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1. Introduction
Versioning of MPR and A-MPR specifications in TS 36.101 was originally proposed in [1] and [2], and further discussed in RAN4#68 in [3] and [4]. 
In RAN4#68bis the discussion [5][6][7] was around when the adotion of new MPR version is mandated i.e. in the open relase where new version is introduced or in the next release.
This contribution discussed what is the difference if new MPR is mandated in open or next release.
2. Discussion 

We assume in the following examples that MPR versioning is agreed in RAN4 in REL-12. RAN2 makes MPR versioning capability mandatory for REL12 and possible to implement as a non-critical extension from REL-10 onwards. This would mean that new UE designs that are for REL-10 and 11 can take advantage of this feature if wish so.
2.1 Mandatory in open release
· Band X A-MPR is changed in REL-15
· For REL-15 and later UEs the new A-MPR is mandatory.
· All REL-12 ... 14 UEs can signal support for new A-MPR and use it but it is not mandatory, also the old A-MPR can be used
· Some REL-10 ... 11 UEs can signal support for new A-MPR and use it but it is not mandatory, also the old A-MPR can be used
· REL-8 … 9 UEs cannot signal support to new A-MPR and cannot use it.
2.2 Mandatory in next release

· Band X A-MPR is changed in REL-15
· For release 16 and later UEs the new A-MPR is mandatory.

· All REL-12 ... 15 UEs can signal support for new A-MPR and use it but it is not mandatory, also the old A-MPR can be used

· Some REL-10 ... 11 UEs can signal support for new A-MPR and use it but it is not mandatory, also the old A-MPR can be used

· REL-8 … 9 UEs cannot signal support to new A-MPR and cannot use it.

2.3 Difference?

As can be seen from example above the difference wheather the new MPR version becomes mandatory in open release or next release might not be that critical when the big picture over the whole release landscape is looked. The only difference is that in case new MPR becomes mandatory in next release then it is up to UE vendor to decide if UE supports new MPR for that release or not. All UEs complying the release before new MPR was introduced and all UEs complying the release after new MPR was introduced will behave same way.

Furthermore it can be speculated that if the new A-MPR becomes mandatory in the next release it makes the acceptance of new A-MPR easier thus it can be actually beneficial for a process of adoption of a new A-MPR. In other words mandating in open release can actually kill the whole feature, as it might be impossible to agree changes in open release as platform development is too far.
3. Conclusions

If there are still differences in opinions when the new MPR is mandatory to comply RAN4 should at least agree the concept and inform RAN2 about the need to develop the signalling. RAN2 should be asked from what release onwards MPR can be supported as a non-mandatory siglaning capability.
Proposal: RAN4 agrees the concept of MPR versioning and informs RAN2 about the need to develop the associated signalling.
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