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Memo of Tele-Conference Call for TG3c, July 29, 2008
Date: July 29th, 2008, 10:00pm in JST

Attendees:

James Gilb (Sibeam), Reed Fisher (Oki), Shuzo Kato,  Hiroyuki Nakase, Akio Iso, Fumihide Kojima, Ryuhei Funada , Zhou Lan, Chang-Woo Pyo, Junyi Wang, Chin-Sean Sum, Tuncer Baykas, Azizur Rahman (NICT), Vered Bar, Noam Livneh (Qualcomm), Alberto Valdes-Garcia (IBM), Changsoon Choi (IHP) Bruce Bosco (Motorola), Richard Roberts (Intel), Jisung Oh, Huai-Rong Shao (Samsung), Nobuhiko Shibagaki (Hitachi), Makoto Noda, Hiroyuki Yamagishi, Keitarou Kondou (Sony), 
Discussed Documents: 
15-08-0553-00-003c-resolution-to-comments-on-common-mode-and-mmc-pnc

15-08-0552-00-003c-comment-resolution-proposed-text-on-common-mode-and-mmc-pnc.pdf
15-08-0554-01-003c-comments-on-evm-and-required-study.pdf

15-08-0555-02-003c-comment-resolution-related-to-mac.doc
15-08-0556-02-003c-comment-resolutions-related-to-mac-ppt

Action Items:

1. OFDM PHYs should provide EVM values of different modulation schemes.
2. Explain Mandatory Low Rate more in detail.
3.  Add text “The typical pulse shape filter implementation will be root raised cosine filter with roll-off fator of 0.25 ” in  EVM section of SC PHY.

4. Remove ‘only’ from the sentence ‘UEP Type 3 is only used in HSI OFDM and AV OFDM as described in 12.3.2.5 and 12.4, respectively’ in slide 6 of 08/556r2. ’

What discussed:

1 Discussion on Common Mode and MMC PNC (08/552,08/553)
1.1 All comments about Common Mode and MMC PNC are summarized.
1.2 C.S Sum stated four actions, which were agreed upon. 
1.2.1  A separate Common Mode subclause
1.2.2  Clear Definition of Common Mode parameters
1.2.3  Stating that Common Mode is mandatory for PNCs.
1.2.4  Stating that Common Mode is mandatory in Beaconing in CP.
1.3 James Gilb pointed out that there is no agreement so far that CP shall be in Common Mode. According to James Gilb every PNC capable device should send once a common mode coexistence beacon per superframe to indicate its presence. Therefore the agreement is for coexistence not interoperability.
1.4 C.S. Sum explained other possible actions about Common Mode and MMC PNCs.
1.5 C.S. Sum explained 08/552. Shuzo Kato clarified that 08/552 is a comment resolution suggestion to start discussion inside the group.
1.6 Vered Bar stated this contribution provide a very elegant solution for the problems. Although it is not agreed yet in Jacksonville, she is supporting this solution.
1.7 James Gilb stated that if there is a change in the draft, there could be more ‘No’ votes in recirculation. Shuzo Kato suggested to have more discussion on the topic. James Gilb agreed to continue discussions.
1.8 C.S. Sum explained Mandatory Low Rate is a naming convention in SC and at the moment it is mandatory only for SC devices. James Gilb stated that there should be more explanation in the text.
1.9 Vered Bar stated she is supporting all DEVs should be able receive Common Mode beacon. Jame Gilb stated that this means all DEVSs shall support Common Mode.
1.10 James Gilb pointed out that child piconets should be able to send beacons in any PHY. James Gilb stated that since we are moving text from informative to normative text, we shouldn’t repeat information. It is recommended that the last paragraph of 08/552 checked and removed if necessary.
1.11  Huai-Rong Shao asked why MMC PNCs should have common mode as parent piconet. 
1.12  Shuzo Kato stated that we agreed that MMC PNC should have Common Mode in parent piconet in Atlanta. 
2 Discussion on EVM (08/554)
2.1 The rolloff factor will be clarified for EVM.

2.2 EVM is measured in the transmitter side, hence the SNR value is not relevant
2.3 For specific EVM values, performance degradation will be examined.
3  Discussion on UEP(08/555, 08/556)
3.1 Some editorial changes are necessary in the text, including action item 4. James Gilb will assist.
3.2 The resolutions are well received.
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