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1. Introduction 
In RAN4#97e CQI reporting requirements for URLLC with CQI table 3 were discussed and way forward [1] was agreed. In this contribution we present our views on test methodology and simulation assumptions for CQI reporting requirements for URLLC.  
2. Discussion
Test Methodology
The agreements in [1] related to CQI reporting are:
· Use pass/fail criteria for the CQI test
· CQI requirement should be defined on SNR pairs that are 1dB apart (test is passed at either of the pair)
The open issues related to CQI reporting are:
Issue 1: Confidence level and X:  
· Option 1: 98.6% Confidence level with X = 0 dB 
· Option 2: 99% Confidence level with X = 0 dB 
· Option 3: 99.999% Confidence level with X = [0.5] dB 
Issue 2: CQI Lower bound
· Option 1: Lower bound
· Option 2: No lower bound
Issue 3: FFS 1 or 2 SNR test points
· 2 SNR test points means that two SNR pairs are defined and that the UE must pass at both SNR pairs
· Companies are requested to provide views on whether to define 1 or 2 SNR pairs at the next meeting
Issue 4: Applicability rule for FMCS and CQI if op3 in issue 1 agreed
· Option 1: Define applicability rule 
· Option 2: No applicability rule
Confidence level and X
Based on results in [2], it was shown that reasonable test time is achievable for CQI reporting test with overall CL 98.6% or lower. As discussed in RAN4#97e, using the same approach as FMCS test is not feasible for CQI reporting. Also, testing the BLER at Median CQI/ CQI+1 or CQI-1 at a lower confidence level than 99.999% doesn’t imply CQI reports are less reliable. The purpose of testing CQI reporting with Table 3 is to verify that the UE mapping of CQI for Table is correct with target BLER of 1e-5. 
Proposal #1: Adopt overall CL of 98.6% or lower with no extra margin for CQI reporting test methodology for Table 3.
CQI Lower Bound
CQI tests are usually defined for 2 SNR pairs or test points. With CQI reporting with table 3, we would have a longer than normal test time for CQI reporting, especially if UE fails first SNR in the SNR pair and needs to be tested with 2nd SNR. Hence, introducing a CQI lower bound would help limit to 1 SNR test point and also guarantee that UE doesn’t meet the requirement by reporting CQI of 0.
Proposal #2: Introduce lower bound on CQI report.
Number of test SNR pairs
With lower bound on CQI report introduced, one SNR test pair is sufficient to verify CQI reporting with CQI table 3.
Proposal #3: Introduce requirements for CQI reporting with table 3 with 1 SNR test pair separated by 1 dB.

3. Conclusion
In this contribution we present our views on test methodology and simulation assumptions for CQI reporting requirements for URLLC. Our proposals are captured below:
Proposal #1: Adopt overall CL of 98.6% or lower with no extra margin for CQI reporting test methodology for Table 3.
Proposal #2: Introduce lower bound on CQI report.
Proposal #3: Introduce requirements for CQI reporting with table 3 with 1 SNR test pair separated by 1 dB.
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