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1 Background
In this contribution we continue the discussion on the acceptable release for making changes of the allowed MPR and A-MPR in view of the proposal in [1] not to allow it in the open release. This latter could also create precedence for other changes and uncertainty as to what can be implemented in an open release. 
The point of an open release is that it should be possible to make changes of any category to the specifications of this release, whereas changes to specifications of frozen releases are only permitted for essential corrections (Category F CR). 
Making modifications to A-MPR has been triggered by deployment of the Band 13 range in Canada and a request to keep the same frequency band number and the associated NS value. A more recent case is at hand for the approved Rel-12 work item for introduction of additional bandwidth combinations for intra-band contiguous aggregation in Band 7 [2]. This necessitates changes to the A-MPR for the appropriate CA_NS value in the open release.
We propose that modified A-MPR should be mandatory for UEs compliant with the open release consistent with current working procedures in 3GPP. For early implementations there is considerable time before a change becomes mandatory in a GCF certified test as we shall see next.
2 Change in the open or the next release?

In [1] it is proposed that the changes be mandatory in the next release following the open release. The concern raised is that new mandatory requirements added to the UE may not allow sufficient design time to accommodate those changes. This would be the case for an early implementation designed for compliance with the open release of the standard. 
For early implementations, one could take comfort that the time between a change in the 36.101 and when it becomes mandatory for certification is significant. Following a change by RAN4, 
· RAN5 normally assumes that it takes two meeting cycles for completing a new test case in 36.521-1; 

· followed by a test case implementation and verification by a certification body like GCF (two independent UE implementations must pass the new test)
· 110 days then allowed following the next GCF release before the new test appears as mandatory.
Hence there is substantial time (order of a year) for modification of an earlier implementation according to changes in the open release.
In some cases, RAN5 has also provided a two-meeting cycle transition period for mandatory requirements where both the old and the new requirements are applicable. This has mostly been provided for SS vendors to implement larger changes needed as a consequence of a validated test case. However, this could also be employed for modified MPR and A-MPR. 
Not allowing mandatory changes in the open release would also create precedence and an uncertainty in handling new features or test cases to be added. By the same arguments, new features completed late in the release cycle would also be problematic for early implementations of the open release. The Rel-12 work item are now getting closer to completion, and RAN4 is still adding new requirements to the open release such as new CA configurations that would affect early implementations.
In general, RAN5 does not penalize UE(s) compliant with performance requirements of features specified in a later release. Hence, it is possible to redefine an early implementations of new features to the earlier release if all else fails.
Given the above, it is recommended that the change be made in the open release. Notwithstanding the problems of delaying a mandatory requirement to the next release, this would also mean that e.g. Band 13 UE(s) capable of A-MPR for the 5 MHz channel would not be further delayed. Furthermore, other changes affecting conformance tests have already been made for frozen releases, which clearly affect development of UE(s) compliant with these releases.
3 Proposal

It is proposed to 
1. make changes of MPR and A-MPR associated with NS values in the open release, mandatory for UE(s) compliant with the open release; 
2. allow indication of support of a modified NS value in an earlier release. 
Changes to A-MPR should primarily be intended for accommodating additional deployment scenarios, such as adding A-MPR for the 5 MHz channel bandwidth to enable deployment of Band 13 in Canada. In this way, legacy bands can be used in regions not intended at the time of specification of the band.
RAN2 has started discussing the necessary changes to the RRC specifications in e.g. [3] following the RAN4 LS in [4].  
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