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1	Introduction
This document discusses the usage of field descriptions.
[bookmark: _Toc499559238][bookmark: _Toc61387172][bookmark: _Toc147158671]2	Discussion
The following field descriptions can be found:
	LTM-Config field descriptions

	attemptLTM-Switch
If present, the UE shall execute an LTM cell switch if selected cell is a LTM candidate cell and it is the first cell selection after failure as described in clause 5.3.7.3.

	ltm-CandidateToAddModList
List of LTM candidate configurations to add and/or modify.

	ltm-CandidateToReleaseList
List of LTM candidate configurations to remove.

	ltm-CSI-ResourceConfigToAddModList
List of LTM CSI resource configurations to add and/or modify.

	ltm-CSI-ResourceConfigToReleaseList
List of LTM CSI resource configurations to remove.

	ltm-ReferenceConfiguration
This field includes an RRCReconfiguration message used to configure a reference configuration for LTM. 

	ltm-ServingCellNoResetID
This field is used by the UE to determine on whether L2 reset should be performed when an LTM cell switch procedure is triggered towards an LTM candidate cell. 

	ltm-ServingCellUE-MeasuredTA-ID
This field is used by the UE to determine whether UE-based TA measurements should be performed towards an LTM candidate cell.



The UE requirements related to attemptLTM-Switch are specified:
-	in procedure text in 5.3.7.3
-	in this field description.
Because the field description says "The UE shall ... as described in clause 5.3.7.3", one can understand that this is just redundant text that can be ignored by the UE.
Similarly, the UE requirements related to ltm-ServingCellNoResetID and ltm-ServingCellUE-MeasuredTA-ID are entirely specified in procedure text, and the field description is just a generic description that can be ignored by the UE.
Proposal 1: Field for which the UE behaviour is specified in procedure text should not have a field description in ASN.1, unless to provide additional information not provided in procedure text (e.g. encoding, configuration restrictions).
	LTM-Config field descriptions

	attemptLTM-Switch
If present, the UE shall execute an LTM cell switch if selected cell is a LTM candidate cell and it is the first cell selection after failure as described in clause 5.3.7.3.

	ltm-CandidateToAddModList
List of LTM candidate configurations to add and/or modify.

	ltm-CandidateToReleaseList
List of LTM candidate configurations to remove.

	ltm-CSI-ResourceConfigToAddModList
List of LTM CSI resource configurations to add and/or modify.

	ltm-CSI-ResourceConfigToReleaseList
List of LTM CSI resource configurations to remove.

	ltm-ReferenceConfiguration
This field includes an RRCReconfiguration message used to configure a reference configuration for LTM. 

	ltm-ServingCellNoResetID
This field is used by the UE to determine on whether L2 reset should be performed when an LTM cell switch procedure is triggered towards an LTM candidate cell. 

	ltm-ServingCellUE-MeasuredTA-ID
This field is used by the UE to determine whether UE-based TA measurements should be performed towards an LTM candidate cell.



The above field descriptions are just rewording in full words what is already visible in the field names or in the ASN.1 itself (CONTAINING(RRCReconfiguration)).
In other words, these descriptions carry no information at all, the specification would be unchanged if they would be removed. One may argue that having such descriptions is harmless but they tend make really useful information less visible when the specification is reviewed. Also, having them encourages people to create more field descriptions to raise that "a field description is missing" when actually no information is missing.
Proposal 2: Field descriptions should not repeat was is clear from the field names or the ASN.1.
Proposal 3: Not having a "field description" for a field is preferred if no information is missing this way.
3	Conclusion
This contribution makes the following proposals:
Proposal 1: Fields for which the UE behaviour is specified in procedure text should not have a field description in ASN.1, unless to provide additional information not provided in procedure text (e.g. encoding, configuration restrictions).
Proposal 2: Field descriptions should not repeat was is clear from the field names or the ASN.1.
Proposal 3: Not having a "field description" for a field is preferred if no information is missing this way.
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