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1. Introduction
This document addresses three points raised on the reflector regarding the control region modulation, size and MCS offset configuration.  
2. Discussion
It is our view that these 3 questions are inextricably linked and should be treated together.

2.1. Control Region Modulation and Size
The modulation scheme for ACK/NACK has been decided to be BPSK.  It is not our goal to revisit the BPSK decision, but we see no need for the BPSK restriction.  The remaining question is how many repetitions are required for one and 2 bit messages.  It is our opinion that the number of repetitions for the ACK/NACK should be related to the MCS level of the modulation in the following form:

Rep = k1 / SEdata
And so, the size of the ACK/NACK control region should be given by:

SizeACK/NACK = k1*NACK/NACK / SEdata
In addition, it is our opinion that the CQI modulation need not be restricted to the same type as the data if the control region size for CQI is determined by a similar relation:

SizeCQI = k2*NCQI / SEdata
Again, the size of the control region for CQI is determined by the number of CQI bits and the spectral efficiency of the data region.
Finally, it is our opinion that the rank report should have the same region-size per information bit as the as the ACK/NACK report according to the following relation.

Sizerank = k1*Nrank / SEdata
2.2. Control Region MCS Offset
It is well understood that data and control on PUSCH should have different MCS levels. Regarding the MCS offset configuration, it is our opinion that the modulation need not be identical between data and control in order to maintain an appropriate MCS offset between data and control which does not benefit from HARQ.  If the constants, k1 and k2, are configured on a semi-static basis and are a function of SEdata, there is no need for the modulation to be the same.
3. Conclusion
This paper has presented opinions on the configuration of the control region and the relation of its size to the spectral efficiency of the data region.

