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These are the minutes of IEEE 802.15 PSC Study group meeting held at the Okinawa Convention Centre, Sept 19 - 23. 2011.

 Monday Sept 19th, 2011


1. The Chair called the meeting to order at 10:30am.
2. Chairman: Myung Lee, Secretary: Chanho Yoon
3. IEEE Patent Policy slides were shown. 
4. The chair asked if there were any questions. None heard.
5. The agenda for the meeting is : Doc. #15-11-0618-01
6. Attendees were asked to use both the sign-in sheet provided and the IEEE 802 attendance management system. 
7. There were no objections on approving the mintues on last SG PSC meeting in San Francisco Doc. #15-11-0554-00
8. The chair presented an overview and a summary of main (as well as distinctive) features defined/required so far in the PSC study group.
9. The 802.15 chair, Robert Heile, asked for a representive summary (clear statement) of the current PSC status.  He commented on narrowing down the scope for higher chance of getting approval for the EC and Nescom level.
10. One of the critisims received from Robert Heile is that the main features of the PSC try to jam three different standards (proposed by Samsung, LG, and ETRI) into one.  In other words, the scope of SG PSC lacks cohesiveness. .  
11. Operating frequency bands should preferably be narrowed down to a single band.  
12. The reason/need for a new standard (so called 802.15.8) is true but it seems to cover all of the existing MAC features. 
13. Seung-Hoon Park from presented the latest version of PAR & 5C draft from Samsung’s point of view. 
14. Since the applications defined by major leaders of PSC are so diverse, Jinkyung Kim suggested to constraint the use cases in de-centralized coordination based peer-to-peer communication cases.  
15. The group agreed on creating a new study group.
16. The meeting recessed in 12:30pm
17. The group reconvened at 1:30pm
18. The group agreed on removing some part of the scope suggested by three different companies and place infrastructureless fully distributed peer-to-peer communications as the main feature of the new study group.
19. The group decided to create a new study group temporarily as Proximity Peer Communications (PPC).  The group agreed upon again the idea that non-centralized distributive communication should be the key feature of the PPC.
20. The chair gathered and organized the group’s opinions on the need, purpose, and scope of the PPC.
21. The group agreed to have an ad hoc meeting session in Tuesday AM2 slot time.
22. The group agreed on creating a new PAR & 5C for PPC on following sessions.
Tuesday Sept 20th, 2011

23. The group reconvened at 10:30am. 
24. The group examined the distinctive PHY and MAC features of PPC that were discussed on Monday.  
25. The chair presented the revised PAR to Robert Heile.
26. Heile commented on putting an effort to specify typical data rate and operating band in the scope.
27. However, he commented that current distinctive key feature of this group is heading toward a right direction with higher chance of getting TG approval.
28. In addition, the typical use case for PAR should also be provided.
29. The group also agreed to change the name of the prospective study group as “Peer Aware Communications (PAC)”. 
30. The meeting recessed in 12:30pm.
31. The group reconvened at 1:30pm.
32. There were arguments on putting sub 3GHz band as the typical operating band because some members are more interested in the band above 3GHz.  Though most of the features are in agreement, the decision on specific operation band is not. 
33. The chair proposed to cancel a session of Wednesday AM1 and Thursday AM1 time slot as the group added three time slots Tuedsday.  The group agreed.
Wednesday Sept 21th, 2011

34. The group reconvened at 1:30pm to continue discussion on whether developing a single MAC supporting both below 3GHz band and above 60GHz band is appropriate or splitting the prospective Taks Group into two (i.e. separate MAC) is preferable.  
35. Future plan: a tutorial at 802.15.WNG in November plenary meeting, Atlanta.
36. The meeting recessed in 2:10pm. 
37. The group reconvened at 2:30pm.  
38. Robert Heile reviewed the current issue on putting multiple operating bands into a single SG.  His suggestion was to form a single SG and then decide the mandatory operating band(s) by the majority of use cases and market needs before entering the TG level. 
39. The group agreed to reconvene at AM2 session in Thursday.
40. The meeting recessed at 3:30pm.
Thursday Sept 22th, 2011

41. The group reconvened at 10:30am 
42. The group overviewed/revised the “call for PAC presentations” document.  
43. The release date of presentation materials will be: Sept. 27, 2011. 
44. The close date of presentation materials will be: Oct. 24, 2011.
45. The meeting adjourned until next session in November, Atlanta, GA.
The next meeting will be held during Sept. 6-11, 2011, at the Hyatt Regency Atlanta, Atlanta, GA.
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