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1. modifiedMPR-Behaviour for Rel-16 UE (remaining issues for the reply LS to RAN5)
Question c) For Rel-16 PC3 UE, is the MPR as defined in 38.101-2 v16.2.0 mandatory or optional? In case it is mandatory then is the Rel-16 UE expected to signal modifiedMPR-Behaviour bit 0=true?
The following options have been discussed in 1st round. 

Option 1: RAN4 has agreed that in REL16 this feature is mandatory and support shall be signalled. RAN4 is aware that there are currently UEs in the market that do not support this bit functionality. As an exceptional case due to late change to specification Rel16 are allowed to support MPR defined in REL15. RAN4 leaves it to RAN5 judgement how to do this. (E//, Nokia)
Option 2: For Rel-16 PC3 UE, the MPR as defined in 38.101-2 v16.2.0 is optional according to the current specification (OPPO, Xiaomi, HW, Apple)
Summary of 2nd round discussion
Views are still diversified. Given the current situation and limited time in this meeting, it is suggested to further discuss this issue with the listed options in next meeting.
· Recommended WF

FFS in next meeting.
Question d) For Rel-16 PC3 UE, which version of specification is taken as default MPR requirement, 38.101-2 v16.2.0 or latest version (v16.11.0 released in Apr 2022)? What are the Rel-16 MPR requirements if the UE signals respectively modifiedMPR-Behaviour bit 0=false and modifiedMPR-Behaviour bit 0=true?
The following options have been discussed in 1st round. 

Option 1: For Rel-16 PC3 UE, 38.101-2 v16.1.0 is taken as default MPR requirement. The PC3 UE needs to meet the MPR as defined in 38.101-2 v16.2.0 if the UE signals modifiedMPR-Behaviour bit 0=ture; if the bit is set to false, the PC3 UE just needs to meet the default MPR requirement, i.e. MPR specified in 38.101-2 v16.1.0. (OPPO, Xiaomi, HW, Apple)

Option 2: A Rel-16 UE shall meet the latest version of the Rel-16 specification. Only a Rel-15 UE can optionally indicate to the network that it supports the v16.2.0, a Rel-16 UE shall indicate bit 0 = ‘true’. (E//)

Summary of 2nd round discussion
Views are still diversified. Given the current situation and limited time in this meeting, it is suggested to further discuss this issue with the listed options as well as the proposed RAN5 test solution in next meeting.  

· Recommended WF

FFS in next meeting.
2. modifiedMPR-Behaviour for Rel-15 and Rel17 UE (MPR changed in Rel-16 v16.2.0)
Rel-15 UE, spec version for modifiedMPR-Behaviour
Option 1: For a Rel-15 UE, the modifiedMPR-Behaviour pointing to the latest version of specification by using “from v16.2.0”. 

Option 2: For a Rel-15 UE (or any early implementation) the requirement in the later release cannot be floating, the bit must point at a requirement in a specific version, 16.2.0 in this case. 
Summary of 2nd round discussion
Views are still diversified. With the clarifications during discussion, companies can further think about the issue in next meeting.
· Recommended WF

 FFS in next meeting.
Rel-17 UE, whether modifiedMPR-Behaviour table could be removed
Option 1: For Rel-17, remove the modifiedMPR-Behaviour table which pointing to the improved MPR requirements defined since v16.2.0.”
Option 2: The modifiedMPR-Behaviour table shall be kept. A Rel-17 UE shall meet the latest version of the Rel-17 specification, a Rel-17 UE shall also indicate bit 0 = ‘true’ (the definition of bit 0 should remain unchanged like all other capability bits in the RRC specification unless extended). 

Summary of 2nd round discussion
Views are still diversified. At least all companies agree the modifiedMPR-Behaviour table shall be kept. Whether the entry in the table could be revised can be further discussed. 
· Recommended WF

 FFS in next meeting.
