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Introduction
This contribution discusses specification structures based on following options in WF [1] approved by RAN4#110bis.

<Way forward/Agreement>: It is encouraged to study the proposal 3 from R4-2405347 and discuss pros and cons of both solutions in UERF_Spec_Improvement agenda. Other solutions can be also presented and discussed.
Option 1: the framework used in current 4G and 5G spec. (i.e. The same requirements for different features are packed in the second sub-clause together.)
Option 2: All of (additional) requirements for each feature could be packed together.
Discussion
Simply put, we do not think that it is practical to adopt Option 2 now due to following observations.
Observation 1: There are many cross-referenced clauses and/or tables within the same specification. 
From 38.101-1
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Observation 2: There are many cross-referenced clauses and/or tables across the specifications, e.g., 38.101-1, 38.101-2 and 38.101-3, 38.133 and even specifications for other WGs, e.g., 38.331 and 38.306.
From 38.101-3
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From 38.306
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Since multiple specifications are mutually referenced, firstly we would need to agree following aspects.
Observation 3: Restructuring requires multiple steps
· From which feature(s) and specification(s) we start the restructuring
· All cross-referenced clauses and/or table number in the specifications need be identified
· Then, all the changes in all the specifications shall be fixed at the same time
· It is noted that the third bullet must be performed across WGs
Observation 4: Requirements for new features have been introduced even during the restructuring, which means that changes in the CRs for those features shall be synchronized with the CRs for restructuring.
With consideration of Observation 1, 2 and 3, we propose a following.
Proposal 1: Do not adopt Option 2 for the existing specifications.
We, however, see both Option 1 and Option 2	 have advantage and disadvantage. The amount of net advantage of each Option may be affected by other factors. Hence, there is no reason to rush to make a decision now. 
Proposal 2: Keep both Option 1 and Option 2 as candidate in case RAN4 discusses specification structures for new specifications, e.g., 6G.
Summary
We obtained following four observations and two proposals.
Observation 1: There are many cross-referenced clauses and/or tables within the same specification. 
Observation 2: There are many cross-referenced clauses and/or tables across the specifications, e.g., 38.101-1, 38.101-2 and 38.101-3, 38.133 and even specifications for other WGs, e.g., 38.331 and 38.306.
Observation 3: Restructuring requires multiple steps
· From which feature(s) and specification(s) we start the restructuring
· All cross-referenced clauses and/or table number in the specifications need be identified
· Then, all the changes in all the specifications shall be fixed at the same time
· It is noted that the third bullet must be performed across WGs
Observation 4: RAN4 and other WGs will have been introducing requirements for new features even during the restructuring, which means that CRs for those features shall be synchronized with CRs for restructuring.
Proposal 1: Do not adopt Option 2 for the existing specifications.
Proposal 2: Keep both Option 1 and Option 2 as candidate in case RAN4 discusses specification structures for new specifications, e.g., 6G.
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antennaArrayType-r18 Band | CY N/A FR1
Indicates whether the UE supports the RF and RRM requirements with antenna only
array as specified in TS 38.101-1 [2] clause 6.1J, 7.1J and TS 38.133 [5]. If the field

is absent, the RF and RRM requirements with omni-directional antenna applies as

specified in TS 38.101-1 [2] clause 6.1J, 7.1J and TS 38.133 [5]. The UE indicating

support of this feature shall also indicate support of airToGroundNetwork-r18. This

of TS 38.101-1

field is only applicable for bands as specified for ATG in
[2].
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6.2G.2 UE maximum output power reduction for Tx Diversity

For UE supporting Tx diversity, the allowed MPR for the maximum output power is specified in _ for UE
power class 3, _for UE power class 2, in i and * for UE power class 1.5
with dual TX, in and ﬁ for UE power class 1.5 with 4 Tx. For UE power class 1.5 with dual Tx,
the allowed maximum power reduction (MPR) defined in 1s in accordance with the indicated
modifiedMPR-Behavior specified in ﬁ for channel bandwidths < 100 MHz. The maximum output power is
defined as the sum of the maximum output power at each UE antenna connector. If a UE that supports PC1.5 has to
apply the requirements of PC2 according to the rules in _, the MPR requirements in h apply
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6.2B.1.5 Inter-band EN-DC including both FR1 and FR2

UE maximum output power requirement for E-UTRA single carrier and CA operation specified in clauses 6.2.2 and

6.2.2A of TS 36.101 [4] and for NR single carrier specified in of TS 38.101-1 [2] and for NR single carrier,
‘A operation and UL-MIMO specified in clause of TS 38.101-2 [3] apply. When uplink is
EN-DC mode within FR1 only then UE maximum output power requirement is specified in clause h of this

specification.




