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Introduction
In the last RAN plenary, the moderator summary for specification quality improvement was endorsed below. 
	· RAN4 will organize the discussions for improving the specifications in Q2 and Q3 2024 in RAN4 meeting(s), and report to RAN#104 and RAN#105
· Focus on 38.133 and 38.101-1/38.101-2/38.101-3, not covering other specifications in this RAN task
· Motivation of the work:
· Try to improve the above specifications for Rel-19 for 5G in the short term
· Try to conclude on guidance including the structure, drafting rule to ensure the quality of specifications for UE RF and RRM.
· Set up one dedicated agenda to collect the input from companies for specification improvement
· Companies are expected to point out the key issues and also provide the concrete solutions.
· No corresponding CR is expected before September
· Schedule the specific time slot for the single discussions on the specification improvement in RAN4 main session starting from April
· Identify the key issues and root reasons behind
· Summarize the candidate solutions for the next action
· Further discuss and decide how to capture the outcome of this RAN task in RAN#105


In this contribution, we provide our views on the specification quality improvement for TS38.133.

Discussion
Clauses suffix
When new big feature/WI was introduced, the core requirements in the specification were defined with clauses suffix, for example, generally, the clauses suffix are used in the specification as folloing;
· Suffix A: CCA (NR-U)
· Suffix B: RedCap
· Suffix C: Satellite Access (NTN)
· Suffix D: ATG
However, the clauses suffix of features are not used consistently across all clauses. 
	4.2A	Cell Re-selection when subject to CCA
4.2B	Cell Re-selection for RedCap
4.2C	Cell Re-selection for NR UE for Satellite Access
4.2D	Cell Re-selection for ATG

6.1B	Handover to target cell using CCA
6.1C	Handover for SAN
6.1D	Handover for RedCap
6.1E	Handover for ATG


A using consistent clause suffix for the specific feature should be organized to improve specification readability, and when new feature is introduced in future release, identical clauses suffix should be used for the feature in the sepecification. 
· Proposal 1: RAN4 to consider how to use consistent clauses suffix for the feature across all clauses in TS38.133 for specification readability.
And if needed, the definition of clauses suffix could be captured as similar TS38.101-1.  
Duplication of the Table for test case
The same or similar tables for test parameters are being used in the tests for different features by applying the same measurement accuracy for different features, so the same of similar test parameters’ tables are captured repeatedly in each test case. it make significantly increase the specification size. In Rel-18 ATG performance, if the test parameters’ table for ATG is the same as legacy existing table, replaced with a reference to corresponding table, and add delat test parameters for specific ATG to reduce specification size. 
· Proposal 2: When defining test cases for new features, if the core requirements are identical to corresponding legacy tests, RAN4 needs to refer to existing tables for test parameters and add only delta test parameters for specific features to reduce the size of the specification like ATG performance test cases.

Remaining square bracket
There are still some square brackets in the specification except for signaling name. RAN4 needs to try to clean up the all square brackets before new release specification.
· Proposal 3: RAN4 to clean up the all square brackets before upcoming Release specification

Conclusion 
In this contribution, we provide our views on the specification quality improvement for TS38.133, and we propose
· Proposal 1: RAN4 to consider how to use consistent clauses suffix for the feature across all clauses in TS38.133 for specification readability.
· Proposal 2: When defining test cases for new features, if the core requirements are identical to corresponding legacy tests, RAN4 needs to refer to existing tables for test parameters and add only delta test parameters for specific features to reduce the size of the specification like ATG performance test cases.
· Proposal 3: RAN4 to clean up the all square brackets possible before upcoming Release specification
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