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Introduction
The NTN WI ([1]) has been approved in RAN#88e meeting to specify requirements for the support of NTN. It has been revised in last RAN#94-e meeting [2].
There will be two new TSs to capture Satellite Access Node and NTN UE RF requirements. This contribution is discussing how to capture requirements which are similar for TN and NTN nodes.
Discussion 
RAN agreed to have two new TSs for Satellite Access node RF requirements and NTN UE RF requirements.
In the past RAN4 meetings, for some agreements, it was agreed that TN RF requirements would also be applicable to NTN (e.g. BS RF modulation quality). 
In the following, we are assuming that a “TN requirement also applicable to NTN” is a requirement applicable to both TN and NTN and this without any update of that requirement, even minor. In case of the TN requirement would need any adaptation to be applicable to NTN, the TN shall be copied and updated in NTN TS. 
Two different approaches might be considered to capture such requirement applicable to both TN and NTN:
· Copy TN requirement in NTN TS.
· Refer to TN requirement in NTN TS, adding a reference to the relevant TN TS sub-clause.
There are pros and cons to both approaches, those are further discussed here after. 
If a TN requirements is referred and not copied in the NTN TS, any update to this TN requirement will automatically be applicable to NTN. This could be seen as an advantage in certain cases, this could simplify the NTN TS maintenance effort and avoid that any update in TN TS is not reported in NTN TS when relevant.  But this could also be seen as a drawback when such update will not be applicable to NTN, this might have some unexpected consequence. Reference to TN TS sub-clause should then limited to very mature requirement.
If TN requirements are copied in NTN TS, the NTN TS will be self-sufficient, avoiding many references to TN TS which is always source of potential mistakes and confusion. It should be noted that this approach of copying requirements instead of using external reference to another specification is the recommended one when drafting European Harmonized Standards.
As summarized in Table 1,  the main advantages of copying requirement are a better readability and a better control of the requirement’s applicability, while the main advantage of adding external reference to other TS requirement is maintenance effort. 

	Criteria
	Readability
	Control of the requirements’ applicability
	Maintenance effort (consistency)

	Better approach
	Copy TN requirement in NTN TS
	Copy TN requirement in NTN TS
	Add external reference to the TN TS sub-clause.
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There might be other criteria to compare both approaches, but based on the ones listed before, we would make the following proposal:
Proposal: When a TN requirement is also applicable to NTN, the preferred approach should be to copy this TN requirement in the NTN TS. Reference/link to this TN requirement might only be used for very mature requirement.

Conclusion
In this contribution, we further discussed the how to capture in NTN TS the TN requirements which will also be applicable to NTN TS. We made following proposal:
Proposal: When a TN requirement is also applicable to NTN, the preferred approach should be to copy this TN requirement in the NTN TS. Reference/link to this TN requirement might only be used for very mature requirement.
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