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Background
This contribution provides our views on PDSCH requirements
Discussions
CA requirements
Based on the latest approved WID[2], new objective of defining CA bandwidth combination is added, hence RAN4 needs to consider the definition of CA PDSCH and CQI requirements for 8Rx. To save the simulation work, one typical test scenario instead of all scenario for single carrier can be selected, such as RAN2 configuration. RAN4 RF has not discussed the specific CA band combination for 8Rx, the bandwidth combination for 8Rx is not clear yet. To speed RAN4 demodulation work, one typical bandwidth or all possible bandwidths can be selected for initial simulation results alignment. 
Proposal 1: RAN4 to define PDSCH and CQI requirements for CA by selecting one typical test scenario. 

PDSCH requirements for single carrier
Figure 2-1 shows the TP-SNR curve for all cases.
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Figure 2-1: Simulation results
Table 2-1 and Table 2-2 show the simulation summary.
Table 2-1: Summary of ideal simulation results
	Duplex mode
	Rank2
	Rank4
	Rank8

	
	MCS19(Table1)
	MCS20(Table2)
	MCS17
	MCS26
	MCS17

	FDD
	10.5
	20.1
	9.4
	19.2
	19.2

	TDD
	10.4
	23.6
	9.6
	20.3
	18.9



One of open issues is MCS selection, candidate options are listed as below:
	Issue 2-2: MCS for Rank 2 test
· Agree [MCS 20] (Table 2) for this meeting, if any issues are figured out for next meeting, MCS 19 (Table 1) will be selected 
Issue 2-3: MCS for Rank 4 test
· Agree [MCS 26] (Table 1) for this meeting, if any issues are figured out for next meeting, MCS 17 (Table 1) will be selected



From our simulation results, we can know that target SNR is quite high for cases with Rank4 and MCS26, Rank2 and MCS20(Table2). Also the performance for high MCS has been verified in the SDR test. Therefore, we propose the following:
Proposal 2: Choose MCS19 for Rank 2 test
[bookmark: _GoBack]Proposal 3: Choose MCS17 for Rank 4 test
Conclusion
In this contribution we provide our simulation results for 8Rx PDSCH requirements and views on open issues. The proposals are:
Proposal 1: RAN4 to define PDSCH and CQI requirements for CA by selecting one typical test scenario. 
Proposal 2: Choose MCS19 for Rank 2 test
Proposal 3: Choose MCS17 for Rank 4 test
4   Reference 
[1] R4-2309806 WF for 8Rx UE performance requirements
[2] RP-231492	Revised WID on NR demodulation performance evolution
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