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1. Discussions
In [1], unequal error protection for CQI coding is proposed and the RMSE of CQI report is compared versus the BER. 

However, it should be noted that the minimum distance is equal to 8 for the scheme of [1] (scheme-1) and is equal to 9 (optimum bound) for the proposal of [2] (scheme-2). Therefore, the BER performance of the scheme-2 is better than that of the scheme-1 as shown in Figure 1. So, the comparison shown in [1] is not fair and hence it is expected that there will be no realistic gain from the scheme-1.

It also should be noted that the scheme-1 could not reuse the Rel’99 TFCI coding scheme unlike to the scheme-2.
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Figure 1. Comparison of BER of the proposals from [1] and [2]

2. Conclusion

Based on the discussions in this contribution, we propose to employ the proposal of [2] for CQI coding and propose to include the text proposal of [2] in the TR 25.858. 
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