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Minutes of Tele-Conference Call 
Date: September 31, 2011, 1 AM EST

Attendees:
Mika Kasslin, Jari Junell (Nokia Corporation), Ryo Sawai (Sony), Ivan Reede (AmeriSys), Kyunduk Kang, Donghun Lee (ETRI), Tuncer Bakays, Stanislav Filin, Junyi Wang (NICT)
Discussed Documents: 

11/88r0 Neighbor discovery simulation summary
What discussed:
1 The TG1 chair T. Baykas called the meeting to order 1:02AM 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.1:05 AM
2 J. Junell made a presentation on the document 11/88r0 Neighbor discovery simulation summary 
2.1 This presentation is a continuation to discussion about different methods to calculate which networks are neighbors to each other. 

2.2  Currently the neighborhood decision criteria is defined as “if any link between two devices of  from two networks exceeds the threshold of N+Nf+Im , the two networks are neighbors”, T. Baykas questioned on whether the group has agreed on this neighborhood decision criteria. He pointed out that the current criteria does not consider the signal strength. 
2.3 I. Reede thought that the model is over simplified since the interference margin depends on the modulation and coding method. 
2.4 J. Junell clairfied that the defined interference margin has taken those into account.  
2.5 M. Kasslin: The considered interference is the potential interference. The neighbor definition is that if you are able to interfere a device, you and the device are the neighbor. You do not lose your neighbor relationship if you change modulation, coding or transmit power. 
2.6 J. Jenell indicated that the propagation model may be far different from practical one, which may result in many errors. He believes that the decision method should as simple as possible. 
2.7 I. Reede pointed out that  the value of interference margin is a tough one to be decided. 

2.8 T. Baykas: Are you going to set one threshold  so that the mis-detection achieves some specific value? J. Jenell: we minimized the mis-detection, and at the same time considered that not too many devices are removed from the network. 
2.9 T. Baykas: what is the acceptable mis-detection rate for coexistence system? I. Reede: Very low. M.Kasslin agreed. S.Filin pointed out that if you set mis-detection rate to so low, the false-alarm rate may increase, as the result you may have so many neighbors. I .Reede agreed and amended that it is hard to set. 
2.10 I. Reede indicated that there may be some more significant metric for neighbor discovery, such as BER or capacity. S. Filin supported but he also mentioned that it is not a easy job. But I.Reede believes the model is easy to create.
2.11 J. Junell mentioned that neighborhood is defined for resource allocation. 

2.12 M. Kasslin indicated that the group has to discuss the basic concept of neighbor discovery and considers  up to which phase the neighbor discovery should be done. 
2.13 I.Reede questioned on why we need to propose something without location information. M. Kasslin: If the geo-location information of TVBD is known, it is no need to discuss, however we have some customers who cannot provide their geo-location information.  

2.14 I. Reede: Do we really need to worry those low power devices since their communication range is very small. We just need to put a margin on the top of communication range of high power device. 

2.15 M. Kasslin indicated that the range of those devices in VHF/UHF is large and very different from other bands. 

3 The chair adjourned the teleconference 2:00AM
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