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1
Introduction
It is proposed to include this list in the annex of 36.887.

Changes compared to R3-132268
-
On F2, additional clarification on TP that’s if an ES solution has negative impact on a feature, the ES solution needs to provide solution for the feature
-
Rewording of A2, basically using parts of the original text and the one provided in R3-132268.
-
The requirement on UE power consumption (former A4) is moved to the respective evaluation criterion.
2
Agreed changes
Annex A(informative): Requirements for Rel-12 energy saving solutions
	Requirements
	Description

	Feasibility
	Candidate solutions should be easily implemented with existing technology and/or realistic changes to the standards.
F1: Aligned to previous agreements in 3GPP (architecture, principles, …)

F2: If a negative impact on other functionality (e.g. OTDOA, PWS, MRO, solutions for energy saving described in annex X, …) is identified a solution for the issue is provided
F3: Solutions shall be backwards compatible

	Applicability
	Verification against the scope of the SI as added in the TR.

A1: User accessibility should be guaranteed when a cell transfers to energy saving mode
A2:  Solutions provided shall be backwards compatible and enable ES gain also for deployments with legacy UEs.
A3: Solutions shall not impact the Uu physical layer

A4: Avoid coverage compensation if it is not necessary.
A5: Interference levels shall be approximately equal or lower when the network enters energy saving mode.
A6: UE QoS experience should be taken into consideration when developing energy saving solutions.
Requirements A4, A5 and A6 are applicable to LTE Coverage Layer Solutions


Annex B: Evaluation Criteria for R-12 energy saving solutions
	Criteria
	Description

	Complexity
	Candidate solutions should not be too complex when implemented in practice. This criterion evaluates on how many messages exchanging or calculations or network/eNodeB states visible in the interfaces are needed for the solutions. 

	Potential ES gain
	The potential gain of candidate solutions for saving the energy should be evaluated. Quantitative indication based rough calculation of ES gain should be added relative to the energy saving scenarios described in TR36.887.

	Specification impact
	The specification impact shall be described and evaluated.

	OAM impact
	The OAM impact shall be described and evaluated.

	eNB impact
	The eNB impact shall be described and evaluated.

	UE impact
	The UE impact and requirement for optional UE features shall be described and evaluated. The aspect of UE power consumption shall be taken into account.
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