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Discussion
1 Introduction
At RAN3#82, a list of criteria was defined to evaluate all the solutions, including the one on transmission power optimization. The solution itself is clear and its variants have been explained further in [1] and [2]. Here therefore it is evaluated against the agreed criteria.
2 Discussion

All the solutions proposed during the study are compared in the table below.

	
	Solution 1.1
	Solution 1.2
	Solution 2

	Complexity
	No
	Small: only related to the needed signalling
	Medium: OAM must collect and compare, the MDT measurements and current TX settings at eNBs

	Potential ES gain
	Small: an eNB may decrease it TX power only as much as the coverage allows
	High: an eNB may reduce its TX power as much as own and neighbour’s measurements allow
	High: the OAM is able to optimize the TX power as much as each eNB’s settings allow.

	Specification impact
	No
	X2AP signaling to inform about allowed margins
	ItfN to enable synchronized TX power setting modification

	OAM impact
	No
	No
	High: the OAM must be enhanced with a full new functionality

	eNB impact
	Small: an eNB must analyse reports from the UEs to decide how much it can reduce its TX power
	Medium: an eNB must analyse reports from the UEs and the neighbours to decide how much it can reduce its TX power
	Small: eNBs must report their settings to the OAM.

	UE impact
	No specific impact (existing HO reportings)
	No specific impact (existing HO reportings)
	Medium: MDT measurements are needed.


3 Text proposal
The evaluation is proposed to be included in the TR [1].
	*** Fist change ***


3.1.1 5.4.3
Solutions evaluation 

The solutions for Issue 1 in Solution 1 are evaluated and compared in the table 5.4.3-1 below.
Table 5.4.3-1 Evaluation of solutions for issue 1 in Solution1
	
	Solution 1.1
	Solution 1.2

	Complexity
	No
	Small: only related to the needed signalling

	Potential ES gain
	Small: an eNB may decrease its TX power only as much as the coverage allows
	High: an eNB may reduce its TX power as much as own and neighbour’s measurements allow

	Specification impact
	No
	X2AP signaling to inform about allowed margins

	OAM impact
	No
	No

	eNB impact
	Small: an eNB must analyse reports from the UEs to decide how much it can reduce its TX power
	Medium: an eNB must analyse reports from the UEs and the neighbours to decide how much it can reduce its TX power

	UE impact
	No specific impact (existing HO reportings)
	No specific impact (existing HO reportings)


The solutions for transmission power optimization scenario are evaluated and compared in the table 5.4.3-2 below.
Table 5.4.3-2 Evaluation of solutions for Transmission power optimization scenario

	
	Solution 1
	Solution 2

	Complexity
	See above (Table 5.4.3-1)
	Medium: OAM must collect and compare, the MDT measurements and current TX settings at eNBs

	Potential ES gain
	See above (Table 5.4.3-1)
	High: the OAM is able to optimize the TX power as much as each eNB’s settings allow.

	Specification impact
	See above (Table 5.4.3-1)
	ItfN to enable synchronized TX power setting modification

	OAM impact
	See above (Table 5.4.3-1)
	High: the OAM must be enhanced with a full new functionality

	eNB impact
	See above (Table 5.4.3-1)
	Small: eNBs must report their settings to the OAM.

	UE impact
	See above (Table 5.4.3-1)
	Medium: MDT measurements are needed.


	*** Remaining text not changed ***


4 References

[1] TR 36.887, v.0.4.0
[2] R3-131320, RAN3 #81
[3] R3-131335, RAN3 #81
