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1. Introduction
[bookmark: _Hlk528680199]In the last meeting, RAN4 got some agreements on organization, test metric and configuration, but there are still some issues can’t get agreement in WF [1]. 
Issue 1: Additional scenario “X”
· Option 1: Specify requirements for scenario X.
· Option 2: Do not specify scenario “X”.
No consensus continue discussion. Companies are encouraged to bring more analysis the necessity and un-necessity of introducing this test cases and make decisions in Q3 2020. 
Issue 2: Scenario “X” implicit test passing
· Discuss after additional scenario “X” introduction is decided.
Issue 3: Applicability for 120kph HST UL TA
· Discuss after additional scenario “X” introduction is decided.
Issue 4: UL TA supported speed declaration for 120kph/Scenario X
· Option 1: No declaration for scenario X is needed; testing scenario X is always required.
· Option 2: No declaration for scenario X is needed; no requirements for scenario X.
· Option 3: No declaration for scenario X is needed; testing scenario X is only required, if 350 or 500kph UL TA is not declared to be supported (“overwritten”).
· Option 4: Postpone to after additional scenario “X” introduction is decided.
· Option 5: No declaration for scenario X is needed.
Proposed WF: Discuss after additional scenario “X” introduction is decided.
Issue 5: Organization of HST requirements for UL TA 500kph in specifications
· Option 1: Requirements for different scenarios captured in same table.
· Option 2: Requirements for different scenarios captured in separate tables.
· Option 3: Capture the 500kph UL TA scenario in the same table as the 350kph UL TA scenario.

This contribution will keep on discussing remain issues.

2. Discussion
Issue 1: Additional scenario “X”
Issue 2: Scenario “X” implicit test passing.
Issue 3: Applicability for 120kph HST UL TA
Scenario X is defined at 120km/h which UE is in ETU200 propagation channel model. In LTE specification, ETU models are used in only non-HST requirements. Thus, we don’t think scenario X is suitable to be included in HST requirement which velocity is defined at 350km/h and 500km/h. 
We suggest including it in Rel-17 normal NR enhancement discussion. 
Proposal 1: Include scenario X requirement discussion in Rel-17 normal NR enhancement discussion.
If it is not possible to include it in Rel-17 discussion and must be discussed in Rel-16, then we think the requirements should be added in non-HST section to avoid misleading again in the future.
Proposal 2: If scenario X requirements have to be discussed together with Rel-16 HST requirements, adding it in non-HST sections/tables to avoid misleading. 
As defined in LTE specification, HST requirements are optional including scenario 2 for UL TA. In that case, the normal multi-path fading channel requirements are not optional for BS performance, thus scenario X should also be mandatory requirements. It won’t have any implicit test passing relationship with scenario Y and Z, and it won’t need special applicability rule neither.  
Proposal 3: No implicit test passing for scenario X.
Proposal 4: No applicability rule for scenario X.

Issue 4: UL TA supported speed declaration for 120kph/Scenario X
As discussed above, scenario X requirements should be mandatory and don’t need declaration for it. BS should always test these requirements.
Proposal 5: Agree with Option 1 that no declaration is needed for scenario X and the test of scenario X is always required. 


Issue 5: Organization of HST requirements for UL TA 500kph in specifications
No matter scenario X will be introduced or not, capturing scenario Y and Z in the same table could be clearer. The phrase “for high speed train” should be added in the table titles.  
Proposal 6:  Agree with Option 3 that capture the 500kph UL TA scenario in the same table as the 350kph UL TA scenario. Adding phrase “for high speed train” in the table title.
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3. Conclusion
Issue 1: Additional scenario “X”
Issue 2: Scenario “X” implicit test passing.
Issue 3: Applicability for 120kph HST UL TA
Proposal 1: Include scenario X requirement discussion in Rel-17 normal NR enhancement discussion.
Proposal 2: If scenario X requirements have to be discussed together with Rel-16 HST requirements, adding it in non-HST sections/tables to avoid misleading in the future.
Proposal 3: No implicit test passing for scenario X.
Proposal 4: No applicability rule for scenario X.

Issue 4: UL TA supported speed declaration for 120kph/Scenario X
Proposal 5: Agree with Option 1 that no declaration is needed for scenario X and the test of scenario X is always required.

Issue 5: Organization of HST requirements for UL TA 500kph in specifications
Proposal 6:  Agree with Option 3 that capture the 500kph UL TA scenario in the same table as the 350kph UL TA scenario. Adding phrase “for high speed train” in the table title.
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