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1 Progress status

Percentage of completion: 80% (previously 60%)

Summary of progress:  Discussions on Use Cases and Requirements, no contributions agreed.
Outstanding issues: Email approval on 100454, 100456, Initiation of Email discussion based on update of the requirements 100313.
2 Minutes

The RG session was held on <January 21rst, Q1>.

	TDOC
	Title
	Presenting Company
	Discussion & Conclusions

	S5-100294
	Add high-level use case for capacity-limited networks
	NEC
	HUAWEI: What is your consideration in the interference problem?
NEC: We mention it in this contribution but we don’t want to go in solution discussions.
HUAWEI: Without showing the interference problem, how can the use case work properly?
NEC: This is a study and we can try to identify the requirements and it is up to us to identify if the problem can be solved. 
HUAWEI: Do you have any update information what RAN3 is thinking for the interference?
NEC: Not at the moment
NSN: The definition of the states is helping the understanding, but I don’t want to agree now on the operation states. 
NEC: There is a note on that. 
NEC: Energy savings activation implies the reduction of power consumption.
NSN: You need to see also those “side effects” of compensating, in order to calculate at the end how much energy has been really saved. 
NSN: We need 2 bullets more energy savings compensation activation and deactivation. 
HUAWEI: Your proposal is only for centralised. 
NSN: No it is applicable for all. 
ALU: Is activation and enabling equivalent?
NEC: Activation and deactivation is for the distributed case (NE), for the hybrid algorithm is enabling and disabling the wording in use.
Huawei: What about Monitoring?
NEC: This contribution is not talking about the monitoring requirements. 


Conclusion: The contribution is provisionally agreed, It  should be updated to 100453
Conclusion: 100453 is agreed

	S5-100188
	Add eNB time scheduled switch off&on use case
	Huawei
	NSN: This is an old discussion introducing the scheduling on the IRPManager. What will happen if in your example the train is late? You can do schedule and deactivation by usual means.
HUAWEI: We propose no solution here. 
Vodafone: Please consider the legal requirements
NSN: Is this not a sub use case of Overlaid Use case? This use case is not of the same level/quality of the others.  The last sentence should be removed “with no restriction of coverage pre-condition"
HUAWEI: This is the difference to the overlaid use case and therefore can not be removed.
TNO: Do we see a need for a prioritisation for the use cases?
Chairman: For the work item we need to define and prioritise the use cases. We need the conclusion to get the TR approved. 

NSN: I think this case needs to be revised. In the preconditions it is mentioned operating policy (last sentence), which is indicating  a solution
Chair: I don’t see any solution, nowhere is mentioned anything about Reagent, or Micromanager
NSN: I don’t see the need for this Use Case as RAN3 is talking about this case, and solving in on the node. 
HUAWEI: No this is a different case; RAN3 is assuming there is an overlaid layer. 
NSN: My concern is proposing scheduling for the IRPAgent.
Qualcom: I agree with Chairman , there is some policy needed , but it is not indication on policies on the IR Agent

Conclusion: Email approval on the updated version. 100454

	S5-100189
	Add ES activation and deactivation requirements
	Huawei
	NEC: It is not quite clean your definition of activation, as when you compensate you have higher energy consumption and not necessary a reduction.  
HUAWEI: This contribution does not cover the energy consumption on the compensation stage. 
NSN: I propose to reword the three energy states can be conceptually identified…
ERICSSON: I have difficult to understand the difference between compensating state and not participating state. 
NSN:  Basic it is more on an administrative part, than in a traffic part.
ERICSSON: the world restrict is not sufficient as you may extent in the energy saving activation
ERICSSON: Why not using power off 
NEC: We deliberately trying not to use power off, as it can be interpreted differently.

NSN: Proposal for the new added requirements  004 & 005  to remove "to one or multiple network elements"

Conclusion: Offline discussion on how to proceed if also the concept increasing the consumption to compensate will be included in the energy saving activation definition or it will be treated as a separate point. Revised to 100455

 

	S5-100187
	Potential OAM based Energy Saving Solutions
	Huawei
	NSN: This work should be done in the WI.
Chair: I am of the same opinion. 
Vodafone: We need to make a decision if we include potential solutions or not. 
Chain: We can do the decision in the next meeting.
NSN: I am not happy also with the fuzzy wording "may, etc" of this contribution.

Conclusion: Noted

	S5-100313
	Add energy saving related FM requirements
	Vodafone
	HUAWEI: Do we need to distinguish the requirements for the distributed ESM and centralised ESM. 
NSN: Why it should send out an alarm?
ZTE: In different architecture we can analyse if this Requirement is necessary or not. 
ERICSSON: We support what NSN is saying. It is a very strange activity that an alarm is send.
Moto: If we force the alarm to distinguish, it is difficult to identify if the alarm is caused by Energy Savings or other reason. E.g. X2 interface going up and down.
ALU: Totally agree with a Motorola’s comment. 
T-Mobile: We define IRP by IRP and we never look for correlations. This causes major problems for the operators. 

Conclusion: WE need more discussion , Noted, Email Discussion to be initiated  


	S5-100328
	Add capacity-limited network use case requirements
	NEC
	Ericsson: We would like an email approval for this contribution as there were a late Contributions and not enough time. 
Motorola: I need more information on the energy saving compensation. 
NEC: Here we look on the interaction of Agent and Manager
NSN: For the structure of the use cases, you will need to introduce one more level, for the use cases also symmetry is missing.  After the headline I would like to have a sentence that defines that the states are conceptual. 
Ericsson: Requiement 10 : “For selected part if unnecessary”. 
NEC: This tries to capture doing something on element level as opposed to that configuring the whole network, in the hybrid case. 
Ericsson: Requirement 04 is it traffic load intended? 
NEC: Yes
HUAWEI: 009_1: Is this requirement related to type 2 interface?
NEC: No, not relate to OAM interface
Conclusion 009_1: will be removed as a requirement and included as
NSN: For the different solutions (centralized, distributed, hybrid) some requirements are applicable and some not.
 
Conclusion: Email approval 100456

	S5-100453
	Add high-level use case for capacity-limited networks
	NEC
	Conclusion: 100453 is agreed

	S5-100455
	Add ES activation and deactivation requirements
	Huawei
	Conclusion:  100455 is agreed under the assumption that an Editor’s notes will be produced by the Rapparteur in the email approval and this will be agreed. 
The Editotor’s notes is for the following underlined terms
 
for energySaving state:  state in which the network element is powered off or restricted in physical resource usage in other ways.

 














































































































































































































- 1 -
- 5 -

