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Introduction
=>  Offline discussion to produce a baseline ASN.1 structure relfecting the agreements above. Location (level within the structure) of parameters should not be moved as part of this activity. Also produce a plan (e.g. email discussion, etc) how to address the LTE side of the capabilities (Offline discussion #47, Nokia)
Agreements for EN-DC and NR SA: 
1:	Unique sets of DL CC parameters shall be listed separately. Bands reference one or more of these sets.
2:	Unique sets of UL CC parameters shall be listed separately. Bands reference one or more of these sets.
3: 	Unique sets of DL band parameters shall be listed separately. 
4: 	Unique sets of UL band parameters shall be listed separately. 
5:	LTE delay requirement for the UE capability message should be extended for the case that compressed capabilities are provided. For NR the compression needs to be considered when the delay requirement is determined.
FFS: CA B/w class location in the new structure
FFS: Remove the mapping from one DL BC to many UL BCs (bit string) from within the RF band combinations. Result that an RF band combination is one DL BC and one UL BC.

Summary
The discussion happened in room B1 (4-5 pm) on 19th April 2018. The following are the main points:
The rapporteur company would like to thank the delegates of Ericsson, Huawei, ZTE, Intel, Qualcomm, Samsung, Mediatek, NTT Docomo for the discussions and the valuable feedback.
An offline review was made with delegates from the participating companies and the changes to the baseline ASN.1 from the March 2018 version of the TS 38.331 V15.1 were discussed and updated. The document number in R2-1806451 contains the changes. 
As a quick summary of the discussion, the main proposals from our discussions are as follows:
Proposal 1: CA-BandwidthClassNR is placed within the FeatureSetDownlink and FeatureSetUplink IEs (solves the FFS: CA B/w class location in the new structure)

Proposal 2: Removed the BIT STRING from within the RF band combinations (solves the FFS)
Proposal 3: Per band combination the number of entries (columns) in FeatureSetDownlink and FeatureSetUplink for each band in the band combination need to be the same.
Proposal 4: For EN-DC, LTE side of capabilities follow the “feature set” model 
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