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1 Introduction
In this contribution, we discuss remaining issues on CQI and MCS.
2 Correction on MCS table for DFT-s-OFDM and 64QAM
As it has been agreed in RAN4 that pi/2 BPSK is optional for UE to support, the modulation order of the first two entries in the MCS table for DFT-s-OFDM and 64QAM has been changed from 1 to q, where the value of q depends on whether UE has reported to support pi/2 BPSK. 

Still, the modulation order for MCS index 28 is still kept as 1, leaving gNB unable use this entry to indicate retransmission and other purposes if the UE does not support pi/2 BPSK. To complete the design, similar as MCS index 0 and 1, we propose to change the modulation order of MCS index 28 as q. 
Proposal 1: Agree on the following text proposal:
	Text proposals for TS 38.214 v15.0.0 Section 6.1.4.1

< Unchanged parts are omitted >

 -
for MCS index 0 and 1 and 28, q=1 if UE has reported to support pi/2 BPSK modulation; and q=2 in other cases
else

-
the UE shall use IMCS and Table 5.1.3.1-2 to determine the modulation order (Qm) and Target code rate (R) used in the physical downlink shared channel.

end

Table 6.1.4.1-1: MCS index table for PUSCH with transform precoding and 64QAM

MCS Index
IMCS
Modulation Order
 Qm
Target code Rate x 1024
R
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2
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4

2
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2
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2.7305

18

6 

517
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910

5.3320
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< Unchanged parts are omitted >


3 Correction on CQI calculation
In subclause 5.2.2.1 of 38.214, the intention is to calculate CQI, while the description is erroneously written as CSI. We propose to correct it as follows.
Proposal 2: Agree on the following text proposal:
	Text proposals for TS 38.214 v15.0.0 Section 5.2.2.1
< Unchanged parts are omitted >

If a UE is configured with higher layer parameter MeasRestrictionConfig-time-channel, the UE shall derive the channel measurements for computing CSI CQI reported in uplink slot n based on only the most recent, no later than the CSI reference resource, occasion of NZP CSI-RS (defined in [4, TS 38.211]) associated with the CSI resource setting. 

< Unchanged parts are omitted >


When recovering the lost chairman notes, we missed a typo that was corrected during online discussions. With the current formulation, the antenna port may exceed upper limit. We propose to correct it as follows. 

Proposal 3: Agree on the following text proposal:
	Text proposals for TS 38.214 v15.0.0 Section 5.2.2.1.1
< Unchanged parts are omitted >

-
The PDSCH transmission scheme where the UE may assume that PDSCH transmission would be performed with up to 8 transmission layers as defined in Subclause 7.3.1.4 of [4, TS 38.211]. For CQI calculation, the UE should assume that PDSCH signals on antenna ports in the set [1000 1008+ν-1 1000+ν-1] for ν layers would result in signals equivalent to corresponding symbols transmitted on antenna ports [3000 3000+P-1], as given by
< Unchanged parts are omitted >
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