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1. Introduction
An email approval to update TR 38.801 was conducted post the RAN3#91bis meeting to include Editor’s notes clarifying the intentions of each sections, and to integrate text proposals on NR which was agreed during RAN3#91bis meeting. The email approved update of TR 38.801 (v010) was provided in R3-160947.

Within the above mentioned email approval, the rapporteur initially proposed to include many of the agreed text proposals in the Annex of the TR. This raised some comments during the email discussion, and as a result, some of these agreed text proposals were moved from the Annex to the main body of the TR. Some of the agreed text proposals, however, were still left in the Annex and the rapporteur proposed to have some online discussion during RAN3#92 on the use of the TR and its Annex.

With this contribution, it is proposed to discuss the usage of TR 38.801.

2. Discussion
On a high level, the rapporteur sees that there are the following two approaches regarding the usage of the TR:

1) Use the TR to record discussion and agreements
This approach seems to be the more conventional way of working in RAN3.
The RAN3 internal TR for E-UTRAN studies (TR R3.018) is a good example of this. As mentioned in the Background and Introduction section of TR R3.018, it was used to “record discussion and agreements that arise in the specification of the “Evolved UTRAN””. As a result, TR R3.018 became quite lengthy (139 pages). However, dedicated sections to capture “agreements” were allocated (sections 7 and 8) and this part is quite concise (only around 9 pages). Furthermore, it is noted that the Annex only includes the change history.
The benefits of this approach is that it enables future readers of the TR to understand the discussions which took place in (or not) reaching the agreements.
A possible drawback is that in the course of developing the TR (i.e. before being able to summarize the agreements in a concise manner), readers of the TR (e.g. delegates from other working groups) may find it difficult to figure out what has been actually “agreed” (as a basis of normative work to follow in the Work Item phase) in RAN3.

Nevertheless, if this approach is to be followed, a section to capture the “agreements” in a concise manner should be created in TR 38.801.
2) Use the TR to gather the agreements
This approach seems to be the more conventional way of working in RAN2.

The RAN2  TR for E-UTRAN studies (TR 25.813) is a good example of this. As mentioned in the Scope section of TR 25.813, it was used to “gather the agreements rather than comparing different solutions”. As a result, TR 25.813 became quite concise (41 pages).

The benefit of this approach is that it enables readers of the TR to quickly understand the agreements reached in RAN2.
A possible drawback is that readers may not be able to understand how/why the agreements were made. Another possible drawback is that it may increase overhead work in RAN3 as the threshold for agreeing on text proposals is set higher.

Furthermore, ongoing status of discussion may become unclear in RAN3. However, this can be relieved to some extent by making good/extensive use of the Annex.

Based on the above, it is suggested to discuss during RAN3#92 the desired way of handling TR 38.801.
Proposal: RAN3 is requested to discuss on how the group desires to make use of TR 38.801.
3. Conclusion

This contribution indicated the following two approaches on the usage of TR 38.801:

1) Use the TR to record discussion and agreements
2) Use the TR to gather the agreements
Proposal: RAN3 is requested to discuss on how the group desires to make use of TR 38.801.
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