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Introduction
In RAN #86, a new study item for Rel-17 was approved to extend NR to up to 71 GHz [1], and in the last meeting, evaluation assumptions about SLS and LLS were discussed and agreement, with several details remaining. This contribution will discuss the remaining details evaluation assumptions for LLS and SLS. 
Remaining Issues for Evaluation Assumptions for LLS
In the last meeting, Table 2 to Table 5 in R1-2005185 were agreed as the baseline evaluation assumptions for the LLS, with several FFS points for further discussion. 

First, there is a FFS point that whether 480 kHz SCS should be studied when the carrier bandwidth is 2000 MHz. It is noted that for a carrier with 2000 MHz bandwidth, the minimum FFT size required is 8192, which exceeds the supported maximum FFT size in Rel-15 and Rel-16, i.e., 4096, and increases the implementation effort. 

Proposal 1: No need to further study using 480 kHz SCS for 2000 MHz carrier bandwidth. 

Secondly, there is a FFS point on whether 1920 kHz SCS should be studied. It is noted that this SCS is only applicable to 2000 MHz carrier bandwidth. The symbol duration for 1920 kHz SCS with normal CP length is 0.55 us, which introduces more challenge on the physical layer design, so we propose to study it only when 960 kHz SCS cannot be sufficient. 

Proposal 2: Put 1920 kHz SCS as secondary study point, and it is needed only when 960 kHz is not sufficient. 
Remaining Issues for Evaluation Assumptions for SLS
In the last meeting, Table 7 to Table 12 in R1-2005185 were agreed as the evaluation assumptions for the SLS, with several FFS points for further discussion. 

There is a FFS on the prioritization of the indoor scenarios, i.e., between indoor-A and indoor-C. However, the two scenarios are with same topology structure but different number of operators. Both single operator and double operator scenario should be studied for different purpose, e.g. one for throughput/latency study and one for co-existence study, so both of the indoor scenarios should be kept as primary scenarios. 

Proposal 3: Both indoor-A and indoor-C should be primary scenarios for study. 
Conclusion
In this contribution, we have discussed the remain issues for evaluation assumptions for SLS and LLS. Proposals of this contribution are summarized as follows. 
Proposal 1: No need to further study using 480 kHz SCS for 2000 MHz carrier bandwidth. 

Proposal 2: Put 1920 kHz SCS as secondary study point, and it is needed only when 960 kHz is not sufficient. 

Proposal 3: Both indoor-A and indoor-C should be primary scenarios for study. 
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