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1. Introduction
In the last meeting, a set of evaluation tables were captured for ES scenarios for LTE coverage layer in the TR 36.887 [1]. This paper would like to fill in each the evaluation tables for the issues for single compensating eNB deployment scenario and multiple compensating eNBs deployment scenario as shown in the corresponding updates for the TR 36.887 in the Annex. 
2. References

[1] 3GPP TR 36.887 V0.4.0 (2013-11) Study on Energy Saving Enhancement for E-UTRAN (Release 12)
Annex – Text proposal for TR 36.887 V0.4.0
5.2.3
Solutions evaluation 

Issue 1 
The solutions for this issue are evaluated and compared in the table 5.2.3-1 below.

Table 5.2.3-1 Evaluation of solutions for issue 1
	
	Solution 1.1
	Solution 1.2
	Solution 1.3

	Complexity
	Mid
	Mid
	Mid

	Potential ES gain
	High
	High
	High

	Specification impact
	Mid, RAN spec
	Low
	Mid, OAM spec

	OAM impact
	Low
	Mid, more cell configurations required
	High

	eNB impact
	Mid
	Mid
	Low

	UE impact
	Low
	Low
	Low


Issue 2 
The solutions for this issue are evaluated and compared in the table 5.2.3-2 below.

Table 5.2.3-2 Evaluation of solutions for issue 2
	
	Solution 2.1
	Solution 2.2

	Complexity
	Low
	Low

	Potential ES gain
	High
	High

	Specification impact
	Low
	Low

	OAM impact
	Low
	Low

	eNB impact
	Low
	Low

	UE impact
	Low
	Low


Issue 3 
The solutions for this issue are evaluated and compared in the table 5.2.3-3 below.
Table 5.2.3-3 Evaluation of solutions for issue 3

	
	Solution 3.1 
	Solution 3.2
	Solution 3.3
	Solution 3.4
	Solution 3.5

	Complexity
	Low
	Low
	Low
	Mid
	High

	Potential ES gain
	High
	High
	Mid, multiple carriers required
	High
	Mid or High

	Specification impact
	Low
	Low
	Low
	Mid
	Mid or high

	OAM impact
	Low
	Low
	Low
	Low
	Low

	eNB impact
	Low
	Low
	Low
	Mid
	Mid or high

	UE impact
	Low
	Low
	Low
	Low
	Mid or high


Issue 4 
The solutions for this issue are evaluated and compared in the table 5.2.3-4 below.
Table 5.2.3-4 Evaluation of solutions for issue 4
	
	Solution 4.1
	Solution 4.2

	Complexity
	Mid
	Mid

	Potential ES gain
	Mid, multiple carriers required
	Mid, multiple carriers required

	Specification impact
	Mid
	Mid

	OAM impact
	Mid
	Mid

	eNB impact
	Mid
	Mid

	UE impact
	Low
	Low


Issue 5 
The solution for this issue is evaluated in the table 5.2.3-5 below.
Table 5.2.3-5 Evaluation of solution for issue 5
	
	Solution 5.1

	Complexity
	Mid

	Potential ES gain
	Mid or high

	Specification impact
	Mid

	OAM impact
	High

	eNB impact
	Low

	UE impact
	Low


5.3.3
Solutions evaluation 

Issue 1 
The solutions for this issue are evaluated and compared in the table 5.3.3-1 below.

Table 5.3.3-1 Evaluation of solutions for issue 1
	
	Solution 1.1
	Solution 1.2
	Solution 1.3

	Complexity
	Mid
	Mid
	Mid

	Potential ES gain
	High
	High
	High

	Specification impact
	Mid, RAN spec
	Low
	Mid, OAM spec

	OAM impact
	Low
	Mid, more cell configurations required
	High

	eNB impact
	Mid
	Mid
	Low

	UE impact
	Low
	Low
	Low


Issue 2 
The solutions for this issue are evaluated and compared in the table 5.3.3-2 below.

Table 5.3.3-2 Evaluation of solutions for issue 2
	
	Solution 2.1
	Solution 2.2

	Complexity
	Low
	Low

	Potential ES gain
	High
	High

	Specification impact
	Low
	Low

	OAM impact
	Low
	Low

	eNB impact
	Low
	Low

	UE impact
	Low
	Low


Issue 3 
The solutions for this issue are evaluated and compared in the table 5.3.3-3 below.
Table 5.3.3-3 Evaluation of solutions for issue 3

	
	Solution 3.1
	Solution 3.2
	Solution 3.3
	Solution 3.4
	Solution 3.5

	Complexity
	Low
	Low
	Low
	Mid
	High

	Potential ES gain
	High
	High
	Mid, multiple carriers required
	High
	Mid or High

	Specification impact
	Low
	Low
	Low
	Mid
	Mid or high

	OAM impact
	Low
	Low
	Low
	Low
	Low

	eNB impact
	Low
	Low
	Low
	Mid
	Mid or high

	UE impact
	Low
	Low
	Low
	Low
	Mid or high


Issue 4 
The two solutions for this issue are evaluated and compared in the table 5.3.3-4 below.
Table 5.3.3-4 Evaluation of solutions for issue 4
	
	Solution 4.1
	Solution 4.2

	Complexity
	Mid
	Mid

	Potential ES gain
	Mid, multiple carriers required
	Mid, multiple carriers required

	Specification impact
	Mid
	Mid

	OAM impact
	Mid
	Mid

	eNB impact
	Mid
	Mid

	UE impact
	Low
	Low


Issue 6 
The solution for this issue is evaluated in the table 5.3.3-5 below.
Table 5.3.3-5 Evaluation of solution for issue 6
	
	Solution 6.1

	Complexity
	Mid

	Potential ES gain
	Mid or high

	Specification impact
	Mid

	OAM impact
	High

	eNB impact
	Low

	UE impact
	Low
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