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Introduction

e This contribution Is provided to promote the
discussion on technical contributions/proposal
handling and TG schedule.

e Several previous contributions addressed this
topic in study group, In this contribution, we
provided some further comments and proposed
our preferred approach.
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Proposal selection options - 1
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e Options 1 — complete proposal only
— Accept complete end-to-end solution proposal only

— Proponents with partial solution shall merge trappsal with other
complete proposal before submitting to the taskigro

— TG meeting performs proposal down selection basegre-defined
down selection procedure

* Pro:
— Likely lead to a more consistent and cohesivetsoiu
— Better structure
e Con:
— Probably length process, potentially dead lock
— Few companies with larger resource pool dominate
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Proposal selection options - 2

e Options 2 — Brainstorming and down selection*
— Agree on list of topics at the beginning
— Discuss contributions on the topics for two oethfollowing meetings

— Down selection on each topic in one or two mestingsed on pre-
defined procedure

e Pro:
— Promote discussion and harmonization

e Con:

— Less control over the contributions topics maydeaany holes when
down selection starts

* See C80216mmr-06_001.pdf
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Proposal selection options - 3

e Options 3 — phased approach*
— Divide the process of submitting / selecting citmitions into phases

— Structure phases so that more fundamental aspfettis air interface are
addressed earlier

« Contributions in subsequent phases can be base®dY decisions made in earlier
phases

— Adapt the process as we go

» Each meeting concludes with presentation & sadaabf discussion topics for next
meeting

 Pro:
— Focused efforts and limited scope for each meeting
— Structure progress

e Con:

— Topics are inter-related, selection on each toay not be possible without
consideration of other topics

— Topic isolation may lead to several round of itiera

— Each member may have different expertise and f@eamse may be only
interested to the later phase topic, Late feedrack other members on those

topics may delay the whole process

* See C80216mmr-06_018
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Proposal selection options - 4

e Options 4 — standard drafting centered approach

— Agree on the structure (table of contents) oftdstandard
(amendment) at the beginning based on .16e stanu=eting

— Call for contributions to fill in text or commend® the adopted text

— When too many contributions are submitted forstme topic, form a
ad-hoc to recommend a harmonized joint contribytiamch could be
done between the meetings

— Go to ballot when the draft is close to finish

* Pro:
— Focus on the final goal of generating the draft
— Promote cross topic discussion
— Reuse the same procedure for .16, no need toarditive wheel
— Selection as we progress

« Con:
— Topic could be fragmented
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Recommendation

e Based on previous discussion

e Our recommendation is
— Option 4: standard drafting centered approach



