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2. Agenda

1) Attendance

2) IEEE patent policy: 
http://standards.ieee.org/board/pat/pat-slideset.pdf
3) Approve the agenda.

4) Approve the minutes of the last call (on March 5).

5) Discussions:

      a) Impacts of PHY layer limitations on Inter-WRAN coexistence (e.g. the granularity of spectrum sharing among WRANs).

      b) QoS consideration in stringent coexistence situations (i.e. spectrum scarcity).

      c) Other technical issues (if any).
6) Plan for the March face-to-face meeting.   
7) Text review (if time allows).   
3. Notes

1) Wendong Hu did the roll call at 7:02PM EST.

2) No one claimed they were unfamiliar with the IEEE patent policy.

3) The agenda was approved unanimously. 

4) The minutes for 05 March teleconference were approved unanimously.

5) The group started the discussions with the issue on “PHY layer impacts on inter-WRAN coexistence”. Wendong asked Gerald to give a summary on this issue. For facilitating the discussion, Gerald suggested using the power point presentation document “22-08-0xxx-00-0000_Coexistence Capacity Allocation Method.ppt” that he distributed on the reflector on March 05, 2008.

6) Based on his presentation, Gerald concluded that Inter-frame capacity allocation seems to be the only reasonable alternative for accommodating coexistence limitations at the PHY layer.
7) Monisha questioned whether the coexistence schemes should be used for resolving non co-channel spectrum sharing among WRAN cells. Wendong clarified that the coexistence mechanism in 802.22 has to address the problem of the co-channel sharing among WRAN cells in the spectrum scarcity situations.
8) Dave stated the MAP collision problem could be solved by scheduling different time instances for different BS to transmit their own MAPs. Wendong said that would require additional complexity for coordinating the MAP transmissions among the cells.

9) Dave stated that intra-frame capacity allocation method would work in some scenarios by statically allocating different upstream slots for the coexisting cells. Gerald disagreed with that statement considering the facts that a 7-symbol allocation interval has to be maintained for each WRAN cell and FDMA/sub-channel-based channel sharing is not feasible due to the PHY limitation.  
10) Gerald suggested that SCH payload needs to be the same for all BSs in the same area and CPEs will decode the strongest one, which might come from an adjacent BS.
11) Dave questioned how a CPE is able to identify the operating BSs in the area if only one SCH is to be used? Gerald responded that the MAC addresses of all BSs in the area would have to be included in the SCH transmitted by each BS.

12) Monisha questioned if the first frame would be usable if the same (strongest) SCH be used for all coexisting cells. She further suggested that a preamble should precede every regular frame. 

13) Gerald suggested that the common SCH can be used to carry the frame allocation information within a superframe for all coexisting WRAN cells, each of which would at least get one frame per super-frame. He further stated that it should limit the number of co-channel WRA cells to be no more than 16.
14) George mentioned that a robust SCH would allow for the granularity of a frame or multiple frames to be shared among BSs, but the sub-frame allocation scheme would have to be redesigned or abandoned.  Monisha pointed out that if the MAPs were not being sent in the case of continuous allocations, then this sub-frame allocation could be used.  George also pointed out that having too many BSs share frames on a round-robin basis would cause loss of QoS.

15) Gerald suggested that the 802.22 standard might consider having two operation modes: normal mode (with minimum overhead) and robust coexistence mode (in case of co-channel coexistence). He stated that the question would be how and when these two modes should be switched for all WRAN cells. Wendong responded that an on-demand based approach can dynamically adjust the WRAN operations for both the non-coexisting and the coexisting situations.  
16) Apurva requested to have 30-45 minutes in the face-to-face meeting in Orlando. Wendong responded that this would depend on the time availability and the working group chair’s decision on what the major focuses of the meeting are.
17) Steve Shellhammer suggested that Wendong to provide a summary/overview presentation on coexistence in Orlando. 

18) Wendong said he will request 4 2-hour time slots for resolving the coexistence issues in Orlando.

19) The group suggested that the focus in the face-to-face meeting should be to achieve agreements/consensus in principle, and leave the section-by-section text review to the comment resolution phase.
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