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26th – 30th August 2013
Source: SI Rapporteur

Meeting Minutes of 
BTS Energy Savings telco#12
1. DATE AND TIME 

Friday, 28th June 2013, 10.00 – 11.30 CEST.
2. PARTICIPANTS
Alcatel-Lucent: Mr. Antonello Pisu
Com-Research: Mr. Hans Kalveram
Ericsson: Mr. Mårten Sundberg
Huawei: Mr. Chao Luo
Nokia Siemens Networks: Mr. Juergen Hofmann (Moderator)
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 
No contribution was submitted under this agenda item.
3. Technical Contributions to BTSEnergy 

Two contributions were submitted under this agenda item.

The first contribution entitled Further Aspects on Performance Evaluations for BCCH Power Saving from Nokia Siemens Networks was presented by Mr. Juergen Hofmann. The contribution included considerations on modelling aspects related to user affiliation, user mobility, user handling when leaving the service area and on short distance propagation and suggested to provide descriptions of these aspects for the candidate solutions. In addition the difference in radio quality on BCCH and TCH layer that was reported in a former contribution by Ericsson was also observed for the 2/2/2 scenario.
Discussion: 

The discussion is recorded according to the raised aspects in sections 2.1 to 2.5. 

Related to section 2.1, user affiliation process, Huawei remarked that the traffic load averaged over all cell sites should be constant, not in regard to one cell site and thought that the user affiliation model will impact the results. Ericsson felt that the creation of the traffic load should be taken into account and stated that an average load over all cell sites had been used in their simulation. Information on the process was considered beneficial. 

Related to section 2.2, user mobility model, Huawei remarked that a random movement is appropriate. Ericsson confirmed that they also use a random movement model. Need for a description of the mobility procedure was seen by Huawei and Ericsson. 
Related to section 2.3, user handling when leaving the service area, Huawei inquired if this is needed since propagation wrap around being used. Ericsson commented that the indicated issue may be a problem if propagation wrap around was not used, which was not the case in their evaluation. Nokia Siemens Networks clarified that the service area issue exists independent of propagation wrap around, since the simulation identifies a finite element model in this regard. Ericsson agreed that some description of the process is beneficial.   
Related to section 2.4, modelling of short distance propagation, Ericsson commented that a different modelling could yield different results and stated that they have implemented a short range propagation model different to applying minimum coupling loss model. Nokia Siemens Networks asked information on the type of propagation model which was been used for short distance but no further details were provided. Need for a description of the short range propagation model was also seen by Ericsson.   
Related to section 2.5, quality difference on BCCH and TCH layer, Ericsson welcomed the evaluation and asked clarification about the frequency band and the C/I definition and remarked that the distribution for BCCH layer is somewhat different to their results earlier presented to GERAN#54. Nokia Siemens Networks clarified that the frequency band was 900 MHz and the deployment related to coverage scenario with 2000 m cell radius. The C/I definition on the x-axis of Figure 1 was based on all co-and adjacent interferers while propagation wrap around was not used. It was also clarified that RF synthesizer hopping was assumed in the simulation. Alcatel-Lucent raised that the real cell deployment is inhomogeneous and hence transmit power may be reduced due to power reduction on BCCH carrier, and how this is being taken into account. Nokia Siemens Networks felt that there is a link between power reduction on BCCH carrier and the inhomogeneous cell deployment, in that level of power reduction on BCCH carrier may be different for cells in such deployment.  

The Moderator then asked feedback on the raised aspects in sections 2.4 how to deal with them for candidate solutions. The result is captured in the conclusion.
Conclusion: 
The Moderator summarized the achieved agreement: 
1) Regarding the description of user affiliation process, raised in section 2.1, this will be reworded to traffic load creation process. The common understanding is that information on this aspect may be provided by the proponent.
2) Regarding the description of the user mobility model, raised in section 2.2, it was agreed that the proponent should provide a rough description along the performance results. 

3) Regarding the user handling at service area boundary, raised in section 2.3, this will be reworded to handling of service area border effects. The common understanding is that information on this aspect may be provided by the proponent.

4) Regarding the description of the propagation model for shorter distances, raised in section 2.4, the clarification of applicability for both cell sizes was agreed as well as that the proponent should provide a rough description on modelling of short distance propagation along the performance results. 

The contribution was noted.
The second contribution entitled Proposed Changes to TR 45.926 V1.2.0, from Nokia Siemens Networks was submitted under this agenda item and was presented by Mr. Juergen Hofmann. It contained refinements of the latest TR version approved at GERAN#58 in regard to the mentioned 4 aspects in the discussion paper, i.e. user affiliation, user mobility model, handling of user at service area boundary and modelling of short distance propagation. 
Discussion: 

No further comments were provided.
Conclusion: 

The Moderator concluded that according to the reached agreement for the discussion paper the TR will be modified to state that a description of the user mobility model should be provided, whilst information on the traffic load creation and on handling of service area border effects is provided on voluntary basis by the proponent. The changes in regard to the propagation model in Table 6.4-1 were agreed.

The contribution was noted. 
4. Work Plan

No contribution was submitted under this agenda item. The Moderator mentioned that a revised work plan will be issued to GERAN#59.
5. AOB 

None.
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