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1 Introduction
In RAN4#110bis meeting, RAN4 spec quality improvement was discussed and the moderator summary was endorsed in [1] that includes identified issues and possible solutions for RRM specification improvement. The WF that captures all agreements is approved in [2]. 
	1. On CR handling
Agreement:
· Further discuss on how to improve the process for CR review and approval in RAN4#111. 
· Based on the discussion in RAN4#110bis, the following candidates of potential improvements can be further discussed
· Approve CRs only when proper use of formulas is adopted, e.g. with no FFS
· Adopt running CR approach as in other WG
· Appoint big CR/section/WI editor 
· Improve coordination of maintenance CRs for on-going WIs to avoid overlap between CRs submitted by multiple companies


In this paper, we will discuss how to effectively handle CRs for TS 38.133 and present our views and possible solutions. 
2 Discussion
According to the summary in RAN4#110bis meeting [1], multiple companies think more time is needed to review CRs, which is quite important. Currently, we have only two meetings to draft and review CRs for an on-going WI and there may be several tens of CRs including revisions for each delegate to review in one meeting with limited time. Some errors/editorial inconsistency can be easily overlooked and then incorporated into the endorsed/agreed CRs, and it gradually lowers the quality of RRM specification with the number of issues increasing. Hence, besides improving the quality of current spec, it is also important to achieve a high quality of CRs in the future release that will be incorporated into spec. 
Some solutions are proposed to handle the identified issues in CRs: 
	RAN4#110bis Summary: 
· Approve CRs only when proper use of formulas is adopted and with no FFS. (Nokia)
· Adopt running CR approach (Nokia, Ericsson, Qualcomm)
· Appoint big CR editor/section editor (Ericsson,MTK)
· Improve coordination of maintenance CRs for on-going WIs to avoid overlap between CRs submitted by multiple companies (Qualcomm).


Among these three solutions, the second option is already adopted in other WGs and it is well polished to be reused in RAN4. With this method, companies will have more time to review the contents of the running CRs, and if there is any issue, to correct timely before introducing them into the specification. Moreover, the running CRs can only be agreed and then incorporated into spec when stable and mature enough, e.g., no FFS, consistent structures/wordings. 
Proposal 1: Adopt running CR approach in RAN4 and it can only be agreed and then incorporated into spec when stable and mature enough, e.g., no FFS, consistent structures/wordings, etc. 
If running CR solution is adopted, some general guidance on the working procedures and responsibility of rapporteur/moderator/delegate needs to be clarified. E.g., the rapporteurs/moderators shall be responsible to keep the consistency between running CRs and the latest RRM spec after each RAN plenary. Before RAN4 meeting, rapporteur/moderator will re-submit the endorsed running CR based on latest specification to keep them aligned. Delegates can submit individual draft CRs on the interested issues or necessary corrections based on the last endorsed running CR. During or after RAN4 meeting, rapporteur/moderator will revise the running CR to merge the endorsed draft CRs from companies in the meeting. 
Proposal 2: The following procedures can be considered if running CR approach is adopted: 
· Based on the WI discussion, first version of running CR is endorsed. 
· Before RAN4 meeting, rapporteur/moderator re-submits the endorsed running CR with updates based on latest specification to keep them aligned. 
· Delegates submit individual draft CRs based on the last endorsed running CR. 
· During or after RAN4 meeting, rapporteur/moderator revises the running CR to merge the endorsed draft CRs from companies. 
· Endorse/agree the revised running CR by post email approval. 
For the 3rd solution, i.e., appointing big CR editor/section editor, it, in our opinion, is not a good approach. The CR drafting is usually per WI/feature basis which including multiple sections. It is not reasonable to let section editors merge part of contents for each CR. And the updates for a certain section may cover multiple WIs, it is not reasonable for section editor to monitor all the WIs to merge the changes from different WIs which cause heavy workload. 
Proposal 3: It is better to appoint CR editors by WI/feature basis rather than section basis. 
3 Summary
In this paper, we discussed the issues on RRM CRs handling, and the following proposals are given: 
Proposal 1: Adopt running CR approach in RAN4 and it can only be agreed and then incorporated into spec when stable and mature enough, e.g., no FFS, consistent structures/wordings, etc. 
Proposal 2: The following procedures can be considered if running CR approach is adopted: 
· Based on the WI discussion, first version of running CR is endorsed. 
· Before RAN4 meeting, rapporteur/moderator re-submits the endorsed running CR with updates based on latest specification to keep them aligned. 
· Delegates submit individual draft CRs based on the last endorsed running CR. 
· During or after RAN4 meeting, rapporteur/moderator revises the running CR to merge the endorsed draft CRs from companies. 
· Endorse/agree the revised running CR by post email approval. 
[bookmark: _GoBack]Proposal 3: It is better to appoint CR editors by WI/feature basis rather than section basis. 
4 References
[1]  R4-2405295, Topic summary for [110bis][142] RRM_Spec_Improvement, Apple, RAN4#110bis. 
[2]  R4-2406710, WF on [110bis][142] RRM_Spec_Improvement, Apple, RAN4#110bis. 
3GPP
