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1	Work plan related evaluation
	Do you want to modify the time budget for this WI/SI compared to what was endorsed at the last RAN meeting?
	Yes



If you answered No:	Then please remove the Excel file from the zip file of this status report.
If you answered Yes:	Then please fill out the attached Excel template to request a modification of the time 		budgets for your WI /SI. The Excel table has to be filled out for all affected RAN WGs and 		up to the target date of the WI/SI. The basis are the endorsed time budgets of the last 		RAN meeting. Please highlight all changes of the values.
		One time unit (TU) corresponds to ~ 2 hours in the meeting.
		If this status report covers a WI with Core and Performance part, then please have one 		line for each in the attached Excel table.
		Note: If no Excel table is attached, then this means no time budget change.
Additional explanations/motivations for the time budget changes in the attached Excel table:

This is the first time for RAN4 to define the performance requirements with ultra-low BLER (10^-5), test feasibility was discussed for several meetings at the beginning of this WI, so the overall progress was behind the original scheduling, more RAN4 meetings will be needed to discuss the left open issues for Rel-15 FR1 UE performance requirements, and the simulation results for Rel-15 FR2 performance requirements are needed to be further aligned. In addition, The Rel-16 BS related performance requirements is needed to be discussed, i.e. suggest to extend to RAN#91.


2.	Detailed progress in RAN WGs since last TSG meeting (for all involved WGs)
	NOTE: Agreements and Open issues impacted cross-TSG aspects shall be explicitly highlighted
2.1	RAN1
2.1.1	Agreements
2.1.2	Remaining Open issues
2.2	RAN2
2.2.1	Agreements
2.2.2	Remaining Open issues 
2.3	RAN3
2.3.1	Agreements
2.3.2	Remaining Open issues
2.4	RAN4
2.4.1	Agreements
RAN4#97-e
Demodulation performance requirements
R4-2017674	WF on ultra-low BLER requirements
Decision:		Approved.

R4-2017509	WF for NR UE URLLC performance requirements
Decision:		Approved.

R4-2017675	Way forward for NR URLLC BS demodulation performance
Decision:		Approved.

R4-2017510	Simulation assumption for URLLC FR2 UE performance requirements with higher BLER
Decision:		Approved.

R4-2017526	Simulation assumption for URLLC FR2 BS performance requirement with higher BLER
Decision:		Approved.

R4-2017511	CR to TS 38.101-4: Addition of UE performance requirements for FR1 URLLC PDSCH repetitions over multiple slots
Decision:		Agreed.

R4-2017512	CR on FRC for UE Higher BLER requirements
Decision:		Agreed.

R4-2017513	CR to TS 38.101-4: Performance requirements for URLLC High BLER feature tests
Decision:		Agreed.

R4-2017514	CR on requirements with slot aggregation in FR2
Decision:		Agreed.

R4-2017515	CR to TS 38.101-4: Applicability rules for URLLC UE demodulation requirements
Decision:		Agreed.

R4-2017665	CR on FR1 PDSCH Mapping Type B and Processing Capability 2 Requirements
Decision:		Agreed.

R4-2017518	FRCs for URLLC
Decision:		Agreed.

R4-2017519	Draft CR on PUSCH repetition type A and PUSCH mapping type B radiated performance requirement for TS 38.104
Decision:		Endorsed.

R4-2017520	Draft CR on FRC for URLLC BS radiated performance requirement for TS 38.141-2
Decision:		Endorsed.

R4-2017521	CR to TS 38.141-1: Applicability of URLLC BS demodulation requirements
Decision:		Agreed.

R4-2017522	CR to TS 38.141-2: Addition of BS conformance testing for FR2 URLLC PUSCH repetition Type A
Decision:		Agreed.

R4-2017523	CR on FR2 requirements for PUSCH mapping Type B with low number of symbols
Decision:		Agreed.

R4-2017524	CR for 38.104: Low latency BS demodulation requirements
Decision:		Agreed.

R4-2017527	CR to TS 38.104: Addition of BS performance requirements for URLLC PUSCH repetition Type A
Decision:		Agreed.

R4-2017528	CR to TS 38.141-1: Addition of BS conformance testing for URLLC demodulation requirements with higher BLER
Decision:		Agreed.

R4-2016004	CR on FRC for UE Ultra-low BLER requirements
Decision:		Agreed.

R4-2017497	CR to TS 38.101-4: Performance requirements for URLLC PDSCH 0.001% BLER
Decision:		Agreed.

R4-2017501	Test requirements for 0.001% BLER
Decision:		Agreed.

R4-2017502	Introduction of URLLC 0.001% BLER requirement
Decision:		Agreed.

R4-2017503	CR for 38.104: Ultra high reliability BS demodulation requirements
Decision:		Agreed.

R4-2017504	CR for 38.141-1: URLLC testing methodology appendix
Decision:		Agreed.

R4-2017505	CR for 38.141-2: URLLC testing methodology appendix
Decision:		Agreed.

R4-2017506	CR to TS 38.141-2: FRC for FR1 URLLC BS performance requirements
Decision:		Agreed.

2.4.2	Remaining Open issues
· Rel-15 Demodulation performance requirements   
· Performance requirements for UE FR1 URLLC
· Simulation results alignment are needed:
· The final PDSCH performance requirements definition for high reliability
· The final performance requirements for Pre-emption indication and still with FFS for pre-emption probability, MCS and test metric
· Detailed test setup and configurations for CQI reporting requirements for support of CQI table 3 are FFS
· Confidence level, CQI lower bound, 1 or 2 SNR test points
· Applicability rule for fixed MCS and CQI testing
· To be discussed further once CQI requirement/test is resolved
· Performance requirements for UE FR2 URLLC
· Simulation results alignment are needed:
· The final PDSCH performance requirements definition for high reliability and still with FFS MCS
· The final PDSCH performance requirements definition for low latency.
· Performance requirements for BS FR2 URLLC
· Simulation results alignment are needed:
· The final PUSCH performance requirements definition for high reliability
· The final PUSCH performance requirements definition for low latency
· Rel-16 Demodulation performance requirements
· Performance requirements for BS URLLC
· FFS Define performance requirements for PUSCH repetition type B

2.5	RAN5
2.5.1	Agreements
2.5.2	Remaining Open issues
2.5.3	Remaining Open issues with cross-WG dependencies
2.6	RAN6
2.6.1	Agreements
2.6.2	Remaining Open issues

3.	Detailed progress in SA/CT WGs since last TSG meeting (for all involved WGs)
NOTE: This section only needs to be filled in for WI/SIs where there is a corresponding relevant WI/SI in SA/CT. 
3.1	SAx/CTs
3.1.1	Agreements with cross-TSG impacts
3.1.2	Remaining Open issues with cross-TSG impacts
NOTE: This section should also flag any critical dependencies that need TSG attention. 
	
4.	References
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