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Discussion and Decision
1 Introduction
This is the summary of offline discussions on how to capture the URLLC related agreements in RAN1 specifications.
2 Discussion
So far we have made some agreements using the phrase “For URLLC”. The issue is how to capture these agreements into RAN1 specifications.
The main proposal is to capture the agreements without mentioning URLLC. The following reasons have been provided:

· It is impossible to use the word “URLLC” without proper definition because there is no definition of URLLC (or eMBB) in RAN1 specs so far. It is difficult, if possible at all, to define the term in RAN1.
· There are already agreements that were intended for URLLC (e.g. low latency aspects in Dec drop, such as short configurable periodicities), which have been captured without mentioning URLLC.
· Some companies have the philosophy that if features are defined in RAN1, they can serve as the toolbox that can be flexibly used by any traffic.

An alternative was discussed to add a phrase similar to “For BL-CE” in LTE. However,

· There is a very clear definition of “BL-CE” in LTE, and these UEs go through different procedures, starting from initial access. There is a need to differentiate in PHY.
· Such necessity does not seem to exist for URLLC.

There was also discussion on whether to have one or two separate CRs (with one for URLLC-related agreements), which was considered separately from how to capture the agreements. No clear need was identified, although there was a comment suggesting that this should be left to the editors to decide.
3 Proposal

Offline consensus
For Rel-15, capture the functionalities of all the agreements made for URLLC generically in RAN1 specs (i.e. without mentioning “URLLC”).

Proposed conclusion
A need to have a dedicated set of CRs for URLLC-related agreements has not been identified.

