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TG2 Items of Discussion

· Comment 282 which has been deferred.  Do we remove the text in Section 6.14.5 from the Draft and insert it into the RP?  What is the proper document for this text that describes the control of the maximum transmit EIRP at the CPEs and BS (EIRP Profile)?  Action: Section 6.14.5 was copied and pasted into the RP.
· We can recommend two special kinds of CPEs that would be installed by a BS operator for his own use.  Bridge CPE to be used for relaying or extending or linking two BS coverage areas.  A Bridge CPE is comprised of two CPEs back-to-back at layer 2.  Coexistence or Contention CPE to be used for passing CBP packets between nodes in intersecting WRAN cells.  The Contention CPE is comprised of two directional antennas.  One antenna is pointed towards the associated BS while the other is pointed towards the nearby BS which needs to be signalled of the associated BS’s presence.  The antenna intended to be used to transmit CBP packets will not be used to receive.  Action:  Add these types of CPEs to the RP.  Make the main group aware of these types of CPEs so that the standard can prepare itself for this type of operation (maybe new MAC messages, etc.?).
· Comment 930 which has been deferred.  Should Annexes A and B in the standard be moved to the RP?
· Assume that a beacon is detected.  Should the node that detected the beacon stay on the channel and authenticate the beacon or should it go ahead and vacate.  Would it be easier to do in-band or out-of-band sensing to detect the MSF1?  Is this consideration appropriate for TG2?  More specifically, as soon as a CPE detects a TG1 beacon sync-burst, it should vacate, try to authenticate out-of-band, and search for a legitimate beacon which may be hidden.  This is true because it will be difficult to stay on channel to authenticate because it would require longer quiet periods.  Even if a rogue beacon is detected, there might be a legitimate beacon underneath.  Action:  This process needs to be explained in detail in a section of the RP.
· What outside plant /inside plant implementation recommendations are necessary in the RP for the purposes of inter-manufacturing compatibility and public safety.  Action: find existing documents that explain these things and bring the appropriate text into the RP (ENG and telco installation procedures and considerations, for example).
· Aggregate interference (multiple WRAN terminals into incumbent services) as was presented and discussed by Steve Shellhammer and Cheng Shan.  Action: discuss with Steve and Cheng and move appropriate text from their presentations into the RP.  Aggregate interference will result in a “fudge factor” that will be included into the Incumbent Database Service.
· Text on interference from incumbent services into the WRAN service needs to be developed.  The closer an operator installs his BS to a high-power DTV transmitter, for example, the more his service area will be affected.  A BS’s service radius will be decreased due to an increase of interference power caused by the DTV transmitter.
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Abstract


Items for discussion during the two meetings allocated to TG2 during the 2008 July Plenary Session are listed in this document.
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