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In [1], 5G ACIA asked 3GPP to perform similar SLSs as described in TR 38.824 by employing Rel-16 eURLLC/IIoT features for industry use cases in TS 22.104. In RAN#88-e, RAN tasked RAN1 to make some initial determination how much work this request entails. RAN1 provided the estimate to RAN in [2], RAN is to make a decision on how to handle the request in RAN#89-e.

Discussion
The LS and interest from 5G ACIA is welcome, and we should endeavor to provide an informative reply to the evaluation request. The reply from RAN1 provides an estimate of the work, and a few options on how to organize the work. Here we expand more on a couple of aspects that were brought up in the RAN1 discussion (see email summary in [3]), that may not be evident from the LS response.
First, the estimates from RAN1 of “3-4 meetings with 0.5-1 TU per meeting” are for calibrated results. However, a subset of results or a summary of several loosely calibrated results (similar to the results in the Rel-16 TR 38.824) might be achievable over two meetings with email discussions before-during-after. This may be similar to the time/effort that went into gathering and including the results in the Rel-16 TR, and would be preferred to dismissing the request if the estimate of  “3-4 meetings with 0.5-1 TU per meeting” is not agreeable.
Second, the LS mentioned three options for handling: a separate study item, as part of Rel-17 URLLC/IIoT work item, or maintenance. The first option is clear: we already have the small XR study item for further evaluating another of the URLLC use cases in 38.824 TR, AR/VR, and we could do the same for these further URLLC evaluations. For the second option, there is also nothing to prevent us from adding to the Rel-17 IIoT WI, which is already a bit of a catch all with the objective for compatibility with unlicensed. Other existing SI or WI may also be possible. For maintenance, it would be maintenance for the CR for the TR 38.824, not for the Rel-16 specifications. There is also the fourth (obvious) way to handle is under the LS agenda, which always has some amount of time available for LS requests.
So options for handling include:
1. New small SI, similar to the XR SI
2. Add into an existing SI or WI
3. Handle as a CR for the TR38.824
4. Handle as an LS response
[bookmark: _Ref129681832]There are various tradeoffs for the options, but none seem to be a showstopper if there is a genuine will to do the work. For the first two options, it may be best to start the study after the RAN1 SI due to finish in December 2020 (RedCap, Pos, CE, >52 GHz) are completed. The study or study objective could run for a few meetings till the end of Rel-17, similar to the XR study item. For the third option, the evals would need to note they are based on the Rel-16 specifications, which in some cases may yield different results than if the TR descriptions were followed. The fourth option may not be preferred if the work is very large or would involve back-and-forth between multiple WGs, where project management should be used. For collecting in a best-effort manner any available results over a meeting or two, handling as an LS response should be fine.
Conclusions
3GPP RAN should try to accommodate the request from 5G ACIA.
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