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1. Introduction
In this paper, we discuss our views on different NR PDSCH demodulation performance tests.
2. DCI Based Dynamic TDD Configuration Determination
In the last meeting, it was agreed to define one test case each for FR1 and FR2 with DCI based dynamic Ul/DL determination. We propose the following.
Proposal 1: Use dynamic TDD UL/DL determination for Test 1-1 (2Rx and 4Rx) for FR1 TDD and Test 1-1 FR2 TDD.
Based on above proposal, we have provided the CR [1] for dynamic TDD UL-DL pattern.
3. Minimum Performance Tables Format

In the current draft version of 38.101-4, tables for FR1 PDSCH minimum performance requirements do not contain BW/SCS information. It has been mentioned in the Test Parameters table. This format is ok at this point because we have a limited number of BW/SCS combinations for which test cases are defined. However, if RAN4 decides to define test cases for more BW/SCS combinations in future, keeping BW/SCS in Test Parameters tables will become cumbersome. Therefore, we propose the following.
Proposal 2: Include BW/SCS information in the tables for minimum performance requirements instead of tables for Test Parameters.

4. SDR Test Procedure for FR2

In WF [2], two options were listed for SDR test procedures. Option 1 is similar to the procedure for FR1 and Option 2 also accounts for testable SNR limitation when choosing the band combinations. We compared Option 1 and Option 2 for all possible CA configurations with 2 CCs and we found out that when UE capability for SCS =120kHz is as below:

· Maximum Rank for CC0 and CC1 are 1 and 2, respectively.

· Maximum modulation order for CC0 is 2 and for CC1 is 4 or 6.

· Scaling factor for CC0 is 1, 0.8 or 0.75 and for CC1 is 1, 0.8 or 0.75.
Then, Option 1 chooses bandwidths of 400MHz+400MHz, which results into MCS = min (MCSupperbound, MCSpractical) for CC0 as MCS9 and for CC1 as MCS13. This results into peak throughput of 872.1Mbps.
On the other hand, Option 2 chooses bandwidths of 50MHz+400MHz, which results into MCS for CC0 as MCS9 and for CC1 as MCS16. This results into peak throughput of 904.3Mbps.

The difference in MCS for CC1 is coming from the fact that Option 1 has aggregate bandwidth of 800MHz, so testable SNR limit is 18-9 = 9dB, while Option 2 has aggregate bandwidth of 450MHz, so testable SNR limit for Option 2 is 18 - 6.5 = 11.5dB.
Therefore, we propose the following:
Proposal 3: Adopt the procedure in Option 2 for FR2 SDR test cases.
5. Missing Parameters

In the current draft specification for 38.101-4, some of the test parameters are still missing. We propose the following for those parameters.

Proposal 4: Use the following values for missing test parameters:

· PDCCH interleaving = Interleaved
· PDCCH REG bundle size = 6

· PDCCH Interleaver Row size = 2

6. Conclusions
This paper proposes parameters and configurations related to NR demodulation performance requirements. Following has been proposed:
Proposal 1: Use dynamic TDD UL/DL determination for Test 1-1 (2Rx and 4Rx) for FR1 TDD and Test 1-1 FR2 TDD.
Proposal 2: Include BW/SCS information in the tables for minimum performance requirements instead of tables for Test Parameters.

Proposal 3: Adopt the procedure in Option 2 for FR2 SDR test cases.
Proposal 4: Use the following values for missing test parameters:

· PDCCH interleaving = Interleaved
· PDCCH REG bundle size = 6

· PDCCH Interleaver Row size = 2
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