March, 1994
      DOC: IEEE P802.11-94/xxx

August 2015
 IEEE P802.19-15/0068r0

IEEE P802.19
Wireless Coexistence
	Project
	IEEE P802.19 Coexistence WG

	Title
	Conference Call Minutes

	Date Submitted
	[August 5, 2015]

	Source
	[Stephen J. Shellhammer]
[Qualcomm, Inc.]
[5775 Morehouse Drive]

[San Diego, CA 92121]
	Voice:
[(858) 658-1874]
E-mail:
[shellhammer@ieee.org]

	Re:
	[]

	Abstract
	[Conference Call Minutes]


	Purpose
	[]

	Notice
	This document has been prepared to assist the IEEE P802.19.  It is offered as a basis for discussion and is not binding on the contributing individual(s) or organization(s). The material in this document is subject to change in form and content after further study. The contributor(s) reserve(s) the right to add, amend or withdraw material contained herein.

	Release
	The contributor acknowledges and accepts that this contribution becomes the property of IEEE and may be made publicly available by P802.19.


August 4, 2015 Conference Call
Agenda
· Attendance

· Ensure everyone is familiar with the IEEE Patent Policy

· https://development.standards.ieee.org/myproject/Public/mytools/mob/slideset.pdf 

· Document 802.19-15/55r3 (Ben Lampert)

· Document 802.19-15/63r4 (Andrew Myles)

· Additional Discussion
Notes

· Ben Lampert presented document 802.19-15/55r3.
· Q: Does the test cover licensed.  A: Yes 

· Q: How does this fit in the design process.  Do we have time to do testing?  Is equipment available?  A: There is some test data available.

· Q: Any LAA equipment available.  A: None yet that I am aware of

· Comment:  Maybe we ask when LAA equipment will be available for testing
· Comment:  Maybe we can make a recommendation on how to get started as soon as possible.

· Comment: 3GPP plans to be done by December

· Q: If 3GPP accepts this proposal, who would do these tests?  A: Either WFA or another test lab.  We could agree on the test plan and anyone could do it.

· Comment: Make sure it is clear that this is coexistence testing.

· Comment: Another test lab is the National  Advanced Spectrum and Communications Network (NASCTN), put together by NIST
· Q: Is the presumption that it is downlink only?  A: Could be both.  Comment: Then you would need licensed if you do downlink only.
· Andrew Myles presented document 802.19-15/63r4
· Q: Why use the term Wi-Fi and not 802.11.  A: Will add a note in the front indicate Wi-Fi means 802.11.  Comment:  Prefer 802.11 where appropriate.
· Comment: We should be precise with our terms
· Explanations of these terms is valuable.

· Comment: On Page 18, if you change “Wi-Fi” to “802.11” the following sub-bullets do not refer to -77 dBm in 802.11

· Comment: If you add references to Broadcom and Cisco that is okay.

· Comment: If it is not in 802.11, then references are needed
· Comment: IEEE 802 recommendations should be based on IEEE standard
· Comment:  Our recommendation does not need to be in the current standard
· Comment:  Please add references
· Comment: Change from “Wi-Fi” to “802.11”

· Comment: This is no energy detect.  You have preamble detect and then something else.  Andrew will review
· Comment: Slide 10 is very negative.  It should be rewritten or removed.

· Comment: We should propose a specific collaboration process

· Comment:  Recommend the IEEE public review process

· If people object to specific parts of the presentation please send comments to the reflector with specific recommendations
· Rogers Marks presented document 802.19-15/60r1

· C: Scenario 3, the carrier aggregation occurs in the Small cell.  This is dual connectivity A: It allows ideal or non-ideal backhaul.  If you avoid interference through synchronization you need ideal backhaul.  They have not simulated non-ideal backhaul. A: Then there are solutions of shared licensed spectrum for Macro and Small cell

· C: This seems to focus on the licensed spectrum.  Q: How does this affect our concern of coexistence in unlicensed spectrum?   A: The timing between the Macro and the Small cell can affect unlicensed spectrum.  C: In talking to 3GPP they do not seem to be concerned about this issue.  A: They are not really simulating carrier aggregation between Macro and Small cell.

· Q: How do we merge these presentations?  A: We should have a common format and style.  Combine into three sections.

· Q: Can the three authors work offline to combine these presentations into one

· C: If we present three presentations that will dilute the message

· Roger and Ben can prep their presentations to be merged with Andrew and Andrew will be combine into one.
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