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1 Introduction
In the light of the recent discussions related to clarifications of UE actions, it could also be considered to clarify how the field descriptions and condition presence table explanations may generally be extended and modified. It can be motivated that it would probably be useful to sometimes capture in the specification that the actions have been changed from the following reasons;

· If UE actions are changed, different behaviors are permitted because changes or corrections do not prohibit legacy behavior. In that case, it would be useful to highlight that the actions are revised and the legacy behavior must be taken care of by all networks.
· Introduction of optional features may require changes in UE actions, conditions and field descriptions. It would be convenient to distinguish between the new behavior and the legacy behavior because the same behavior is not mandated for all UEs.
· If several revisions of the actions are made, it would be useful to indicate when and how many times the actions are revised. In that way, it is not necessary to compare different version of the specification in order to get understanding of how the actions are changed and evolved. 
In this contribution one possible method is proposed and exemplified with an identified issue related to conditioning to TDD where the preferred behavior is to delete the field value but the preferred behavior is so far absent, i.e. unspecified, in the descriptions as explained in [1].

2 Discussion
The main principle is to make use of version tags in a similar manner as is used for semantics descriptions in 25.331. The intention is to indicate when the explanation is changed, e.g. in the following manner where the actions are changed in REL-11 when compared to earlier releases,
	Conditional presence
	Explanation
	Version

	TDD
	The field is mandatory present for TDD if the pucch-Format is not present. If the pucch-Format is present, the field is not present. It is not present for FDD and the UE shall delete any existing value for this field.
	

	
	The field is mandatory present for TDD if the pucch-Format is not present. If the pucch-Format is present, the field is not present and the UE shall delete any existing value for this field. It is not present for FDD and the UE shall delete any existing value for this field.
	REL-11


The REL-11 tag in the version column indicates the row that explains actions for REL-11 and later UEs (until the actions are changed again) and the empty box in the version column indicate the row that explains actions for all pre-REL-11 UEs. In order to avoid lengthy explanations, it would be preferable to only describe essential differences to the earlier explanation (i.e. delta information) e.g. in the following manner,
	Conditional presence
	Explanation
	Release

	TDD
	The field is mandatory present for TDD if the pucch-Format is not present. If the pucch-Format is present, the field is not present. It is not present for FDD and the UE shall delete any existing value for this field.
	

	
	If the pucch-Format is present, the field is not present and the UE shall delete any existing value for this field.
	REL-11


The same approach could also be considered for field descriptions if deemed necessary.
3 Conclusions
In this contribution a method to extend field descriptions and conditional presence tables is presented. It is proposed to discuss if this type of convention could be useful and if agreed capture it in 36.331 guidelines.
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