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1. [bookmark: OLE_LINK13][bookmark: OLE_LINK14]Introduction

In this contribution, we share our opinion about the value of   in 64QAM MCS table if gNB cannot support pi/2 BPSK modulation.
2. MCS table
[bookmark: _Ref494321069][bookmark: OLE_LINK1][bookmark: OLE_LINK2][bookmark: OLE_LINK4]In the current spec 38.214, it says “for MCS index 0, 1 and 28, q=1 if UE has reported to support pi/2 BPSK modulation; and q=2 in other cases”. The feature of supporting pi/2 BPSK is not mandatory to UE. We should consider one special case that UE supports pi/2-BPSK but gNB cannot support pi/2-BPSK. 
[bookmark: _GoBack]One implementation scheme is that the gNB never schedules the lowest two MCS levels to avoid the confusion, however, it has a negative impact to performance of PUSCH when UE is especially in a poor wireless channel condition, such as the cell edge.
One better way is to define a rule: if PUSCH is assigned by DCI format 0_0, q=2. Once gNB can’t support pi/2-BPSK, while UE has reported to support pi/2 BPSK, then gNB proactively falls back with format 0_0.
Proposal 1: if PUSCH is scheduled by DCI format 0_0, q=2.
3. Conclusion
Proposal 1: if PUSCH is scheduled by DCI format 0_0, q=2.
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