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<Test Scope >
Issue 1-1-1: Whether to cover FR2-2
· Focus on FR2-1 and FR1 in Rel-18 WI. 

<Test paramters and simulation assumptions >
Issue 1-2-1: Maximum rank and CSI-RS port number
· Same as defined in Table 5.10.3-1 in TR 37.901-5, i.e., maximum rank 2 with 2 CSI-RS ports. 

Issue 1-2-2: Enable of outer loop link adaptation (OLLA)
· Rel-18 focus to introduce ATP performance requirements without OLLA. 
· It’s not precluded to reconsider and evaluate in future release.  

Issue 1-2-3: Channel model
· Reuse channel models in TR 37.901-5.

Issue 1-2-4: Maximum number of HARQ transmission
· Companies are encouraged to bring evaluation results with and without retransmission
· Pending on the alignment outcome of further evaluation results with retransmission, if the feasibility concluded RAN4 can update the assumption with retransmission
· For retransmission number 4 including initial transmission, RV {0,2,3,1} with same MCS and rank as initial transmission; for precoder following UE reported PMI 


<Phy Layer TP requirement specication >

Issue 1-3-1: Phy Layer TP test metric
· Average SNR of impairments results to achieve T% of maximum throughput + X dB margin 
· Use Gspan = [2.5] dB to check if the results are aligned
· Use X = [0.5] dB for QPSK, X = [0.5] dB for 16QAM 
       X = [0.8] dB for 64QAM, X = [0.8] dB for 256QAM 
· The maximum throughput is defined as with TBS corresponding to CQI index 15 with rank Y for 2Rx/4Rx UE, e.g., Y=2 for both 2Rx/4Rx UEs.

· Discuss based on the updated simulation results in the next meeting
· Whether X dB margin is applied to alignment results or impairment results
· Whether the proposed X dB values are agreeable or not

Issue 1-3-2: Update in ATP simulation alignment results
· Companies are encouraged to bring evaluation results with and without HARQ retransmission

Issue 1-3-3: Test point T (%) selection        
· Test SNR selection criteria
· Option 1
· Cover both low and higher modulation order/layer
· Option 2
· For 2Rx: Choose one in rank 1 and one in rank 2
· For 4Rx: Choose both T points in rank 2 region, one in the medium SNR away from rank transition region, and one close to 20 dB (peak SNR).
· Option 2a: Set of SNR with no/frequent rank transitions
· Option 2b: 
· For 4Rx: Choose 1 SNR point in high SNR region.
· Option 3
· Choose the SNRdominant RI transition where major of simulation results shows median RI change
· For 2Rx, add mid-point in [0 ~ SNRdominant RI transition] range
· For 4Rx, add mid-point in [SNRdominant RI transition ~ 20] range

· Test points based on the SNR selection criteria
· Option 1: 
· For FR1 2Rx, T% = (10% or 15%) and (40% or larger)
· For FR1 4Rx. T% = (10% or 15% or 20%) and (45% or larger)
· For FR2 2Rx, T% = (10% or 15% or 20%) and (40% or larger)
· Option 2: 
· For FR1 2Rx, T% = 10% and 40%
· For FR1 4Rx, T% = 15% and 60%
· For FR2 2Rx, T% = 10% and 40%
· Option 3: 
· For FR1 2Rx, T% = 10% and 35%
· For FR1 4Rx, T% = 20% and 55%
· For FR2 2Rx, T% = 10% and 35%
· Option 4: 
· For FR1, T% = 10% and 40%
· For FR2, T% = 10% and 35%
· Option 5: 
· Trimming to T (%) with 5% granularity based on Option 3 for SNR selection
· For FR1 2Rx, T% = 15% and 30%
· For FR1 4Rx, T% = 15% and 40%
· For FR2 2Rx, T% = 20% and 35%
· Discuss in the next meeting with the following aspect based on the updated simulation results
· SNR options considering uniqueness of test SNR coverage
· Tentative agreement on T (%) based on simulation results for alignment considering Gspan and margin
· Confirm T (%) based on simulation results with impairment. It does not preclude the possibility of adjustment with [+- 5% steps] from alignment perspective.

Issue 1-3-4: Section for ATP specifications
· Create new sub-clause 5.X and new sub-clause 7.X for ATP requirements 
<Applicability and release depandancy >
Issue 1-4-1: Applicability and release independent
· Option 1: The requirement with link adaptation should be applicable for all NR UEs without any new applicability rules, and the requirement should be release independent from Rel-15 
· Option 2: The requirement with link adaptation should be applicable from Rel-18 and not release independent from Rel-15 considering that companies are providing the latest results. 
<Work plan and CR work split >
Issue 1-5-1: Work plan and CR work split
· Consider split 1 or split 2 depending on participation in the next meeting
	Section
	Split 1
	Split 2

	5.X
	FR1
	1 Rx
	Void
	NA
	NA

	
	
	2 Rx
	FDD
	Company A
	Company A

	
	
	
	TDD
	
	Company D

	
	
	4 Rx
	FDD
	Company B
	Company E

	
	
	
	TDD
	
	Company B

	7.X
	FR2
	1 Rx
	Void
	NA
	NA

	
	
	2 Rx
	TDD
	Company C
	Company C


 
