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1. Introduction

In the last meeting, there is discussion on applicability rule for UE demodulation requirements for NR HST and a WF was approved [1]. This contribution provides further discussion on this issue.
2. Discussion 
For test applicability between different Doppler frequencies for the same channel model, the agreements and open issues in the last meeting are shown as following:

	· Test applicability between different Doppler frequencies for the same channel model
· For FDD
· Define applicability rule for TDLB100-400
· Rel-15 multi-path fading with TDLB100-400 (Table 5.2.2.1.1-3 Test 1-1 and Table 5.2.3.1.1-3 Test 1-1) is not applicable for UE that passes Rel-16 multi-path fading tests TDLC300-600 for FDD
· FFS whether to define applicability rule for TDLC300-100
· Option 1: no applicability rule 
· Option 2: Rel-15 multi-path fading with TDLC300-100 (Table 5.2.2.1.1-3 Test 1-2 and Table 5.2.3.1.1-3 Test 1-2) is not applicable for UE that passes Rel-16 multi-path fading tests TDLC300-600 for FDD
· For TDD
· Not define any applicability rule for TDLB100-400 multi-path fading tests between Rel-15 and Rel-16
· FFS whether to define applicability rule for TDLC300-100
· Option 1: no applicability rule 
· Option 2: Rel-15 multi-path fading with TDLC300-100 (Table 5.2.2.2.1-3 Test 1-2 and Table 5.2.3.2.1-3 Test 1-2) is not applicable for UE that passes Rel-16 multi-path fading tests TDLC300-1200 for TDD


The open issue is whether to define applicability rule between multi-path fading with TDLC300-100 and TDLC300-600/1200 for FDD and TDD respectively. Considering that Rel-15 multi-path fading tests with TDLC300-100 (FDD: Table 5.2.2.1.1-3 Test 1-2 and Table 5.2.3.1.1-3 Test 1-2; TDD: Table 5.2.2.2.1-3 Test 1-2 and Table 5.2.3.2.1-3 Test 1-2) verify the performance of partial RB allocation (6RB allocation), while the Rel-16 multi-path fading tests TDLC300-600 for FDD and Rel-16 multi-path fading tests TDLC300-1200 for TDD are for full RB allocation, it is not preferred to define applicability rule for TDLC300-100 multi-path fading tests between Rel-15 and Rel-16.
Proposal 1: 
· it is not preferred to define applicability rule between Rel-15 TDLC300-100 multi-path fading tests and Rel-16 TDLC300-600 for FDD 

· it is not preferred to define applicability rule between Rel-15 TDLC300-100 multi-path fading tests and Rel-16 TDLC300-1200 for TDD 
The other open issue is whether to define applicability rule between HST-SFN and HST multi-path fading. In our understanding, HST-SFN and HST multi-path fading target for different channel. HST-SFN is more like AWGN with high doppler frequency, while HST multi-path fading is to guarantee the performance of multi-path fading channel with frequency change. On the other hand, in LTE, there is no applicability rule between HST-SFN and HST multi-path fading. Taking above into consideration, it is proposed not to introduce applicability rule between HST-SFN and HST multi-path fading.
Proposal 2: it is not preferred to define applicability rule between HST-SFN and HST multi-path fading.
3. Conclusion
This contribution provides discussion on applicability rule for UE demodulation requirements for NR HST. The proposals are:
Proposal 1: 
· it is not preferred to define applicability rule between Rel-15 TDLC300-100 multi-path fading tests and Rel-16 TDLC300-600 for FDD 

· it is not preferred to define applicability rule between Rel-15 TDLC300-100 multi-path fading tests and Rel-16 TDLC300-1200 for TDD 
Proposal 2: it is not preferred to define applicability rule between HST-SFN and HST multi-path fading.
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