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1. Introduction
In the RAN#78, the scope for URLLC work for Rel-15 is endorsed and the following is included: Specify, CQI table and MCS table design targeting high reliability. In the previous RAN1 meetings, the following agreements have been made:

RAN1 #90bis Agreement:
· N separate CQI table(s) are supported for URLLC
· Downselect the value of N between 1 or 2 
· Two target BLER are supported for URLLC
· Note: RRC signalling is used by gNB to select one of the two target BLER
· Note: The configuration of target BLER or CQI table is part of CSI report setting 
RAN1 #92 Agreements:
The two BLER targets for CQI reporting that are configurable for URLLC are to be down-selected from one of the following options:
· Option A. (10-1, 10-4)
· [bookmark: _Hlk510190551]Option B. (10-1, 10-5)
· [bookmark: _Hlk510190844]Option C. (10-3, 10-5) 
· Option D. (10-2, 10-4)
[bookmark: _Hlk510190911]In this contribution, we will further discuss the BLER target opinions for URLLC CQI reporting to meet the URLLC high reliability requirements. 
2. Discussion on BLER targets for URLLC
Considering the ITU requirements for URLLC, 10-5 BLER target should be included at least as a symbolic feature. Technically, although high reliability could also be achieved by lower MCS and/or PDSCH repetition even if CQI with higher BLER target is reported, however it is hard to maintain and verify actual PDSCH BLER. If a CQI is reported with unmatched BLER target, a robust way to achieve high reliability is excessive repetition, which may cause unnecessary latency. Considering that URLLC requirements are such that a small packet of size 32 bytes can be transmitted within 1ms latency with success probability of 1-10-5,  requirements on both reliability and latency should be achieved simultaneously. Take typical semi-static UL/DL assignment for example, e.g. 1ms periodicity with DU configuration. If slot-based scheduling is used for DL URLLC transmission, 1-10-5 success probability should be expected to be achieved via single-shot transmission for the tight latency requirement. Therefore, it is also needed to specify lower MCS corresponding to CQI with 10-5 BLER target.
According to above discussion, it makes sense to specify a BLER target of 10-5 for CQI reporting, and meanwhile to specify lower MCS corresponding to CQI with 10-5 BLER target. 
[bookmark: _GoBack]Comparing to option B. (10-1, 10-5), opinion C (10-3, 10-5) could meet different requirements for various URLLC service types. Consequently, two BLER target of 10-3, 10-5 for CQI reporting are preferred for URLLC. In addition, the MCS corresponding to CQI with 10-3 BLER target also needs to be specified.
Proposal 1:  Option C. (10-3, 10-5) is preferred for URLLC CQI reporting. Meanwhile it is needed to specify lower MCS corresponding to CQI with 10-3 and 10-5 BLER target.
3. Conclusions 
In this contribution, BLER target opinions for URLLC CQI reporting is discussed, and the following proposal is made:
Proposal 1:  Option C. (10-3, 10-5) is preferred for URLLC CQI reporting. Meanwhile it is needed to specify lower MCS corresponding to CQI with 10-3 and 10-5 BLER target.
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