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The agreed WF from RAN4#110-bis is in [2], where the following was agreed for CR handling in relation to the RRM specification quality improvement:
· 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 
Discussion
Dedicated meeting time for finalizing feature CRs
The feature CRs are often left to the last meeting before closing the feature, when the technical discussions are still on-going. This results in a lot of maintenance work afterwards, which is an indication of that there had been insufficient time for properly finalizing the CRs.
· Proposal 1: Allocate separate AI/TU for discussing and finalizing the feature CRs after the technical discussions are over. Depending on the feature and the amount of specification impact, the time allocation can vary and can be up to the entire meeting week in the worst case.
Submitting CR implementation plan by WI Rapporteurs
Currently, for all WI a “work plan” is proposed by the Rapporteur detailing how the work is expected to be carried out. One or two meetings prior to creation of CRs, the Rapporteur could also be asked to create a “CR implementation plan”, capturing, e.g.:
· an overview of how the feature would be introduced (including specification section details etc.), 
· how requirements are expected to be stated and remind of all relevant agreements during the WI, etc.
The above have been already practiced in RAN4 for some WIs (e.g., positioning, RedCap), but not all. In the same way as a work plan, the CR implementation plan can be debated and agreed. The CR implementation plan could be combined with the first proposal of reserving a meeting for CR writing and reviewing.
· Proposal 2: WI Rapporteurs present a CR implementation plan (e.g., similar to workplan but focused on CR handling for the WI), discuss, and get it approved.
· Proposal 3: For situations where similar text needs to be repeated across multiple sections (or specifications), the general text could firstly be agreed as a reference and then used across different sections/CRs/specifications to improve consistency.
CR editor checkbox list and extended Foreword section
For CR writing, it would be helpful to have an informal checkbox list listing the key specification editing aspects to go through and double check before submitting a CR, e.g., including:
· using consistently should/shall, 
· CA configuration vocabulary, etc.
Completion of the checkbox list may enable a more consistent specification. Some of the aspects are already described in the Foreword section of the specification, but it could also be extended to cover more terms.
· Proposal 4: Creating an informal checkbox list of key specification editing aspects to remember and check while preparing CRs and/or extend the Forword section of the specification to ensure consistent usage of frequently used terms, notation, abbreviation, CA configuration vocabulary, etc.
3GPP repository and templates with editable diagrams, formulas, figures
To assist CR editors, figure templates could be useful, to also ensure format/style consistency between different figures across the specification. Also, not all diagrams in the specifications are editable, and editable versions can be difficult to find. 
· Proposal 5: Creating a 3GPP repository of figure templates, editable diagrams, and formulae. The link with templates could be included in the checkbox list described in Proposal 4.
Summary
· Proposal 1: Allocate separate AI/TU for discussing and finalizing the feature CRs after the technical discussions are over. Depending on the feature and the amount of specification impact, the time allocation can vary and can be up to the entire meeting week in the worst case.
· Proposal 2: WI Rapporteurs present a CR implementation plan (e.g., similar to workplan but focused on CR handling for the WI), discuss, and get it approved.
· Proposal 3: For situations where similar text needs to be repeated across multiple sections (or specifications), the general text could firstly be agreed as a reference and then used across different sections/CRs/specifications to improve consistency.
· Proposal 4: Creating an informal checkbox list of key specification editing aspects to remember and check while preparing CRs and/or extend the Forword section of the specification to ensure consistent usage of frequently used terms, notation, abbreviation, CA configuration vocabulary, etc.
· Proposal 5: Creating a 3GPP repository of figure templates, editable diagrams, and formulae. The link with templates could be included in the checkbox list described in Proposal 4.
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