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Source: SI Rapporteur

Meeting Minutes of 
BTS Energy Savings telco#8
1. DATE AND TIME 

Thursday, 19th April 2012, 13.00 – 14.10 CEST.
2. PARTICIPANTS
Alcatel-Lucent: Mr. Antonello Pisu
Com-Research: Mr. Hans Kalveram
Ericsson: Mr. Eric Nordström
Huawei: Mr. Chao Luo
Nokia Siemens Networks: Mr. Juergen Hofmann (Moderator)
RIM: Mr. Werner Kreuzer
ZTE: Mr. Lin Yang
3. Agenda
1. Approval of Agenda

2. Technical Report
3. Technical Contributions to BTSEnergy

4. Work Plan

5. AOB
4. DISCUSSION

1. Approval of Agenda
The agenda was approved without change. 
2. Technical Report 
One contribution entitled Draft TR 45.926 v.0.6.0 on Solutions for GSM/EDGE BTS Energy Saving from SI Rapporteur was submitted under this agenda item and was presented by Mr. Juergen Hofmann. It was identical to the latest revision of the TR submitted to closing GERAN#53 plenary. The agreed changes at GERAN#53 were summarized. 

Discussion: 

No comments were received. 

Conclusion: 
The contribution was noted.
3. Technical Contributions to BTSEnergy 

One contribution entitled Comments to TR 45.926 V.0.6.0 from Nokia Siemens Networks was submitted under this agenda item and was presented by Mr. Juergen Hofmann. The contribution included a discussion on four issues for clarification related to common assumptions in the TR and corresponding proposals for agreement in this telco.
Discussion: 

The discussion is recorded here along the four treated issues. 
Impacts from higher MS velocities:
ZTE felt that Proposal 1 to add MS velocity of 50 km/h to the investigated scenarios would double the simulation effort and in addition would require an update of the L2S interface to include both TU3 and TU50 and thus expressed concerns on this proposal. 
Nokia Siemens Networks agreed that some additional effort is needed, but raised that the mobility aspect due to MS with higher velocity as commented by Vodafone at last BTSEnergy telco be not taken into account so far. They proposed a reduction of scenarios for MS velocities of 50 km/h, e.g. to evaluate selective speech codecs or deployments using the smaller cell radius in the capacity layer, to reduce the simulation effort. Alternatively a minor share of higher MS velocities in the current defined scenarios could be assumed to include the impact in the investigations.  

Ericsson stated that they are open to both options. 
ZTE inquired if this proposal 1 was meant for the voice-only scenario or for the mixed voice/data scenario. 

Nokia Siemens Networks confirmed that it is meant for both and believed it would be hard to justify why being evaluated for one but not for the other. 

Huawei proposed to keep only one velocity for the voice-only scenario and use a more complicated setup such as two velocities for the mixed voice/data scenario. They commented another option would be to select the MS velocity (3 km/h or 50 km/h) depending on the cell radius and on the site configuration. 

Nokia Siemens Networks suggested using 50 km/h just for S444 and the smaller cell radius.

ZTE raised that they had performed a lot of simulations with 3km/h for the voice- only scenario and preferred to keep this working assumption. They suggested keeping TU3 for the voice-only scenario and use TU50 for the mixed voice/data scenario. 

Ericsson thought that this should be vice-versa, rather TU50 be used for voice-only and TU3 for mixed voice/data. They referred to the request from Vodafone to add higher velocities for voice-only. They asked justification for ZTE’s proposal.
ZTE pointed out that a lot of simulations for TU3 were carried out so far for the voice-only scenario according to the agreed working assumptions. 

Nokia Siemens Networks thought that an alternative would be to check the impact of higher velocities for the voice-only scenario during the evaluation of traffic scenario 2, if 50 km/h is adopted here, for the case no data traffic is configured and for a specific configuration only. No agreement was reached on this proposal.
The Moderator summarized the status of discussion, in that there is no agreement on Proposal 1 to include MS velocity of 50 km/h in the investigations and mentioned that one proposal under discussion is to keep TU 3 for the voice-only scenario and use TU 50 for the mixed voice/data scenario. Further offline discussion, also with operators, was invited. 
Irregular cell architectures: 

No comments on Proposal 2, to remove the text in the TR related to the investigation of irregular cell architectures, were received and no objection was mentioned.

The Moderator summarized the status of discussion, in that Proposal 2 is agreed.

Multislot capabilities of MS for traffic scenario 2: 

Regarding the proposed change of MS multislot class from 33 to 12 for traffic scenario 2 in Proposal 3 Huawei asked the reason for the choice of MS multislot class 12 in GERANEMDA. 
Nokia Siemens Networks thought that multislot class 12 is widely used in networks, as well as in current simulation models and added that no other class was proposed in GERANEMDA.

Huawei was fine with this explanation. 
The Moderator summarized the status of discussion, in that Proposal 3 is agreed.

Exemplary mapping between radiated power and TRX power consumption: 

Related to the proposal to discuss on a common mapping function between radiated power and TRX power consumption in Proposal 4 ZTE thought that instead of a new proposal they prefer to adopt the provided graph contained in their contribution to GERAN#53.

Nokia Siemens Networks mentioned that several graphs were contributed by ZTE to GERAN#53 and thought that an average curve would be best suited in order to allow for comparison of achieved savings between vendors adding that also lower power levels should be included in the mapping.  

ZTE stated that their proposed graph to GERAN#53 covers the relevant power range. They expressed a preference for averaging mappings from different vendors and believed that the determination of the proposed break point is difficult. 

Nokia Siemens Networks felt that their proposal for a common mapping was suitable to cover TRX characteristics from different vendors.

ZTE believed that a common mapping be beneficial and proposed to achieve this by averaging between vendors’ proposed mapping curves. 

No further comment was received. 
The Moderator summarized the status of discussion, in that there was no agreement to introduce a common mapping function in regard to Proposal 4. Further offline discussion between companies was invited. 
Conclusion: 
The contribution was noted. The Moderator summarized the outcome of the discussion, in that Proposals 2 and 3 were agreed and will be included in the next revision of the TR. 
4. Draft BTSEnergy Work Plan

No contribution was submitted under this agenda item. The Moderator mentioned that a revised work plan will be issued to GERAN#54.
5. AOB 

None. 
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