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1. Introduction
RAN2 has agreed that there is only one RA procedure running at a time. In this document, we discuss cases that UE could receive a PDCCH order on a SCell while another RA procedure is running on another SCell. 
2. Discussion
The PDCCH order is the only trigger for initiating RA procedure on a SCell. In some cases, UE may receive a PDCCH order while RA procedure is running on another SCell. In the last meeting, it was agreed that we rely on network control to prevent sCellDeactivationTimer from deactivating a SCell where RA procedure is running. But if sCellDeactivationTimer expires, the RA procedure will be aborted. In the case that eNB’s timer indicates that sCellDeactivationTimer has expired, but it has not expired on UE due to different timing sources on UE and eNB eNB may send a PDCCH order to trigger RA procedure on other SCell.
If a UE receives a PDCCH order on a SCell while another RA procedure is running on another SCell, we think the following solutions could be applied: 

· Alternative 1: Discard the received PDCCH order.
· Alternative 2: Abort ongoing RA procedure and process the received PDCCH order.
· Alternative 3: Assume eNB avoids those cases. 

For alt. 1, UE ignores the received PDCCH order and continues the ongoing RA procedure. One problem is that UE may use an invalid preamble, but the preamble intended for the UE in the PDCCH order is allocated without being used. Since the UE discards the PDCCH order, eNB will never receive the dedicated preamble. It may take time for eNB to find out the RA has failed.   
For alt. 2, when receiving a PDDCH order, UE aborts the ongoing RA procedure and then starts new RA procedure according to the PDCCH order. In this way, UE has the same view with eNB on the SCell where RA procedure is running and preamble usage.   

For alt. 3, it is eNB’s responsibility to prevent these cases. UE doesn’t need to do anything. Since RA procedure on SCells is only initiated by eNB, it seems a solution to let eNB avoid those cases. The only concern is whether eNB can 100% prevent that happing. So we raise this issue and request RAN2 to investigate that.  
Proposal: RAN2 investigates the problem and decides what to do.
3. Conclusion

In conclusion, we propose the followings:
Proposal: RAN2 investigates the problem and decides what to do.
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