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1 Introduction
For the mobile operators to decrease their power consumption, the study item on energy saving is investigated. It will help to better utilize the resources without to much impact on their networks. But as it is stated in the SID, the scenarios should be valid and based on the cells and networks load situation [1].
“Energy saving solutions identified in this study item should be justified by valid scenario(s), and based on cell/network load situation. Impacts on legacy and new terminals when introducing an energy saving solution should be carefully considered.” 
The intention with this contribution is not to point out contributions; it should rather be seen as a reminder to make the simulations and assumptions made more valid, and hence more related to real scenarios.
2 Discussion
We have seen that some assumptions made in contributions, might give good results in simulations, but might not be that useful for operators. An operator provides subscriptions for their customers. These customers pay for the operators’ services and when they would like to use them they want what they pay for. When they are paying for using the EUTRAN they do not want to use GERAN/UTRAN instead if they cannot provide them with the same QoS.
In [2, 3, 4] they talk about closing down EUTRAN, as it is intended in [1], to save energy in their provided scenarios. Of course it can be relevant if we are talking about a limited area, but for larger areas it seems unreasonable. This because, as stated earlier, if the operators have customers paying about 70 €/month for EUTRAN services, they are not interested in using just GERAN/UTRAN that they could have got for maybe 20 €/month. In [2 and 4] they also turn off one of the carriers in the HSPA network. This means that they just have one carrier left to provide the services asked for. These actions made in the contributions will of course save power for the operator, but will they also keep the operators customers satisfied?
Instead of completely turn off e.g., EUTRAN, a scenario like the one in [5] might be more valid. Where 80 % of the EUTRAN cells in one area is turned off, but the rest (20 %) maintain the coverage of the EUTRAN. This means that a customer still can use what they pay for, and hopefully can keep them satisfied.
3 Summary
We would like to bring 3GPP WG3 to the attention of the above and would like them to consider it before new simulations are made. 
4 References
[1]
RP-100674, CMCC, “Updated Study Item Proposal, Network Energy Saving for E-UTRAN”, 3GPP TSG RAN#48, Seoul, Korea, 1st – 4th June, 2010.
[2]
R3-102474, TNO, Huawei, Telefonica, “Text proposal on Inter-RAT Energy Saving Analysis”, 3GPP TSG RAN WG3 Meeting #69, Madrid, Spain, 23rd – 27th  August 2010.
[3]
R3-102746, ZTE, “Discussion on energy saving enhancement”, 3GPP TSG RAN WG3 Meeting #69-bis, Xian, China, 11-15 October 2010.
[4]
R3-103072, TNO, Huawei, CMCC, Alcatel-Lucent, “Load exchange interval selection in inter-RAT energy saving”, 3GPP TSG RAN WG3 Meeting #69-bis, Xian, China, 11-15 October 2010.
[5]
R3-102855, Mitsubishi Electric, “Negotiation-based algorithm for ES compensations”, 3GPP TSG RAN WG3 Meeting #69-bis, Xian, China, 11-15 October 2010.
