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1. Introduction
From Rel.14 a new approach to the handling of CA work items was introduced. The new basket approach brought many simplifications but there are also a few problems that have been identified. In this paper we discuss some of these problems and present some proposals to further improve the RAN4 work.
2. Discussion
From Rel14 a new “basket” approach was introduced for handling the increasing number of CA combinations. This approach simplified the approval process and the overall handling/tracking of CA combinations. In order to also expedite the work in RAN4, only one big CR is presented at each meeting for each basket work item. All combinations of the same order are agreed in a single document, this procedure reduces the number of CRs in RAN4 and makes the maintenance of the specs more straightforward.
However, this procedure also leads to a very big burden on the rapporteurs of each basket work item that have to gather all the inputs and draft the CRs that contain a large number of tables. Even if the total overhead is reduced, the workload for each rapporteur is very high, especially towards the end of the meeting when all the approved TPs have to be included in the large CRs. It should be noted that the last day of the meeting is usually very busy as many agreements and way forwards are discussed online and offline. As such, it is difficult for rapporteurs to follow all the discussions and also prepare the documents for approval.
Observation: The CA basket approach leads to a very high workload for the rapporteurs and this is concentrated towards the end of each RAN4 meeting.

In order to improve the working procedure and reduce the high workload of each rapporteur, we envision a few possible solutions:

1. The “big CRs” are usually just a formality as they are based on the text proposals containing the requirements for each band combination. Hence, there isn’t any real need to discuss/agree the CRs at the end of each RAN4 meeting, these could be agreed over e-mail after the meeting has ended(e.g. within 1 week after the meeting ended). If the drafting and approval of the CR is postponed, the rapporteurs could better follow the discussions in the last day of the meeting.
2. Based on the agreed TPs, drafting the “big CRs” is mostly a formality. This work could also be taken care of by MCC and the draft CRs could be reviewed over the RAN4 e-mail reflector before formal approval.

3. Conclusion
In this paper we discussed some possible improvements to the CA basket approach introduced in Rel.14. The current approach streamlined the RAN4 work on CA combinations, however it also created a high workload for the rapporteurs and this makes it difficult to follow the discussion towards the end of the meetings.
Observation: The CA basket approach leads to a very high workload for the rapporteurs and this is concentrated towards the end of each RAN4 meeting.

In order to improve the process, the following options should be considered:

1. Approve the “big CRs” over e-mail within 1 week after the meeting ends. The CRs are usually just a collection of already agreed TPs

2. Drafting of the “big CRs” could also be handled by MCC if resources are available.
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