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1. Introduction 
RAN2 agreed a UE can select UL CC for RACH from the configured RACH’s for “UL data arrival” and “DL data arrival with contention based access” at RAN2#69. However contention free access cases are not obvious. 
In this document, we would like to see contention free access cases. 
2. Discussion
RAN2 agreed a UE can select UL CC for RACH from the configured RACH’s for “UL data arrival” and “DL data arrival with contention based access” at RAN2#69. Then what about other cases? 

· DL data arrival with contention free access
· HO with contention free access

If we allow the UE selection of UL CC even for contention free accesses, eNB should reserve the dedicated preambles across the CCs and this would need PRACH mask index extension unless PRACH configurations are the same across the CCs. In addition, as shown in [1], gains from the UE selection of UL CC for RACH are not obvious. So without clear benefits, we think reserving additional radio resource and spending our times to extend the current specification should be avoided. 
For DL data arrival with contention free access, the UL CC for RACH would be decided based on either CI or SIB2 linkage dependent on whether CI is configured or not. For HO with contention free access, we think either explicit UL CC information should be informed via HO command or implicit rule for UL CC selection should be decided. 

Proposal_1: UE selection of UL CC for RACH should not be allowed for “DL data arrival with contention free access” and “HO with contention free access”. 

Proposal_2: For DL data arrival with contention free access, the UL CC for RACH would be decided based on either CI or SIB2 linkage dependent on whether CI is configured or not.

Proposal_3: For HO with contention free access, RAN2 is asked to decide whether an explicit UL CC for RACH information are included in HO command or implicit rule for UL CC selection should be applied. 

3. Conclusion
For the contention free access cases, we would like to propose: 
Proposal_1: UE selection of UL CC for RACH should not be allowed for “DL data arrival with contention free access” and “HO with contention free access”. 

Proposal_2: For DL data arrival with contention free access, the UL CC for RACH would be decided based on either CI or SIB2 linkage dependent on whether CI is configured or not.

Proposal_3: For HO with contention free access, RAN2 is asked to decide whether an explicit UL CC for RACH information are included in HO command or implicit rule for UL CC selection should be applied. 
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