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Minutes of Tele-Conference Call on May 25, 2011
Date: May 25, 2011, 7 AM EST

Attendees:
Alex Reznik (InterDigital), Ivan Reede (AmeriSys), Jari Junell, Mika Kasslin (Nokia Corporation), Reinhard Gloger (NSN), Hyunduk kang, Donghun Lee (ETRI), Tuncer Bakays, Stanislav Filin, Junyi Wang (NICT)
Discussed Documents: 

19-11-055-00-0001 Discovery of Interfering TVBDs
What discussed:
1 The TG1 chair Tuncer Baykas called the meeting to order 7:05AM EST
1.1 The chair reminded everyone IEEE patent policy
1.2 The chair made a call for essential patterns: no one came forward with any essential patents.7:07 AM
2 19-11-055-00-0001 Discovery of Interfering TVBDs
2.1 Jari Junell presented the document.
2.2 This document discusses potential ways to determine which TVBDs interfere with each other.
2.3 It was previously called “neighbor discovery”, the terminology was changed due to the comments in the last f2f meeting.
2.4 I.Reede questioned why he said that we can store results of the calculation in advance? J. Junell:  They have common interference margin value. If it is defined that for all network to be interfered, the interference level should be larger than the noise+margin, then we can store it in advance. 
2.5  I.Reede: Instead of calculating each link when a device comes in, it can be pre-calculated.  
2.6 I.Reede: The equation is validate to give the receive power when you want to communicate, which is the best case. The free space formulation can give you the strongest interference level, which is the worst case, then you can determine an interval for the interference level. 

2.7 J. Junnel clarified that he would like to see I. Reede’s contribution or modification to this document. And anyone else is also welcome.
2.8 I. Reede asked the group “Do we want the victim receiver to collect information for us?” M. Kasslin: It is not available for any TVBD to perform measure before it subscribes to the management services. 
2.9 I. Reede indicated that the interference pre-calculation is done at the operation channel and the channels they are monitoring.

2.10 M. Kasslin asked that what is the channel being used during estimation before the TVBD is given an operation channel. I. Reede: You do the estimation on each involved channels in that area.  Before turning on, the TVBD checks whether it can interfere or be interfered. 
2.11 I. Reede believes that the presentation is correct but it is just a beginning of what we are going to do. 
2.12 J. Junell clarified that there are two different issues:  (1) To find which TVBD is potential interferer, and (2) resource allocation, he indicated that I.Reede has mixed them together. I. Reede:  you have to do them anyway, since it is a dynamic process. 

2.13 M. Kasslin believes that they and I.Reede are talking about different topics.
2.14 I.Reede promised to provide some contributions to this topic. 
3 The chair suggested continuing discussion in the reflector. He made a call for any other business for today’s agenda. None. 
4 The acting chair closed the teleconference 8:00AM
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