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1 Introduction
RAN2 sent an LS RAN1 [1], where the following question was asked:
Should the MCS ranges for mode-2 operation (i.e., in the PSSCH transmission parameter table based on UE speed and synchronization source, and the PSSCH transmission parameter table based on CBR and priority) be defined per MCS table?
RAN2 requested RAN1 to provide feedback on above the question. In this contribution, we discuss how to draft the reply LS to RAN2.
2 Discussions
There was following agreement made in RAN1#98b:
· Three MCS tables supported in Rel-15 NR Uu CP-OFDM are also used for SL. 
· Support of the the low-spectral efficiency 64QAM MCS table is an optional UE feature in SL as in the Uu link
· For each resource pool, at least one MCS table is (pre)-configured
· FFS whether or not to introduce a case where the MCS table can be overwritten by PC5 RRC or indicated in SCI

In addition, there was following agreement made in RAN1#99 meeting:
· The MCS table is indicated by 1st SCI, the number of MCS tables is (pre-) configured per resource pool.           
· 64QAM table is (pre-)configured as default. 
· Zero, one or two additional can be additionally (pre-)configured. 
· Using the 256QAM and/or low-SE MCS tables
· The number of bits in the 1st SCI for the indication is determined based on the number of MCS tables (pre)-configured for the resource pool
· 0, 1, or 2 bits
· Over-writing the (pre-)configured MCS table(s) by PC5-RRC is NOT supported
· A UE is not required to decode the 2nd SCI or the PSSCH associated with a 1st SCI if the 1st SCI indicates an MCS table that the UE does not support

There is no RAN1 agreement to suggest per-table MCS range configuration for mode 2 operation, although this could provide a TX UE flexibility on selection of MCS on per MCS table basis. A single range defined for all MCS tables for mode 2 operation, as already specified, will work sufficiently in Rel-16, and thus changes are non-essential. Given that the Rel-16 ASN.1 is frozen, it is not motivated at the late Rel-16 maintenance phase for non-essential changes which result in new ASN.1 parameters.  
Proposal 1:  Reply to RAN2 as follows:
· A single MCS range is used for all MCS tables for mode 2 operation.
3 Conclusions
We summarized that there is no agreement in RAN1 to support per-table MCS range configuration, and that to introduce this after the ASN.1 freeze does not seem to be essential correction.
Proposal 1:  Reply to RAN2 as follows:
· A single MCS range is used for all MCS tables for mode 2 operation.
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