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Introduction
To maximize a throughput of NR systems, we need to find an MCS table suitable for given service scenario. In the case of eMBB system, the MCS table for eMBB service is expected to be decided soon. In this contribution, we discuss a simple method to find the MCS table for a service from the eMBB MCS.
Performance Gap at a target BLER
The optimized MCS may depend on the target service scenario which can be represented by a channel environment and/or target BLER, and so on. Hence, the MCS tables for eMBB and another services may be different from each other since the performance gap between two MCSs may be changed according to a channel environment and/or target BLER, and so on.
To analyse the change of performance gaps according to target BLERs, we present a simple simulation result in Figure 1. Figure 1 shows a performance gap between two different MCSs for the same RE according to BLER =1e-1, 1e-3, and 1e-5. As shown in Figure 1, the target BLER does not seem to have a big effect on the performance gap in terms of SNR, e.g., only a few 0.x dB. When the target BLER has a negligible effect on the performance gap between two MCSs like Figure 1, we can decide a proper MCS based on only the given channel. Since the change of the channel for a target service induces only a shift of the SNR performance in many cases, a simple shift version of eMBB MCS table is worth considering as the MCS for the target service.
Observation 1: The target BLER may not seem to have a big effect on the performance gap between two MCSs. 
Observation 2: If the target BLER has a negligible effect on the performance gap between two MCSs, a simple shift version of eMBB MCS table is worth considering as the MCS for a target service. 
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Figure 1 Example of performance gap between two MCSs at BLER = 1e-1, 1e-3 and 1e-5
Conclusions
In this contribution, the following observations are provided:
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Observation 2: If the target BLER has a negligible effect on the performance gap between two MCSs, a simple shift version of eMBB MCS table is worth considering as the MCS for a target service. 
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