to know target cell’s SFN information to access PRACH at handover. Originally, it was due to possible PRACH configurations, i.e. more than 10ms’ PRACH frequency hopping pattern and PRACH periodicity. 

In this document, we would like to see the latest RAN1 status and to ask RAN2 to do a proper action on that. 

2. Discussion
From the LS in R2-080474, it seems that the UE needs to know the SFN before accessing PRACH. It was due to possible PRACH configurations, i.e. more than 10ms’ PRACH frequency hopping pattern and PRACH periodicity, which was defined in RAN1. 
However, at RAN1#51bis, there were new related decisions in RAN1.

· No frequency hopping will be applied to PRACH.
· 20ms PRACH periodicity will be only applied to the synchronized cells/networks, which means the UE does not need to read (be informed of) target cells’ SFN. 

Based on the latest RAN1 decisions, RAN2 could do one of the following actions:  
1)  Take RAN1 decision, and introduce an indicator or other means’ signalling to distinguish whether synchronized handover or not. 
2)  Since RAN2 has already decided no special handling for synchronized handover, inform RAN1 of that decision and ask to remove 20ms PRACH periodicity unless RAN1 finds out any significant problem. 
We believe that RAN1 has decided 20ms PRACH periodicity without knowledge of RAN2’s decision, i.e. no special handling for synchronized handover. Thus, rather than approach 1), we would prefer approach 2). 
3. Proposal
In this document, we would like to keep the previous RAN2 decision, i.e. no special handling for synchronized handover, inform RAN1 of that decision and ask to remove 20ms PRACH periodicity unless RAN1 finds out any significant problem. 
If agreeable, we will be happy to make corresponding LS to RAN1. 
