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1 Introduction
In the last RAN4#44bis in Shanghai, RAN4 discussed on “work split of RAN4” in contribution [1] which was originated the discussion in RAN plenary in [2]. This paper provides further consideration and proposes way forward.
2 History of the discussion
The problem description in [2] stated that there are some issues in the context of RAN4 specifications as follows:

· When a work item considered finished and to be concluded, corresponding "core" specifications should have been completed.
· Sometimes, the definition of the “core” was ambiguous or interpreted in diverged way, especially in RAN4 work.

· The proposal in the document was to separate the RAN4 requirements into the following two parts:
-
Requirements Specification part

· RF requirements for BS and UE

· Framework for RRM requirements

· Framework for CQI requirements

· Framework for UE demodulation requirements to validate that the feature/functionality provides the expect benefits/gains with practical BS and UE implementation aspects.
-
Performance part
· Finalisation of UE RRM requirements
· Finalisation of CQI requirements
· Finalisation of UE demodulation requirements (e.g. in various conditions)
· The document also requested that:

A)
To review and endorse the above principles

B)
To send the proposal for RAN WG4 review so that RAN WG4 can make a final proposal for the split between the Requirement Specification and Performance work parts of RAN WG4 work.

C)
To document the final results in an appropriate place, for example in TR 21.905 (after finalising the procedure).

Further analysis and proposals were made in [1] as follows:

· In some cases, Performance investigation would be started before the completion of the corresponding core requirements. It would support the discussion in the past RAN plenary where the expected completion date of the Performance work is set at, for example, 6 months after the completion of the corresponding core requirement work, since the performance work would have longer time than the 6 months effectively.
· As an example, CQI requirements would be split into two parts: Work phase for framework part and detailed work as Performance phase to finalize the requirements.
· A suitable split should be considered per each specification (e.g. TS25.101, TS25.104 and TS25.133).
3 Proposal

Based on the discussion above, especially to capture the last bullet point in the previous section, a guideline to establish a separate work item for a certain performance work is proposed as follows.
· When a separate performance work item is considered, the following conditions should be satisfied:

· The work would affect only to the sections for performance requirements listed in Table-1 or to the annex which is related to the performance work.
· The work would not affect the outcome of the corresponding work item for core parts (or frame works). It should be noted that the work in the core parts may affect performance requirements on the other hand.
· If it turns out that the performance work outcome causes inevitable changes in the core parts and if the core requirements are already in a certain release of the specification, these additional modifications or corrections on the core parts should be handled as a part of an enhancement for the consecutive release.
N.B.: No change would be needed for necessary essential corrections, as it stands.
· The Performance work should be finalized in 6 months after the corresponding core parts are completed.

Table- 1 Sections for Performance work per each RAN4 specification

	#
	Specification
	Specification for
	Sections for Performance work
	Remarks

	1
	TS25.101
	UMTS FDD UE
	Section 8
	

	2
	TS25.102
	UMTS TDD UE
	Section 8
	

	3
	TS25.104
	UMTS FDD BS
	Section 8
	

	4
	TS25.105
	UMTS TDD BS
	Section 8
	

	5
	TS25.106
	UMTS FDD Repeater
	N/A
	No explicit performance requirement is involved.

	6
	TS25.141
	UMTS FDD BS conf.
	Section 8
	

	7
	TS25.142
	UMTS TDD BS conf.
	Section 8
	

	8
	TS25.143
	UMTS FDD Repeater conf.
	N/A
	No explicit performance requirement is involved.

	9
	TS25.133
	UMTS RRM
	Section 9, Annex A.9
	Sections for measurement performance.

	10
	TS25.113
	UMTS BS EMC
	N/A
	

	11
	TS34.124
	UMTS UE EMC
	N/A
	

	12
	TS36.101
	E-UTRA UE
	Section 8
	

	13
	TS36.104
	E-UTRA BS
	Section 8
	

	14
	TS36.106
	E-UTRA Repeater
	[N/A]
	ToC not yet available.

	15
	TS36.141
	E-UTRA BS conf.
	Section 8
	

	16
	TS36.143
	E-UTRA Repeater conf.
	[N/A]
	ToC not yet available.


4 Conclusion

How to split RAN4 work or specifications into Core parts and Performance parts is proposed. The proposal would be one of the extreme one, which tries to go by ‘hard-and-fast’ rules. More flexible and sensible rule would be worthwhile to consider in the group and the proposal would provide a starting point of the discussion.
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