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1 Introduction
In eIMTA, the UE monitors some more subframes other than the PDCCH-subframe according to the TDD UL/DL configuration indicated by the eIMTA L1 signaling as long as the eIMTA L1 signaling is valid. RAN2 assume that eIMTA L1 signaling is valid for configured time duration. However, it is not clear whether the validity is affected by the random access result or not. This contribution discusses this issue and proposes to confirm that the validity of the L1 signaling remains unaffected by the result of the random access procedure.
2 Discussion
In the current specification, eIMTA is captured only in DRX section with a general sentence in Introduction section as “For TDD operation, UE behaviour follows the TDD UL/DL configuration indicated by tdd-Config unless specified otherwise”. As there is nothing captured in Random Access Procedure section, the UE follows TDD UL/DL configuration indicated by tdd-Config except for the time while mac-ContentionResolutionTimer is runing. 
When RAN2 discussed Random Access procedure for eIMTA operation, RAN2 mainly focused on random access related message transmission/reception timing for the UE/eNB. However, RAN2 has not discussed whether the random access failure/success affects the validity of eIMTA L1 signaling or not. Thus, it is not clear whether the UE follows TDD UL/DL configuration according to the eIMTA L1 signaling or tdd-Config depending on the result of the random access procedure.
This paper assumes that the UE initiates the random access procedure during the UE has a valid eIMTA L1 signaling for eIMTA operation.
In case the random access unsuccessfully completes or the contention resolution is considered not successful, this implies that  

· The UE has no resource to transmit SR

· the UE has no valid uplink timing synchronization
If the UE gets no valid uplink timing synchronization, the UE will clear any configured downlink assignments and uplink grants upon timeAlignmentTimer expiry. As the eNB is aware of the expiry of timeAlignmentTimer, the eNB is not likely to schedule the UE unless the UE successfully applies the new TAC MAC CE. Accordingly, the UE may not transmit/receive data to/from the eNB. In this case, it seems meaningless to monitor some more subframes according to the eIMTA L1 signaling. However, as it is expected that the UE will try to get the valid uplink timing synchronization as soon as possible, the meaningless monitoring might not last for long time duration. 
In case the random access successfully completes, the UE will either get a resource to transmit SR or have valid uplink timing. Then, it seems reasonable that the UE keeps using the eIMTA L1 signaling if the eIMTA L1 signaling is a valid one.
From above analysis, it seems that there would be no critical problem in use of the eIMTA L1 signaling regardless of the result of the random access procedure. Therefore, we would like to confirm that the validity of the L1 signaling remains unaffected by the random access procedure, i.e., if there was a valid eIMTA L1 signaling before the random access initiation, the same eIMTA L1 signaling is used after the random access completion regardless of failure/success.

Proposal: To confirm that the validity of the eIMTA L1 signaling remains unaffected by the random access procedure.
3 Conclusions
In this contribution, we discussed the impact of random access procedures result on the validity of eIMTA L1 signaling and proposed to confirm that the validity of the eIMTA L1 signaling isn’t affected by the random access procedure.
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