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1. Introduction
This document provides some brief analysis on whether to apply 2nd level clause or 3rd level suffix clauses for TS36.102, corrects some issues to align with the drafting rules and agreements at last meeting, and to improve specification clarity. We provide a corresponding TP to address those aspects.
2. Discussion
Editorial aspects:
· In order to avoid confusion to the reader of the specification, at RAN4#104bis-e it was agreed to add suffix A clauses in case that the main clause does not apply to both cat-M1 and cat-NB1/NB2. The TP to clause 5 at the last meeting did not apply this approach, so a modification has been provided to reflect this.
· There were some hanging clauses underneath main clauses, which are not allowed as part of the drafting rules. Where these exist, they have been converted into “general” subclauses.
· In the current TS36.101, where the requirement definition (e.g. Inband blocking) is defined under the main clause, it is then not re-stated in the suffix clause. But equally there is no cross-reference to that definition in the suffix clause. As this can cause some confusion, we add text to define clearly the definition in the suffix clause in order to keep the requirement self-contained, which also helps for the CR text to TS36.307.
2nd level vs 3rd level suffix clauses for clause 6 and 7
At RAN4#104bis-e it was proposed in [2] to apply 2nd level clauses, aligning with TS38.101-1 instead of TS36.101. It was agreed to evaluate this further for the present meeting. We provide some analysis of the benefits and drawbacks of this approach below, and as a result we tend to agree that it helps readability and self-containment of requirements, as well as specification consistency. Therefore, it is proposed as part of the TP.
	Suffix level approach
	Benefits
	Drawbacks

	2nd level for clauses 5, 6, 7
	· Consistent approach across spec
· As suffix A and B requirements are grouped together more, the number of “reserved” clauses for main clause requirements are also reduced.
· Easier for reader to identify UE-category specific requirements
· Easier for TS36.307 to refer to the requirements for the specific UE category requirements applicable for Release-independence.

	· Does not follow completely the TS36.101 approach, which may mean that cross-referencing is not so natural.




3. Proposal
It is proposed to agree the attached TP to incorporate the above aspects.
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