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1. Attendance

Gerald Chouinard (CRC Canada)

Winston Caldwell (FOX)

Nancy Bravin (self)

2. Agenda

         1) Record Attendance

         2) Announce IEEE patent policy:

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

         4) Approve minutes of the last call

https://mentor.ieee.org/802.22/dcn/09/22-09-0190-00-0000-coexistence-conference-call-minutes-thu-8-october-2009.doc

         5) Discuss comments: CID 569 - 625.

         6) Other business.

3. Notes

1) Gerald chaired the meeting in replacement of Jianfeng.  He recorded the attendance.

2) A citation to the IEEE patent policy was provided with the announcement of the meeting.  No one indicated being unfamiliar with the IEEE patent policy.

3) The agenda was approved as presented.

4) The minutes of last call (October 8th) were approved as presented.

5) Resolution of  comments

a. 569:  Accept.  The sentence is to be removed as proposed.

b. 570:  Accept.  Sentence is modified as proposed

c. 571:  Defer.  Since this comment relates to the relative merit of scheduling versus contention for the use of the SCW and the nature of the CBP mechanism, more discussion is needed at the system level.

d. 572:  Defer.  Since this comment relates to the relative merit of scheduling versus contention for the use of the SCW and the nature of the CBP mechanism, more discussion is needed at the system level.

e. 576:  Defer.  Since this comment relates to the relative merit of scheduling versus contention for the use of the SCW and the nature of the CBP mechanism, more discussion is needed at the system level.

f. 579:  Defer.  Since this comment relates to the relative merit of scheduling versus contention for the use of the SCW and the nature of the CBP mechanism, more discussion is needed at the system level.

g. 580:  Defer.  Since this comment relates to the relative merit of scheduling versus contention for the use of the SCW and the nature of the CBP mechanism, more discussion is needed at the system level.

h. 581:  Defer.  Since this comment relates to the relative merit of scheduling versus contention for the use of the SCW and the nature of the CBP mechanism, more discussion is needed at the system level.

i. 582:  Defer.  More discussion is needed at the system level to find a way to make sure that WRAN operators will implement reliable inter-cell CBP transmissions.

j. 583:  Defer.  Since this comment relates to the relative merit of scheduling versus contention for the use of the SCW and the nature of the CBP mechanism, more discussion is needed at the system level.

k. 584: Defer.  It was concluded in earlier discussion that no pre-signalling should be required in the new channel before the WRAN cell switches to it.  However, the self-coexistence in the new channel may be different from what exists in the current channel because different cells may have different back-up channels and the new channel may already have a WRAN cell operating in it.  Thus a pre-coordination may be needed but this may or may not help.  More discussion is required at the system level.

l. 585: Defer.  Refer to the discussion on comment 582
m. 586: Defer.  Since this comment relates to the relative merit of scheduling versus contention for the use of the SCW and the nature of the CBP mechanism, more discussion is needed at the system level.
n. 587: Defer.  This comment refers to a need to synchronize the US/DS split in the frames among co-channel overlapping WRAN cells when the base stations can interfere with each other.  A  detection scheme to identify BS-to-BS interference, a communication scheme (CBP bursts between the BS’s), specific CBP IE’s and a convergence mechanism would be require to synchronize the US/DS split between WRAN cells.  More discussion is needed at the system level.

During the discussion on the two last comments, it was mentioned that these two features (CBP communication to ensure self-coexistence and US/DS split synchronization to avoid BS-to-BS interference) were examples of what could be postponed to a second version of the 802.22 Standard to speed-up the process.  This should be brought to the 802.22 Working Group by the coexistence ad-hoc group for consideration.

6) There was no other business.

_________________________
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