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1. Introduction
RAN plenary concluded the discussion on allowed capability and FGI differences for Rel-8 and 9 related capabilities and FGIs and approved the Rel-9 CR and shadow Rel-10 CR in RAN#55 [1-2]. It is expected that RAN2 will work on completing the Rel-10 CR towards RAN#56 that covers capability and FGI differences for Rel-10 related capabilities and FGIs.

This contribution summarizes the approach proposed by the cosignatories.

2.
Dual mode IoT opportunity availability for Rel-10
Sprint and Clearwire are working towards deploying a dual mode LTE network based on Rel-9 that will support inter-mode mobility including handover. This network will likely comprise of at least 4 different RAN vendors and hence we believe there will be very good IoT opportunities for Rel-10 features on both duplex modes when the networks are upgraded, a situation that was less clear for earlier releases. In addition we are aware of other dual mode network deployments taking place in other parts of the world, again based on Rel-9 take will likely upgrade to Rel-10.

We therefore think that RAN2 should not rush to allow capabilities and FGIs to be different, because we believe that as Rel-10 commercial availability approaches, there will be numerous IoT opportunities for key features. 

3.
Proposed approach to Rel-10 CR

As the situation of IoT opportunities is somewhat unknown for Rel-10, but likely to be much better than for earlier releases, then it would seem reasonable at this point in time to enable a split of all Rel-10 FGIs and of Rel-10 capabilities for which there could be a technical need or there is the potential for an IoT opportunity difference. 

However the default should be to not allow difference in capabilities and FGIs for the split features until an explicit technical need or IoT opportunity challenge can be presented. 

As long as the ASN.1 split is agreed now, then such allowed differences can always be updated in future meetings as specific challenges are presented. Adopting this approach would allow ASN.1 changes to be completed expeditiously and allow Release-10 UE development to continue, without the risk of further ASN.1 impact, and prevent introducing unnecessary differences between modes.

In summary it is proposed that the default is to not allow any split Rel-10 capabilities or FGIs to be different until an explicit technical need or IoT opportunity challenge is presented.
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