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In RAN1#114bis, there was a discussion on the minimum gap between PDCCH and PUSCH if the AP-CSI report is multiplexed in the PUSCH raising the concern that the  parameter in the below formulae in 38.213 is not defined for 480/960kHz SCS [1]. Due to the lack of time, it was decided that this issue could be discussed in next meetings [2]. 
Discussion
In the previous meeting RAN1#114bis, the minimum gap between PDCCH and PUSCH if the AP-CSI report is multiplexed in the PUSCH was discussed. In particular, the concern that the  parameter in the following CSI timeline formulae from 38.213 is not defined for 480/960kHz SCS,
.
The majority view was aligned with the proponent to follow a similar rule to other timeline parameters in FR2-2, i.e. to scale the parameter  for 120kHz SCS by a factor of 4 and 8, respectively.
However, at least one company argued that there was an early consensus that some of dx parameters are not scaled as follows [1]

	Conclusion
For NR operation with 480 kHz and/or 960 kHz SCS, d1,1 and d2 (to derive Tproc,1 in PDSCH processing time) and d2,1 and d2 (to derive Tproc,2 in PUSCH preparation time) reuse the values for Rel-16. 




Based on above conclusion from RAN1#107e, values of d1,1/d2 and d2,1/d2 are not scaled for 480/960 kHz SCS because the parameters N1, N2 and N3 scaled for 480/960kHz can provide enough processing time margin.
We think however that it is a reasonable assumption for the  parameter in the CSI timeline formulae when A-CSI is multiplexed on PUSCH to provide at least the same processing time of the 120kHz SCS. Since the time unit of the parameter is OFDM symbol, we propose to scale the value of the parameter for 120kHz SCS by a factor of 4 and 8, for the 480 and 960kHz SCSs, respectively.
Being aligned with the majority view, we believe that it would be more feasible to reach a consensus on this proposal than that of reusing the same value of the 120kHz SCS. 
Proposal 1: Define  in  and  as follows
·  for ,  for   for ,  for , and  for .

Conclusions
According to the above discussion, we have the following proposal:
Proposal 1: Define  in  and  as follows
·  for ,  for   for ,  for , and  for .
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