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1
Introduction
After RAN #72, it was spotted there were a few problems with some RAN5 CRs:
-
CR was allocated for one specification but was written to a different specification but approved by RAN #72; 
the CR was then not implemented (RP-160833, RP-160859)

-
Instead of providing the latest revision of a CR a previous revision was submitted and approved by RAN #72 but 
the last revision was then implemented (RP-160835)
-
CR was allocated for one specification but was written to a different specification, this was detected and a new CR 
was allocated, however at the end the first CR was submitted to RAN #72 and approved and the second CR was 
implemented, luckily with same contents (RP-160841)

While in former times the CR numbers were manually allocated by MCC just before RAN, this sort of specification problems were spotted and could be corrected before RAN. In the new approach using 3GU, the allocation of CR numbers to specifications is fixed and cannot be modified. Later corrections or implementing the actually intended but not approved CRs lead to inconsistencies in the CR database and history tables of specifications.

One additional problem is WG email discussions of CRs to be submitted by MCC to RAN which go beyond the Tdoc request deadline of RAN. Frequent revisions there in parallel to the actual packaging and CR checking process of already agreed CRs can lead to this sort of inconsistencies.

The intention of this Tdoc is:

-
to avoid new CRs to deimplement and reimplement CRs where just the spec and rev numbers will be corrected

-
to properly document how the different problems are solved

-
to make suggestions and provide guidance how this will be avoided and handled in the future.

2
Details
2.1
RP-160833

Problem: RP-160833 was approved by RAN #72 during the meeting. It included RAN5 CR R5-162193 which was allocated to:

R5-162193
CR1424 rev- to TS 36.521-3 v12.9.0



"Update of Test Tolerance analyses for 7.5.1"

However, on the CR cover page the CR claims that the CR is for TS 36.903 v12.9.0 but the CR number does not fit to this specification (while 36.521-3 CRs had numbers in the 1400 range, 36.903 CRs were in the range of 0200).

Implementation status: R5-162193 was not implemented in 36.903 v12.10.0. But R5-162193 is listed in the history table of 36.521-3 v12.10.0 where is cannot be implemented.

Proposed solution:
a.
MCC will remove the R5-162193 line from the history table of TS 36.521-3 (either during the CR 
implementation after RAN #73 or if there is no approved CR to TS 36.521-3 REL-12 to RAN #73 via a v12.10.1 
version after RAN #73).

b.
The CR author (Qualcomm) is encouraged to bring a CR to TS 36.903 to the next RAN5 meeting to cover the 
intended change of R5-162193.
c.
In the RAN #72 report, RP-160833 will be given the status "partially approved" and R5-162193 will get the TSG 
CR status "withdrawn" since CR was not based on the spec for which it was allocated.

(However, R5-162193 will retain WG status "agreed".)
2.2
RP-160835

Problem: RP-160835 was approved by RAN #72 during the meeting. It included RAN5 CR R5-162994.

R5-162994
CR2631 rev1 to TS 36.521-1 v13.1.0



"Update to TC 6.3.5A.2.2 Power Control Relative power tolerance for CA (inter-band DL CA and UL CA)"

However, after RAN #72, it turned out that R5-162994 was actually "revised" in RAN5 in R5-163192 which was agreed in RAN5 but which was not submitted to RAN #72:

R5-163192
CR2631 rev2 to TS 36.521-1 v13.1.0



"Update to TC 6.3.5A.2.2 Power Control Relative power tolerance for CA (inter-band DL CA and UL CA)"

Implementation status: What was actually implemented in TS 36.521-1 v13.2.0 by MCC was R5-163192 (and this is also indicated in the history table of TS 36.521-1 v13.2.0) and not R5-162994.

Proposed solution:

a.
MCC will add a note to the line with CR R5-163192 in TS 36.521-1 REL-13:

"Note: RAN #72 actually approved the previous revision of R5-163192, i.e. R5-162994, but RAN #73 confirmed 


that R5-163192 can remain implemented."

This note will be added after RAN #73: either during CR implementation after RAN #73 or via a v13.2.1 version if 
there is no approved CR for TS 36.521-1 v13.2.0.

b.
In the RAN #72 report, RP-160835 and R5-162994 will remain approved.

But it will be clarified in the RAN #72 report that instead of R5-162994 the next revision R5-163192 was 
implemented and RAN #73 confirmed that this is ok now.
c.
R5-163192 will not be listed in the 2nd spreadsheet of the RAN #72 Tdoc list in 3GU as this CR was not submitted 
to RAN #72.


