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1	Introduction
This contribution provides the proposal for the next step evaluation based on the offline discussion on the RAN2 LS on TSN requirements evaluation, for the following request from RAN2 in [1]:
To RAN1 group.
ACTION: 	RAN2 respectfully asks RAN1 to take the above information into account and:
· provide feedback on whether 0.5 ms latency target can be achieved using current NR specification and/or enhancements considered as part of L1 URLLC enhancements SI.
· provide feedback on what the achievable time synchronization accuracy over Uu interface, considering the synchronicity requirements of TSN networks as mentioned in TR 22.804
2	Proposal
[bookmark: _Toc415085486][bookmark: _Toc503902285]The following is the proposal based on the offline discussion:
· [bookmark: _Hlk530039712]For the LS reply to R1-1812110,
· For latency and reliability evaluation, the IMT-2020 evaluation methodology is followed to provide the analysis on latency and reliability, assuming resources are available to schedule the UE without queueing delay, based on use case I in R1-1812110.
· One-way (gNB-to-UE or UE-to-gNB) latency target is 0.5 ms.
· Reliability requirement: 1e-4 and 1e-6
· Companies may in addition evaluate the lowest reliability that can be achieved. But it will be subject to further discussion whether to include such analysis in the LS reply.
· Further discuss detailed simulation assumptions to determine the 5%-ile worst UL/DL SINR
· For the analysis of time synchronization accuracy,
· RAN1 analysis only considers Uu interface (i.e., between gNB and a single UE).
· [bookmark: _GoBack]RAN1 does not consider the effects of the granularity & accuracy of the absolute timing indication information by the gNB, and assumes perfect timing is sent by the gNB.
· 100 square meter service area is assumed (as required in TR 22.804 for <1us accuracy).
· Companies may in addition report values for larger service areas / ISDs. But it will be subject to further discussion whether to include such analysis in the LS reply.
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