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In this contribution, the outcome of offline email discussions on the following issues is summarized:
1. [bookmark: _Ref8167685]Values of 
2. Supported parameter combinations 
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Values of 
The following was agreed in RAN1#97 [1]:
“In RAN1#98, finalize the values of  based on the following aspects 
· Candidate values for  to be down selected/evaluated: at least {1.5, 2, 2.5}
· The set of values is to be finalized via offline email discussion prior to RAN1#98
· Configuration of : 
· Whether it is independent of other FD compression parameters, or dependent on at least one of the other FD compression parameters, i.e. p (=y0, and/or v0 for RI=3-4), L, β, and/or R 
· Whether  is rank-specific or rank-common
Note: This is to be discussed along with the supported parameter combinations for (L, p, β, ).”

The views expressed over the email thread can be summarized below.
Table 1 Values of : summary of companies’ views
	Candidate value(s)
	Company
	Reasoning 

	Add α=3
	MotM/Lenovo
	We simulated the throughput-overhead with BW =40MHz, SCS =30kHz and NSB =13, in which we compared the cases R=1 (N3=13, with free FD basis selection) to the case R=2 (N3=26, with a window FD basis selection of size ceil(α.M)). Performance of window approach improves at larger α (especially at cell edge) without notable overhead increase under some scenarios. For instance, at (y0, v0)=(1/4,1/4), cell-edge throughput improves by 0.4% when α increases from 2.5 to 3, at the expense of 2.5 extra overhead bits on average.

	Keep only as {1.5, 2, 2.5} candidates for down selection
	Samsung
	In response to MotM/Lenovo:
· The benefit of two-step approach is overhead saving (when compared with one-step). However, if the alpha value is large (such as 3), there may not be much overhead saving. So, I am not sure alpha = 3 is reasonable for performance evaluation.
· The 0.4% gain in cell-edge UPT is rather small, which could just be due to simulation noise, hence can be ignored
· What is the performance gain you observe in average UPT? Do you [have] results for other (y0,v0) values?



After another round of discussion, it seems that Mot/M and Samsung observe that the potential gain of adding =3 (over the existing 3 candidate values) is marginal. In addition, it is unclear that =3 can result in noticeable overhead reduction (in fact, it can result in a small overhead increase compared to =2.5). 
Based on the discussion, the following offline agreement was reached.
	Offline agreement:
In RAN1#98, finalize the values of  via down selection from {1.5, 2, 2.5}
· FFS: =3 as an additional candidate



Supported parameter combinations
The following offline agreement was made after a short offline email discussion.
Table 2 Supported parameter combinations: criteria for down-selection
	Offline agreement:
Use the following criteria for down-selecting the supported parameter combinations:
1. Avoid overly complex down selection by reducing the number of combinations for (L,p,beta) only
0. Alpha has not been decided and making it N3 dependent is unnecessarily convoluted
1. For #1
1. Remove combinations with: 
0. the total overhead exceeding the max of Rel.15 Type II
0. the UPT lower than Rel.15 Type II for the same overhead  
1. When several combinations appear redundant in terms of overhead (sharing similar overhead – or vice versa), choose the one with the best UPT, unless the best combo is shown to be scenario-dependent. Then it is justified to support several combos with more or less the same overhead

Use the following format for a proposed supported parameter combination:
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(rank 3-4)
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