R5-162994 will retain the RAN5 WG status "revised" and the TSG CR status "approved".
2.3
RP-160841

Problem: RP-160841 was approved by RAN #72 during the meeting. It included RAN5 CR R5-163078 which was allocated to:

R5-163078
CR3501 rev1 to TS 36.523-1 v13.0.0



"Introduction of CA Physical Layer Baseline Implementation for CA_1A-8A-11A"

However, on the CR cover page the CR claims that the CR is for TS 36.523-2 v13.0.0 but the CR number does not fit to this specification (while 36.523-1 CRs had numbers in the 3500 range, 36.523-2 CRs were in the range of 0800).

R5-163078 was finally withdrawn in RAN5 and instead R5-163203 was allocated to:

R5-163203
CR0873 rev- to TS 36.523-2 v13.0.0



"Introduction of CA Physical Layer Baseline Implementation for CA_1A-8A-11A"

which has the RAN5 status agreed. However, R5-163203 was unfortunately not submitted to RAN #72.

Implementation status: R5-163203 was implemented in TS 36.523-2 v13.1.0 as also visible in the history table of TS 36.523-2 v13.1.0. Luckily, the actual changes in R5-163078 and in R5-163203 are identical.
Proposed solution:

a.
MCC will add a note to the line with CR R5-163203 in TS 36.523-2 REL-13:

"Note: RAN #72 approved R5-163078 which was allocated to a wrong specification instead of R5-163203, both 
CRs have the same changes. RAN #73 confirmed that R5-163203 can remain implemented."


This note will be added after RAN #73 either during CR implementation for TS 36.523-2 REL-13 after RAN #73 
or via a version v13.1.1 if there is no approved CR for TS 36.523-2 REL-13.

b.
In the RAN #72 report, RP-160841 will have the status "partially approved" and R5-163078 will get the TSG 
status withdrawn since the CR was not based on the spec for which it was allocated.


But it will be clarified that instead of R5-163078 the CR R5-163203 was implemented (having the same changes) 
and RAN #73 confirmed that this is ok now.
c.
R5-163203 will not be listed in the 2nd spreadsheet of the RAN #72 Tdoc list in 3GU as this CR was not submitted 
to RAN #72.


R5-163078 will retain the RAN5 WG status "withdrawn" and the TSG CR status "withdrawn".
2.4
RP-160859

Problem: RP-160859 was approved by RAN #72 during the meeting. It included RAN5 CR R5-162987 which was allocated to:

R5-162987
CR2664 rev1 to TS 36.521-1 v13.1.0



"Change of test case applicability for A-MPR for NS_05"

However, on the CR cover page the CR claims that the CR is for TS 36.521-2 v13.1.0 but the CR number does not fit to this specification (while 36.521-1 CRs had numbers in the 2600 range, 36.521-2 CRs were in the range of 0400).

Implementation status: R5-162987 was not implemented in 36.521-2 v13.2.0. But R5-162987 is listed in the history table of 36.521-1 v13.2.0 where is cannot be implemented.
Proposed solution:

a.
MCC will remove the R5-162987 line from the history table of TS 36.521-1 REL-13 (either during the CR 
implementation after RAN #73 or if there is no approved CR to TS 36.521-1 REL-13 via a version v13.2.1 version 
after RAN #73).

b.
The CR author (KDDI) is encouraged to bring a CR to TS 36.521-2 to the next RAN5 meeting to cover the 
intended change of R5-162987.

c.
In the RAN #72 report, RP-160859 will have the status "partially approved" and R5-1622987 will get the TSG CR 
status "withdrawn" since CR was not based on the spec for which it was allocated.


(However, R5-1622987 will retain the WG status "agreed").

3
Conclusion
It is proposed that TSG RAN #73 approves proposal A:
A.
The four proposed solutions of section 2 above to solve the CR problems are approved by RAN #73.
Furthermore, proposals B and C are strongly recommended for RAN WGs:

B.
Email discussions of CRs that have to be submitted to TSG RAN via MCC shall have a verdict before the RAN 
Tdoc request deadline (Fri 5pm CET one week before the RAN meeting) in order to:

- give MCC enough time to properly check the CRs that are submitted in CRpacks for approval to RAN

- give delegates the possibility to verify what is submitted to RAN and to request a company CR (if needed).
C.
Delegates should be reminded that all CR numbers are specification specific.

This means CR numbers requested for spec A can not be reused for spec B. So a spec change always requires a new 
Tdoc request.

In order to avoid similar problems of database inconsistencies in the future, MCC will implement CRs only for the specification for which they are allocated (if not possible then the CR will be withdrawn and the TSG decision adapted) and only for CRs that are really provided and approved by RAN.
Thorough cross checking by CR authors and other delegates is strongly encouraged.
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