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1
Introduction
A group of operators contributed a document to RAN5#39 [1] in which the LTE features were categorized into high, medium and low priority in order provide a guideline on the prioritization of RAN5 test specification work. This issue was then discussed in RAN#40, and it was agreed that the RAN WGs should, for the features regarded as low and medium priority in [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 actual agreements during RAN#40 are captured in [2].
The following consequence analyses for each low and medium priority features are provided in [3]:

· consequences if the feature is not tested but the NW configures the feature

· consequences if the UE indicates whether or not the feature is tested
Based on the above mentioned consequence analyses, co-signing operators of this contribution have studied the solutions for low and medium priority RAN2 related features, and the suggested solutions are provided in column P of the attached excel sheet. Specifically, in column P of the attached excel sheets, the suggested solutions are indicated as “1”, “2” or “3” (or in some cases “1 or 3” or “2 or 3”), where:
· “1” means that the feature should to be tested from the initial deployment since there is no signalling solution, i.e. the priority for these features should be changed to high.

· “2” means that the signalling solution (UE indication of the feature being implemented and tested) should be applied for the feature.

· “3” means that the feature should be deleted from the core specifications.

It is noted that for the features where the suggested solution states “1 or 3” or “2 or 3”, there has not been an agreement among all co-sourcing operators, and further discussion on system impacts of the solutions are required by the working groups.

2
Conclusion

In parallel to studying the consequence analyses of the low and medium priority features, RAN2 is requested to study the solutions being suggested in the attached excel sheet. Furthermore, RAN2 is requested to take the lead on this study in general in co-ordination with other WGs , and to conclude on the solutions at RAN2#63.
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