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1 Introduction
From the RAN1 NR Ad Hoc meeting, scheduling/HARQ aspects-were discussed and the following agreements related to timing indication were achieved [1]:
· Timing between DL assignment and corresponding DL data transmission is indicated by a field in the DCI from a set of values 
· The set of values is configured by higher layer
· Timing between UL assignment and corresponding UL data transmission is indicated by a field in the DCI from a set of values
· The set of values is configured by higher layer

· Timing between DL data reception and corresponding acknowledgement is indicated by a field in  the DCI from a set of values
· The set of values is configured by higher layer
· Timing(s) is (are) defined at least for the case where the timing(s) is (are) unknown to the UE

· FFS the value for the timing
The contribution discusses the signaling design for HARQ timing indication and the default value of HARQ timing. 
2 Discussion 
Multiple HARQ timing relations maybe co-existed in NR, which are corresponding to different service requirements, numerologies, UL/DL configurations, and/or UE capabilities. As agreed at the last meeting, a set of HARQ timing candidates can be configured by RRC signaling, and the value of HARQ timing from the set is indicated by a field in the DCI. For a UE with higher processing capability, shorter HARQ timing will be configured. On the other hand, for a UE with lower processing capability, more processing time is needed and accordingly longer HARQ timing values will be configured. 
On the other hand, the additional field for timing indication will increase the signaling overhead of a DCI. In order to keep a low signaling overhead, the size of field for timing indication should be minimized (e.g. 1 or 2 bits). Accordingly, the number of values within one set should be limited. The size of this field should be for further studied. Moreover, in order to further to reduce the signaling overhead, this field can be removed, when the dynamic indication does not necessary. However, the side effect will be the increase of blind decodings due to many DCI formats. In order to simplify the blind decodings, this field should be consistently existed in DCI. 
Proposal 1: The size of field in the DCI for timing indication should be minimized, and the exact value should be FFS, and this field should be consistently contained in DCI. 
Moreover, there still exist some cases where the values in the set are unknown to a UE, e.g. initial access. A UE may use a default value before the set of timing is known. Since the processing capability is different among UEs, this default value should be a common one which is supported by all UEs. 
Proposal 2: The default value of HARQ timing should be a common one, and be supported by UEs with the lowest time processing capability. 
3 Conclusions
The contribution discusses the signaling design for HARQ timing indication and the default value of HARQ timing. Based on the discussion, we have the following proposals:

Proposal 1: The size of field in the DCI for timing indication should be minimized, and the exact value should be FFS, and this field should be consistently contained in DCI. 
Proposal 2: The default value of HARQ timing should be a common one, and be supported by UEs with the lowest time processing capability. 
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