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1. Introduction

A concern on the workload for UE RF and spectrum-related topics was raised in the RAN4#71 [1]. In this contribution, we propose that spectrum-related WIs should not be down-selected unless special reasons are identified. In addition, we discuss possible way-forwards to reduce the workload from a long-term perspective.
2. Discussion

First, we would like to provide our views on the following two proposals in [1].

1. : Do not “automatically approve” spectrum work items.
2. : Down-select spectrum work items to approve
In [1], it seems to be analyzed that the heavy work load in RAN4 comes from the significant number of spectrum related WIs from the beginning. However, if we take a look at the agendas associated with UE RF topics in RAN4 meetings, the UE RF topics are roughly divided into two categories. One category is spectrum related WIs. The other is UE RF topics to introduce new features, such as D2D, Low Cost MTC etc. In theory, we may have to consider the work load balance between the WIs related to spectrum and those related to introduction of the new features. In practice, however, it is quite challenging to make a balance between these two kinds of WIs from the viewpoint of work load since both of them are the drive force for the mobile industry. In addition, with respect to the spectrum related WIs, none of us is not in the position to qualify which spectrum related WI is more important.
Thus, we firstly propose the following.

· Proposal:  Spectrum-related WIs should not be down-selected unless special reasons are identified.
Secondly, we discuss the remaining proposals made in [1].

3. : Ad-hoc meetings 
4. : Parallel base station sessions
5. : Extending the meeting
Before entering the details, we would like to share our views on why progress of RAN4 discussions is slow rather than why RAN4 work load is significantly high. Simply speaking, we think that one of the main reasons comes from the lack of mutual understanding among delegates so that we cannot bridge the gap of expectation each other during the meeting. Of course, we may say that another reason is that in some cases, delegates do not try to find alternatives but do stick with their original proposals. This, however, is out of scope of this contribution since, at this moment, we cannot find out any specific solutions.  

Then, the next question is why we cannot reach the mutual understanding. Our understanding is the followings.

· In some companies, only one delegate taking in an “active” part in the discussion has to follow almost all the topics. Thus, he or she is quite busy and has less time for offline discussions to develop specific way-forwards, which can facilitate the discussion in the next meetings.

· It should be noted that there are a lot of topics in RAN4 including eNBs, antennas, spectrum and UE RF related to new features, although we understand that they are not specific to RAN4.That means they need to follow almost the all topics for UE RF as well as BS RF. 
Then, when it comes to think about “Parallel base station sessions”, it is not likely to be practical in reality considering limited number of delegates in some companies. Next approach is to use “Extending the meeting”. As mentioned, the delegates who need to have more mutual understanding are quite busy in the five days meeting. Thus, it would not be productive to have additional meeting days right after the five days meeting. In addition, from our perspective, we also need time to summarize the meeting results and consider potential actions to the next meeting after each meeting. From these points of view, the “Extending the meeting” may not work well.

Finally, we discuss to have “Ad-hoc meetings” as a potential solution. As we mentioned earlier, we believe that to make progress of the discussion, sharing basic common mutual understanding is inevitable. Without this, it is quite challenging to generate a way-forward to accommodate several different opinions. From this point of view, we think “Ad-hoc meetings” is one possible way. Moreover, the Ad-hoc should focus on some specific topics with specific goals and we should focus on mutually understanding each other’s proposals as well as the background of them. Note that the Ad-hoc should not be the place just saying “yes” or “no”. Assumed practical issues to have the Ad-hoc are followings.
· Ad-hoc meetings should be planned well in advance.
· The question is how and who organizes the meeting. 

· Cost issues to have Ad-Hoc meetings should be taken into account.
·  One provided idea in offline discussion among operators is to have a meeting in the ETSI office. We are still not sure how much cost does it take and the availability of the office for the Ad-hoc meetings.
· Additional travel budgets for Ad-hoc meetings needs to be considered, which are dependent on the meeting locations.
In summary, in principle, we believe that having an “Ad-hoc meetings” could be an efficient way to make progress of the RAN4 discussion; however, some practical aspects presented above also need to be further evaluated.

· Observation: Having an additional “Ad-hoc” is an efficient way to make progress of the RAN4 discussion; however, some practical aspects (e.g., how to organize Ad-Hoc meetings, cost issues, etc.) need to be further evaluated.
3. Others
As a certain company proposed in 3GPP RAN4 reflector after the RAN4#71 meeting, we believe that reducing the number of unnecessary contributions is quite a good way. This cannot be a direct solution but at least if this does work well, each delegate may focus on more important things. For example, in most cases, for the introduction of a new CA configuration, the 36.104, 36.141 and 36.307 can be created in an automatic manner according to the rule. Even 36.101, the CA configurations belonging to the same CA class may be handled in the same manner.
In addition, we need to think about proceeding with the other non UE RF related topics such as AAS. The AAS takes a lot of time but it looks less progress more than we expected. Without improvement of not only UE RF but also non UE RF related WIs, it would be difficult to make some active delegates have time for offline discussion as we mentioned.

4. Conclusion
In this contribution, we briefly discussed the RAN4 workload issue raised in [1]. We can express understanding for the exiting issue. Nonetheless, in practical perspective, we propose the following.

· Proposal:  Spectrum-related WIs should not be down selected unless special reasons are identified.
In addition, as one of the possible ways to proceed with the progress of the discussion in RAN4, we can observe the following; however we do not have enough time to consider the issues raised in [1]. Thus, further discussion would be necessary to consider these issues and the associated solutions.

· Observation:  Having an additional “Ad-hoc” is an efficient way to make progress of the RAN4 discussion; however, some practical aspects (e.g., how to organize Ad-Hoc meetings, cost issues, etc.) need to be further evaluated.
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