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1 Introduction
This contribution collects some considerations about the work to be done by SA4 in relation to the Release 18.

2 Common set of guidelines?
Currently the draft work in MTSI is made of two separate verticals (for WebRTC and for IMS), and two shared blocks (MeCar, NG_RTP). This is depicted in the figure below. 
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In order to avoid that the two verticals specify similar unaligned functionalities, there should be a common set of guidelines that lead the work in the two tracks.   
Also, all parts which are common in the two verticals should not be developed twice, but just once. This may require an additional normative specification. For example, from the figure above, QoS and QoE reporting appears to be in both tracks.

3 Hierarchical structure of specifications

It is clear that the “Lego” specification structure which was proposed will lead to a hierarchical structure of the specification. One or more specs will be the “parent” specification, and other specs will be the “children” specifications. Parent specs should contain the extended text of the functionalities, whereas children specs should point to the parent(s) specification(s) and reference them.

In the case of the MTSI/RTC work, it should be clarified whether TS 26.114 can serve as parent specification or not. For instance, is the future planned IBACS TS going to redefine new text similar to that in TS 26.114 (and possibly extend it) or just inherit (i.e., reference) text from TS 26.114? This aspect needs clarification.

One situation to avoid is to end up building two verticals made of smaller components that could be aggregated in only two possible ways. In the ideal case it would be good to achieve an aggregation into > 2 verticals (i.e., applications or services). 
Another aspect to consider is whether there can be room in the agreed WIDs to revisit the targeted specifications and their intended content once there is more clarity in one or more meeting cycles without delaying the work until such clarity is reached. 

4 
Proposal 

It is proposed to take the above considerations into account during the design of the R18 WIs/SIs.
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