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1. Introduction
 Solutions for energy saving for UMTS have been proposed ([1] to [5]) and text proposals to TR 25.927 corresponding to the solutions were proposed in [7] to [12]. The TR aims at capturing all the solution discussed in a single report providing the reader clear understanding of the proposed solution, impacts and an analysis of pain Vs gain. Below we propose our view on how to progress the study and capture the discussions in the TR.

2. Discussion

Solutions were proposed to be evaluated based on [13]. Several solutions were proposed for energy savings for UMTS. Skeleton of TR has been agreed in [6]. For each of the solution, clause 7 describing the technical concepts and the pros and cons is required to be captured. Further the TR should also capture the quantitative impact for each of the solution proposed. More detailed evaluation has been provided for some proposed solution then the other. Solutions are backward compatible to varying degree so are the gains.
It is our view that in order to make further discussions more efficient, clause 7 of the TR should be updated to capture the technical concept of each of the proposed solutions, areas where the gains are observed, and areas of impact - including standardization impact. 
Further evaluation based on [13] and quantitative analysis would be required to understand the pain vs. gain for each of the proposed solutions, and these details would be captured when this is complete. It is understood that in some cases, this may have a high dependency on implementation, and the text would need to be flexible enough to address that.
We propose to capture below aspect in TR 25.927 for each of the solution as priority from this meeting.

· Proposed concept
· Scenarios where the gains are envisaged (e.g. Power saving for all UE’s, Power saving in Idle mode etc)
· Areas of impact (E.g. mobility, state transition time etc) 

· Standardisation impact (e.g. identification of the protocol layers)

Proposal

The following is proposed:
Proposal 1: RAN1 to agree to capture each of the technical concepts, identifying the areas of gains, impacts and open issues.
Proposal 2: RAN1 to further discuss and agree on the evaluation of each solution, providing quantitative analysis of the pain vs. Gain to be captured into the TR once this has been completed.
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