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Introduction
In RAN #71, a new study item New Radio (NR) Access Technology was approved.  The specifications are finalized for eMBB data applications during the previous RAN meeting. However, another important use case of NR is Ultra Reliable Low Latency Communication (URLLC).  The target of URLLC is to meet the performance requirements set forth in TR 38.913. In this contribution, we provide our views on CQI/MCS selection for URLLC. In essence we focus mainly to address
1. N separate CQI table(s) are supported for URLLC
0. Downselect the value of N between 1 or 2
1. Two target BLER are supported for URLLC
1. Note: RRC signalling is used by gNB to select one of the two target BLER
1. Note: The configuration of target BLER or CQI table is part of CSI report setting

[bookmark: _Ref378529477]CQI Tables for URLLC 
NR uses 2 CQI tables for eMBB data applications. The two tables are differed by the maximum modulation order supported. For URLLC, we feel that the same tables can be supported. Since it is already agreed to support at least two FER thresholds, we don’t see any reason why we need to design a new CQI table. 

Proposal 1: For URLLC applications, the same CQI tables as that of eMBB should be used

Another issue is to indicate two FER thresholds for CQI reporting. For example 10 % and 1%. It is not clear, whether both the targets are supported at the same time.  In this case, we need to report two CQIs corresponding to the each threshold.  In our view, this is an additional overhead and recommend the UE reports CQI for only one threshold as configured in the CSI report setting. In addition, the gNB can always estimate the CQI for 1% target FER (lookup table) if the UE reports CQI assuming 10% FER and vice versa. Hence we recommend 

Since it is already agreed to support at least two FER thresholds, we don’t see any reason why we need to design
Proposal 2:  For reporting CQI, even though the network configures two thresholds, the UE reports only one CQI corresponding to a fixed threshold as set in CSI report setting 
[bookmark: _Toc424303267][bookmark: _Toc425248865][bookmark: _Toc425344835][bookmark: _Toc425350726][bookmark: _Toc425501584][bookmark: _Toc425504168]Conclusions
[bookmark: _GoBack]In this contribution we described our views on CQI reporting for NR URLLC.
[bookmark: _Ref450342757]Based on our observations, we have the following proposal:
Proposal 1: For URLLC applications, the same CQI tables as that of eMBB should be used

Proposal 2:  For reporting CQI, even though the network configures two thresholds, the UE reports only one CQI corresponding to a fixed threshold as set in CSI report setting 
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