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1	Introduction
In RAN4 95-e, it was agreed that whether performance test is needed in Rel-16 for existing RRM requirements for procedures of handover, RRC re-establishment, RRC connection with redirection and PSCell addition when it applies to 2-step RACH should be further discussed. The content in the WF [1] is copied below: 
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This paper discusses the open issues listed above in the WF and provide our view.
2	Requirements and work split
After analyzing the problem we think that the requirements for handover, RRC re-establishment, RRC connection with redirection and PSCell addition can be omitted. Having the test cases for handover would be sufficient to ensure the functionality of 2-step RA. 
Don’t define test cases for handover, RRC re-establishment, RRC connection with redirection and PSCell addition.
In parallel, it’s less controversial and almost certain that test cases shall be defined for random access with 2-step RA type. The test cases for EN-DC with all NR cells in FR1 (A.4.3.2.2),  EN-DC with one or more NR cells in FR2 (A.5.3.2.2),  NR standalone with all NR cells in FR1 (A.6.3.2.2) and NR standalone with one or more NR cells in FR2 (A.7.3.2.2) are quite similar in general. Thus, we prepare one draft CR for NR standalone with all NR cells in FR1 test and the group can discuss based on it.
Discuss the test cases for 2-step random access using the prepared draft CR and capture agreements in it.
From RAN4 96-e, the RAN4 leadership has promoted ways to improve efficiency, one of which is to handle CR by big CR approach. This means for 2-step RACH performance part (test cases), only 4 such big CRs are allowed. After going through the test cases, we think that the following clauses shall be altered or new sub-clauses shall be added for 2-step RA corresponding to these existing test cases for 4-step RA:
A.3.8 PRACH configurations
A.4.3.2.2 Random Access
A.5.3.2.2 Random Access
A.6.3.2.2 Random Access
A.7.3.2.2 Random Access
Based on the above proposals and this new approach, a suggested work split is as follows:
	A.3.8 PRACH configurations
	Company A

	A.4.3.2.2 Random Access
	Company B

	A.5.3.2.2 Random Access
	Company C

	A.6.3.2.2 Random Access
	ZTE

	A.7.3.2.2 Random Access
	Company E


Companies are welcome to check and provide feedback on whether there are other requirements which need test cases, and are welcome to volunteer to take care of draft CRs for the above topics. This work split will be finalized after RAN4 agrees to define all the above test cases. If some of the test cases are agreed to be omitted from the spec, then there’s no need for the corresponding work.
Discuss and finalize the above work split.
3	Conclusion
Proposal 1: Don’t define test cases for handover, RRC re-establishment, RRC connection with redirection and PSCell addition.
Proposal 2: Discuss the test cases for 2-step random access using the prepared draft CR and capture agreements in it.
Proposal 3: Discuss and finalize the above work split.
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Agreements

Introduce applicability rule in TS 38.133 and TS 36.133 for existing RRM
requirements for procedures of handover, RRC re-establishment, RRC
connection with redirection and PSCell addition, which are applicable to both
2-step RACH and 4-step RACH.

Whether performance test is needed in Rel-16 for existing RRM requirements
for procedures of handover, RRC re-establishment, RRC connection with
redirection and PSCell addition when it applies to 2-step RACH

— Leave it to performance part
2-step RACH RRM requirements are also specified for SUL.

UE Transmit timing requirements are updated for 2-step RACH.




