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1. Introduction
[bookmark: _Hlk521500305]In the last meeting, WF [1] listed different options for testing URLLC features. In this paper, we discuss our views on test cases for URLLC features. 
2. Tests for FR2
In our opinion, most UEs are only going to implement URLLC for FR1, initially. The reason is that FR2 already has very short duration slots and very wide bandwidth. So, low latency and high reliability features are much more needed for FR1 compared to FR2. Therefore, to avoid the extra work in this WI, we propose the following.
Proposal 1: Do not define URLLC high BLER test cases for FR2.
3. High Reliability Requirements
In WF [1], it was agreed to choose the MCS for the fading tests for high reliability requirements based on evaluation results. However, we observed below results from our simulations for FDD 2Rx with 2 slot aggregation.
	Case
	SNR in dB at 1e-2 BLER

	FDD 2Rx, MCS 19
	-0.8

	FDD 2Rx, MCS 16
	-2.3


Based on above results, we propose the following.
Proposal 2: Define high reliability high BLER tests with MCS 19 in Low SE MCS Table.
4. Low Latency Requirements
In the previous meeting, it was agreed to define the low latency test with 2 symbol duration mini-slot. In our opinion, we do not need to test each and every possible duration of mini-slot. Therefore, we propose the following.
Proposal 3: Do not define additional test cases with different durations other than 2 symbols for low latency feature.
Similarly, we don’t need to cover all the SNR regimes when trying to test the minimum requirements for low latency. Therefore, we propose the following.
Proposal 4:  Define the test for low latency feature with only MCS 4.
In WF [1], number of HARQ processes for TDD was still open. As PDSCH grant is scheduled only on S slot, 2 HARQ processes should be more than enough. Therefore, we propose the following.
Proposal 5: Use 2 HARQ processes for FR1 TDD low latency tests.
5. DL Pre-emption Requirements
Based on our simulation results for 10% pre-emption probability with fixed scheduling, we see 1.2dB loss when UE doesn’t do correct pre-emption processing. In our opinion, that is big enough loss to define the requirements for DL pre-emption. Therefore, we propose the following.
Proposal 6: Define DL pre-emption test for eMBB with 10% pre-emption probability, fixed scheduling and MCS 4.
6. Conclusions
This paper discusses the testability of certain URLLC features and test cases. Following has been observed and proposed:
Proposal 1: Do not define URLLC high BLER test cases for FR2.
Proposal 2: Define high reliability high BLER tests with MCS 19 in Low SE MCS Table.
Proposal 3: Do not define additional test cases with different durations other than 2 symbols for low latency feature.
Proposal 4:  Define the test for low latency feature with only MCS 4.
Proposal 5: Use 2 HARQ processes for FR1 TDD low latency tests.
Proposal 6: Define DL pre-emption test for eMBB with 10% pre-emption probability, fixed scheduling and MCS 4. 
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