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Abstract of the contribution: this paper proposes to introduce a structure for Next Generation Study work in SA2. Also, illustrates how the structure can be adopted for the TR skeleton.
1
Introduction
The overall work should be organized into sub-areas for 2 main reasons:

1. In order to progress the 5G architecture study item work efficiently and in an orderly manner

2. In order to help the chair schedule time-slots for individual sessions and determine the appropriate parallel sessions.
2
Proposal

Here we just show an abstract proposal with High level Area A, High level Area B, High level Area C. SA2 WG needs to agree on what the High level Areas A, B and C should be, thus determine what the appropriate structure should be to enable proper organization of work.

=====================================================================================

6.10 Next Generation Architecture

6.10.1  Higher Level Area A
6.10.2  Higher Level Area B
6.10.3  Higher Level Area C
6.10.4 Common issues related to Next Generation Architecture
Note: common issues should very well justify why it cannot be allocated under 6.10.1, 6.10.2, 6.10.3.

=====================================================================================

SA2 delegates are then expected to submit key issues to the respective sub-agenda items. SA2 Chair can then schedule time slots for 6.10 or sub-agenda items as seen necessary. This enables SA2 chair to decide which session can be scheduled in parallel to which sub-agenda.
3
Way Forward proposal

Adopt some known work structure (sub work areas) with common understanding on the terms, evolve and change things as we progress with this work.  Also, adopt the same for SA2 agenda and tdoc allocation. The TR can also be structured to reflect the adopted work structure.
A Annex

Here we show how the TR skeleton can be adapted to the work structure proposal (especially the key issue section that is highlighted):
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