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1 Introduction
In this contribution, we discuss some remaining issue on the PDCCH search space. 
2 Discussion
During RAN1#91 meeting, we have following progress on the PDCCH search space design: 
	Working assumption:
· For PDCCH monitoring for receiving RMSI, the number of PDCCH candidates are following:

· 4 candidates for AL = 4 

· 2 candidates for AL = 8

· DCI size for RMSI scheduling and DCI size for OSI scheduling are the same

· FFS: Paging and fallback
Agreements:

· NR supports RMSI PDCCH aggregation levels of 4 CCEs, 8 CCEs, 16 CCEs.




Since NR supports RMSI PDCCH aggregation levels of 4 CCEs, 8 CCEs and 16 CCEs, in order to keep reasonable UE complexity on the PDCCH blind detection, we prefer only one candidate for AL = 16 to ensure the DL coverage and confirm the working assumption on the PDCCH candidates for AL = 4 and 8. Therefore, we have the following proposal:
Proposal 1: For PDCCH monitoring for receiving RMSI, the number of PDCCH candidates are following:
· 4 candidates for AL = 4 

· 2 candidates for AL = 8

· 1 candidate for AL = 16
Moreover, for the DCI size for RMSI scheduling, OSI scheduling and paging information, it is suggest to define the same size to keep reasonable receiving complexity. As for the DCI size for fallback DCI, different to the DCI for scheduling system/broadcast information, more information may needed in the DCI content, for example, HARQ process number, TPC command for PUCCH and HARQ-ACK resource index. Therefore, the size of fallback DCI may be larger then the DCI size for schedule RMSI, OSI and paging. In this case, we prefer the DCI size for schedule RMSI, OSI and paging should not align with the fallback DCI in order to keep decoding performance.
Proposal 2: DCI size for RMSI scheduling, OSI scheduling and paging scheduling are the same.
3 Conclusion

Based on our discussions, we have the following proposals:
Proposal 1: For PDCCH monitoring for receiving RMSI, the number of PDCCH candidates are following:
· 4 candidates for AL = 4 

· 2 candidates for AL = 8

· 1 candidate for AL = 16

Proposal 2: DCI size for RMSI scheduling, OSI scheduling and paging scheduling are the same.
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