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1 3GPP Work Plan status

Percentage of completion: 15%
Estimated completion date: No change
Other information (WID update, Rapporteur change, etc): None
2 Technical Progress status

Summary of progress: The LS from ETSI TC EE on Update on the liaison to 3GPP on Cooperation for Energy Efficiency Measurements was presented and discussed, and group decided to make a reply with our proposals and questions, and the draft LS to reply was heavily discussed.
Outstanding issues: None
3 Minutes

The RG session was held on <Oct.14, 2013, Q4>.

	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source 

	S5-131543
	Resubmitted LS from ETSI TC EE to SA5 on Update on the liaison to 3GPP on Cooperation for Energy Efficiency Measurements

Chair: need to reply, and received a draft LS to reply in this meeting.

Conclusion: Replied.
	ETSI TC EE

	S5-131635
	Discussion paper on Energy Efficiency related Performance Measurements

NEC: For the question #2, it should be clear already to us, because the backhaul is clearly excluded by ETSI side?

E///: there may be other nodes, like routers etc.

Orange: it is unclear about what kind of element and links the energy consumption should be counted.

NSN: our understanding is that the energy consumption is not a measurement that ETSI wants 3GPP to define, and if it is not 3GPP task then we have no need to ask. But we need to ask for confirmation that energy consumption is not a 3GPP task, and if ETSI will reply us to ask 3GPP to define such measurements, we will come with many concrete questions to them.

E///: for X2, control plane, we do not prefer to include them in the data volume measurements, but should we ask confirmation from ETSI? E/// colleague in ETSI is also confused the needs for X2 data.

NSN: Basically agree that X2 and control plane data are not needed. But it is not good now to explicitly ask the X2 point since the ETSI people are also still confused. We can provide our SA5 proposal for the data volume measurements without X2 and control plane data, and ask ETSI if any factors are missing.

HUAWEI: we could ask a general question – whether SA5 proposal is sufficient, and if there are any factors are missing.

NSN: about to define a new KPI in SA5 for the data volume, we do not think it is needed.

HUAWEI: not needed.

Conclusion: Noted.
	E//

	S5-131676
	Draft LSout proposal on Cooperation with ETSI for Energy Efficiency Measurements

E///: editorial comments:

· Eutran is better to be E-UTRAN;

· f2.Action, “f” should be a typo;

· “needs”, better to be “requirements”

NSN: thanks, and could update.

Conclusion: Revised.
	NSN
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