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1. [bookmark: _Ref165266342]Introduction
This paper we provide some proposals on how to handle the UE feature lists for Rel-16 from RAN1 and RAN4.
2. ASN.1 handling of components in feature group
While it was already discussed online on the fact that all the components of a feature group are to supported by the UE, if the UE supports the feature group (and the LS to RAN1/RAN4 reflects this), there has been some discussions online (in #963) on this, and so we would like to reconfirm:

Proposal 1: 
· Reconfirm that UE should support all the components of an FG unless explicitly stated to not have such dependency by RAN1 or RAN4.
· Unless RAN1 or RAN4 has explicitly stated on the component dependencies, aim to have a struct for all the component of an FG instead of field description capturing the dependencies. 

3. FFS handling
From the lists in [1][2], we can see that RAN1 and RAN4 still have FFS/TBD in various entries of the UE features in different columns.
The simplest way to handle this would be to just skip the entries (rows) wherever there is a FFS or TBD.
Or a slightly better way, is to skip the features which have feature groups which are incomplete, with the view that the feature may not be ready if some of the capabilities are signaled while the other that are required are not signaled. The NW may not be able to use the signaled capabilities by the UE if the other capabilities are not in the ASN.1 Also it can help with next version of the specification if RAN2 designs ASN.1 once the entire feature (including the all the involving feature groups) is agreed in RAN1 or RAN4.



RAN2 to choose between proposal 2a or proposal 2b

Proposal 2a: (choose between option-1 or option-2)
· Option 1: To skip the UE feature group entry if the FFS is in any column other than mandatory/optional column for any component in that feature group
· Option 2: To skip the UE feature group entry if there is FFS is in any column in any component of the feature group.

Or

Proposal 2b:
· To skip based on feature (and not individual FG) if there are FFSes anywhere in the feature
· There are many features where coding some capabilities would not be enough for the feature to be used fully, and it’s better to add signaling once all items are finalized.
· Eg: cross-carrier with diffSCS or UL full power mode-2 tx etc

We also note that there are some CRs in RAN4 that are being handled in separate email discussions (measurement gap, UL Tx switching etc), but we notice that there are ‘FFS’ for these items in the UE feature list. Since we are not handling the FFS content in the mega CR, it would be logical to not merge the CRs if there is FFS content in them.

Proposal 3: For the CRs that RAN2 is working separately from the mega CR, if there are FFS on the features that these CRs cover, these CRs will be endorsed, but not be merged into the mega CR.

4. CR handling
We see that the RIL method for the UE capability ASN.1/field description is a simpler/familiar way for handling the reviews of the CR once Intel/DCM trigger the review.
Proposal 4: RIL method is to be used for reviewing the mega CRs for Rel-16 capability after Intel/DCM publish these for review
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