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1 Introduction

In the CA enhancement for Rel-11 WI work plan [1], RAN1 is tasked to agree how to do a tradeoff analyses for each candidate method, where aspects from all the RAN WGs are considered. The trade-off analyses should be seen as a tool in the normal decision process in 3GPP.
2 Discussion

The aspects to consider in the trade-off analyses would correspond to the aspects normally considered when adopting proposals, i.e. the applicable deployment scenario, benefits of the proposal and its potential drawbacks including the associated work load and of course the time line for the WI. As 3GPP already has a general decision process for adopting new proposals, we see no reason to change this process. It should in that sense still be up to each working group to decide whether a proposal is adopted or not as it has been done previously. 

The trade-off analyses should instead be performed by the proponents of a proposal, preferably in the same contribution as the proposal. The trade-off analysis is something that can be discussed similar to other aspects in the contribution. There is no need to separately directly agree on that the trade-off analysis is correctly performed, instead the relevant working group should focus on whether or not to adopt the associated proposal.

In the trade-off analysis the proponents should describe the applicable scenario for the proposed scheme if this is not clear already from the context of the contribution. Further the proponents should describe the benefits and potential drawbacks with the proposal, this in a similar way as it is already done in most contributions in 3GPP. An aspect that is usually missing at least in RAN1 contributions is considerations on impact on other working groups and specially the RAN4 impact. Providing this information will provide a tool to assist in a judgment on whether the work can be done on time and if the overall performance of the proposal makes it worth adopting. To make it feasible to estimate the impact in each working group it is sufficient to provide a high level list of the impact for each RAN working group. For example the impact of a RAN1 proposal on RAN2 work could be that new RRC signaling needs to be introduced to be able to configure the proposed scheme in a UE. 

To illustrate how the impact analysis can be performed we give an example below, which considers all the working groups. The example is given for the feature “clustered PUSCH” (resource allocation type 1).

· RAN1: Physical layer procedure on how the allocate clustered PUSCH

· RAN2: No impact (no RRC signaling was introduced)

· RAN3: No impact

· RAN4: Defining power back-off values

3 Conclusion
In this contribution we discuss how a trade-off analysis can be performed and based on the discussion we propose that

· The proponent of a proposal shall also prepare a trade-off analysis

· The trade-off analysis shall contain the applicable scenarios, benefits, potential drawbacks and impact analysis on all working groups (RAN1, RAN2, RAN3 and RAN4) for the proposal.

· The impact analysis is performed on high functional level per working group

· The trade-off analysis can be built into a contribution and do not need to be a specific part or section of a contribution.
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