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Agenda Item:
-
1
3GPP Work Plan status

Percentage of completion: 10% (previously 0%)

2
Technical Progress status

Summary of progress: 
· TR skeleton agreed

· Text for Scope section and References agreed 
Outstanding issues (next steps):

· Description of use case, scenarios, architectures

2
Document List
2.1 LS 
None
2.2 SI status
None
2.3 TR 32.8xy(IRE)
	#
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Notes

	1. 
	S5ESM0025
(
S5ESM0031
	Skeleton for draft TR32.8xy(IRE)
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Summary:

See Title
Comments:

4.2.3. (commonalities of use case) is not needed now. Agreed.
Architecture section should be added. Agreed.
Some discussion if architecture and concept is the same. Finally separate sections will remain. Concepts should mention to which architecture they apply.
Comment: We should mention RAN3 input. Answer: This is can be done in the scope and references section. See S5ESM0026.
Conclusion:

New version was drafted online and agreed. New document number: S5ESM0031.

	2. 
	S5ESM0024
	Discussion of Inter-RAT Combinations for Energy Saving
	Ericsson
	Summary:

Presents view which combination of 2 RATs may be viable for inter-RAT ES: GSM overlay for UMTS, CDMA2000 for LTE, UMTS for LTE
Comments:

Q. How about more than 2 RAT Multi-RAT? Only GSM-UMTS-LTE would apply.
Comment: In several countries CDMA and UMTS are there and dual-mode handsets. Argumentation based on handsets is difficult. Affect of roaming on ES needs to be studied. 
Q: No GSM-LTE? A: Technically GSM-LTE possible but customer probably not satisfied. Service difference too high. But it should be on a use case list, when quick wake-up is possible. 

But all this is RAN3’s responsibility. 

Conclusion:

Send Liaison from SA5#77, early during the meeting, because RAN3 meets simultaneously; companies should prepare RAN3 delegates to allow a fast answer.

	3. 
	S5ESM0026
	Input for TR32.8xy(IRE)
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Summary:

Basic input for the TR
Comments:

Introduction text misses a statement about the relevance of Management.
Scope should mention which RATs are covered by the study. Online added and agreed.

Use case capacity limited should be mentioned and reasons why not used in inter-RAT.

Does collocation/non-collocation make a difference for ES? Yes, especially for re-activation decision.
Q to use case 1: Are the coverage areas really so similar? A: Yes, configuration is tuned to have almost same coverage areas 

Q: Cell breathing effect on cell size? A: Assumption is that this use case 1 is still valid.

We probably need detailed sub-use cases to these general use cases
Changes in skeleton make adaptations to this material necessary. Both concepts should be kept in document, but statistics based may not work, which needs to be proved in a contribution.

No X2 communication like in LTE/UMTS between RATs possible. Therefore OAM base method needed. This could be put into the introduction. It is one of the possible solutions mentioned in 36.927
Conclusion:

Scope and references accepted to go into the draft TR. This will lead to S5ESM0032. 

The other material is to be enhanced and contributed to SA5#77

	4. 
	S5ESM0029
	Collect available information to identify inter-RAT energy saving use cases
	Huawei
	Summary:

Proposes one specific use case (non-collocated totally overlaid cells) and its constraints.
Comments:

Q: Figure and text is LTE-UTRAN specific. Is this the only valid scenario in your view? A: It is the most popular.

Figure and text is LTE-UTRAN specific, but should be generic.

Figure looks like collocated, but text says not collocated.

Q: Text on neighbour list is unclear. Is the intention: Remove stand-by cell from all NRlists? A: No, it is meant that the overlaid cells never have/are neighbours in the same RAT..
Impact on customer experience is operator decision. 
To constraint a): “Camped” is wrong, active would be correct. “in the network” is too much, “in the cell” is enough.
We need multi-RAT capable UEs for ES. SA5 cannot mandate this, but the fact can be stated in the study.
Conclusion:

To be reworked for S5#77.


2.4 Miscellaneous

Attendance:

The following companies were represented in the virtual meeting (in alphabetical order): 
Alcatel-Lucent, ATT, China Unicom, Deutsche Telekom, Ericsson, Huawei, Motorola Solutions, NEC, Nokia Siemens Networks, TNO, Vodafone, ZTE.
_______________________________________________

