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Introduction
[bookmark: OLE_LINK10][bookmark: OLE_LINK11]This document proposes following. This is resubmission of R1-1700534. 
Proposal 1: If certain usage is specially aimed, to use "eMBB usage", "URLLC usage" and "mMTC usage" in the agreement should not be prevented in the study item. How to capture them in the specification is late discussion.
Proposal 2: During the study item, the term "URLLC" can mean short latency/high reliability use case described in TR38.913, i.e. 1-10-5 for 32 bytes with a user plane latency of 1ms and no reliability requirement of 0.5ms latency. The general usage of URLLC is not the topic of study.


Discussion
There are some views it should be avoided to use "eMBB usage", "URLLC usage" and "mMTC usage" because the final specification would not contain such term. 
We envisage eMBB/URLLC/mMTC could be just different QoS flow/DRB and different UE capabilities. Therefore, we agree "eMBB usage", "URLLC usage" and "mMTC usage" would not be final specification term. On the other hand, how to map/use these QoS flow/DRB/UE capabilities in the physical layer is one of the biggest design/study topics of NR. Certain agreements in RAN1 are aimed to what usage scenario is quite important for the design of mapping/usage of these QoS flow/DRB/UE capabilities.
Therefore, we propose following.
Proposal 1: If certain usage is specially aimed, to use "eMBB usage", "URLLC usage" and "mMTC usage" in the agreement should not be prevented in the study item. How to capture them in the specification is late discussion.
As described above, the final spec of URLLC is a very wide range of services and many of URLLC service can be supported by the same set of the functionality as eMBB. On the other hand, in the study item phase of RAN1, URLLC as the same meaning of user plane latency of less than 0.5ms with no reliability requirement and 1-10-5 for 32 bytes with a user plane latency of 1ms would reduce the confusion from the general usage cases.
Proposal 2: During the study item, the term "URLLC" can mean short latency/high reliability use case described in TR38.913, i.e. 1-10-5 for 32 bytes with a user plane latency of 1ms and no reliability requirement of 0.5ms latency. The general usage of URLLC is not the topic of study.

Conclusion
This document proposed following.
Proposal: If certain usage is specially aimed, to use "eMBB usage", "URLLC usage" and "mMTC usage" in the agreement should not be prevented in the study item. How to capture them in the specification is late discussion.
Proposal 2: During the study item, the term "URLLC" can mean short latency/high reliability use case described in TR38.913, i.e. 1-10-5 for 32 bytes with a user plane latency of 1ms and no reliability requirement of 0.5ms latency. The general usage of URLLC is not the topic of study.
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