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1   Introduction
The solution for LTE coverage layer contains a number of issues with multiple possible solutions, and the baseline evaluation tables for these solutions have been captured in the TR. In this paper we propose updates to the evaluation table and proposed how to conclude this work.
2   Discussion

2.1   Possibility of re-using the existing dormant indicator

For solution 1.2 and 2.1 there has been an assumption that the existing indication used for energy saving can be reused. We believe that this may be the case, but we do not exclude that a new indicator (or a new enumerated value) would be needed. The main reason is that these two types of energy savings are quite different. 

In the new solution we are discussing, the actions are coordinated over a number of cells and when the ES is switched off, the coverage is replaced by another cell. It may be beneficial for the neighbour cells to know this in order to reduce the impact on the mobility from neighbours into the area that changed the configuration.

Proposal 1: We propose to add a sentence to the specification impact of solution 1.2: Depending on if the current dormant indication can be re-used. May need a new enumerated value for the state.
2.2   Informing neighbours of coverage re-configuration and impact on MRO

Although solutions in 1.X and 2.X are defined as separate issues, the chosen solution may be used to solve both. Further, if we have a solution addressing impact on MRO, the energy saving cell and compensating cell could inform neighbour when switching off or compensating is performed, the neighbour will be aware of the coverage change of energy saving cell and compensating cell and could prevent handover to these cells, or perform multiple preparations to potential cells. 

In solution 1.2 and 2.1, if the cell that modifies the coverage always change the PCI, the UEs which could remain in the cell after the switch anyway need to be handed over to another cell to keep the connection. We believe that this would have a too big impact on the UEs and therefore suggest excluding solution 1.2 and 2.1 from the TR. And if we exclude these solutions, the solutions for issue 4 will also not be needed.

The difference between solutions 1.1 and1.3 are smaller, and we believe the most suitable solution can be selected at a later stage (when/if we move to WI phase).

But we also realize that there is a relationship between the discussion in ES coverage layer and SON for AAS. In SON for AAS, the problem is similar. The cell changes it coverage configuration and the neighbours need to be informed. The discussed solution involves using different ECGIs (which simplifies the impact on the functionality outside RAN3’s scope) but adds the possibility to re-use the PCI (which reduces the impact on UE in active mode and the impact on PCI planning). 
Therefore, we propose to take this into account when writing the conclusion part of the evaluation.

Proposal 2: We propose to capture in the conclusion that:

· There are benefits of re-using the PCI and this should not be precluded from the final solution

· There are benefits of changing the ECGI and this could be evaluated in a possible WI phase

· The need for explicit signalling to notify neighbours of a state change should be discussed in a possible WI phase

2.3   How to provide continuous service to RRC-Connected UEs

For the solutions addressing issue3, solution 3.2, 3.3 and 3.4 are complementing and mainly implementation dependent. Solution 3.3 may require further enhancements to handle cases with a large number of simultaneous handover preparations to neighbour cells. 

For solution 3.1 and 3.5, we need to further evaluate if the benefit will justify the complexity. 
Proposal 3: We propose to capture in the conclusion that:

· That solution 3.2, 3.3 and 3.4 are possible to use without any standard impact and that any additional optimization needed can be discussed in a possible WI phase.

· That solutions 3.1 and 3.5 is set to lower priority and requires further evaluation of benefit and complexity  before it is agreed 

3   Conclusion / Proposals
We propose: 

Proposal 1: We propose to add a sentence to the specification impact of solution 1.2: Depending on if the current dormant indication can be re-used. May need a new enumerated value for the state.

Proposal 2: We propose to capture in the conclusion that:

· There are benefits of re-using the PCI and this should not be precluded from the final solution

· There are benefits of changing the ECGI and this could be evaluated in a possible WI phase

· The need for explicit signalling to notify neighbours of a state change should be discussed in a possible WI phase

Proposal 3: We propose to capture in the conclusion that:

· That solution 3.2, 3.3 and 3.4 are possible to use without any standard impact and that any additional optimization needed can be discussed in a possible WI phase.

· That solutions 3.1 and 3.5 is set to lower priority and requires further evaluation of benefit and complexity  before it is agreed 
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