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1.  Introduction
At RAN#40, it was agreed that the RAN WGs should, for the features regarded as low and medium priority in RAN5 feature list [1] to:

1) study the consequences of the network switching on these features when the initial terminals have not implemented, or have implemented but not tested these features, and

2) study possible solutions, e.g. providing indication from UE to the network on whether or not the feature has been implemented/tested

The RAN WG1 and 2 studied the consequence analyses between RAN#40 in Prague and RAN#41 in Kobe. This contribution summarized the statues of WGs and proposed the way forward on this issue
2. Current Statues
2.1  RAN WG1
The consequence analyses of Low/Medium priority features was submitted and discussed in RAN1#53bis. The discussion was continued over the RAN1 e-mail reflector until RAN1#54 in Jeju. RAN1 confirmed that the contents of the consequence analysis in [2] related to L1 are technically correct, but also found some inconsistencies in the priorities of some related features. RAN1 has sent a LS to RAN5 [3] to communicate the result of the study. 
RAN1 briefly discussed the signalling scheme for the features which can be solved by signalling in RAN#54 to be concluded by RAN#54bis meeting

2.2   RAN WG2
The consequence analyses of Low/Medium priority features was submitted and discussed in RAN2#62bis. The discussion was continued over the RAN2 e-mail reflector and during RAN2#63 in Jeju. RAN2 confirmed that the contents of the consequence analysis in [4] related to L2 and RRC features are technically correct, but also found some inconsistencies in the priorities of some related features. Specifically it was pointed out that the although ANR related measurement reporting events have been set to “High”, ‘measurement reporting criteria type – periodical reporting’ which is envisaged to be used for ANR related measurement reporting has been set to “Medium”, and that this is inconsistent. RAN2 has sent a LS to RAN5 [5] to communicate the result of the study.
RAN2 has also started discussions on the grouping of UE capability signalling with regards to Low/Medium priority features and will continue to work on this. So far, only one detailed solution has been proposed [6]. 
Also, on the high level, there was a proposal to indicate by UE capability signalling the support of some High priority features (e.g. VoIP optimisations) in [7]. A comment was raised that this issue should be discussed in RAN.
2.3  RAN WG5
The LS was treated in RAN5 and the priorities for following features which cannot be solved by signaling were changed to “High” in RAN5 [8] since they are cell-specific parameters

· L22: PUCCH Format: ACK/NACK repetition

· L27: PRACH configuration / FDD mode:  except for 3-8

· L28: PRACH configuration / TDD mode:  except for 9,18,26,29,54,57

· L34: UL reference signal: sequence hopping

L94: UL power control: PUSCH Ks = 1.25
Some companies raised the concern to have too many “high” and too few “medium” priorities in Rel.8
3. Next step and Open issues
The solutions based on the consequence analysis can be shown below:
For the features that cannot be solved by signalling,

· change the priority to "High" or 

· remove the feature from core spec
Although the priorities for all those features that cannot be solved by signalling have been changed to “High” in RAN5 [4], the fact is that there are too many “High” priority features for RAN5 to provide test coverage ahead of the expected early first deployed devices. It is concluded, therefore, that an alternative strategy should be discussed in RAN.
For those features that can be solved by signalling:
it will be beneficial to know how to categorize UE signalling. One approach that has been discussed in RAN2 is as follows:
· to allow phased implementation/testing of medium and lower priority features.

· to reduce the control signalling
· to prevent divergence of the commercial UE handset
4. Proposed way forward
· For low features, RAN should discuss the alternatives
· RAN requests RAN1 and RAN2 to study continuously on the signalling group
· RAN should discuss and suggest the way forward on UE capability signalling for some High priority features (e.g. VoIP optimisations)
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