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Noone was unfamiliar with the IEEE patent policy.

No one idicated essential IP that needed o be noted.
Attendees List

The following people participated in the conference call:

Bruce Kraemer (Marvell) – 802.11 IMTA ad hoc cmtee co-chair
Darwin Engwer (Nortel) – 802.11 IMTA ad hoc cmtee co-chair
Dave Bagby (Sanyo)

Eldad Perahia (Intel)

Vinko Erceg (Broadcom)
Note: If you wish to be added to the 802.11 IMT-Advanced discussion list, please send an email request to bkraemer@marvell.com and dengwer@nortel.com citing your first name, last name, affiliation and email address.

Reference Documents

ITU-R attachment 6.7


ITU-R attachment 6.8


16-07-59             - Second round of inputs from 16 on suggested changes to IMT.TECH

available on both 18 and 16 document servers


18-07-063 
- revised Attachment 6.8 with 16-07-59 included;  

should be available on WG18 server

18-07-028  -initial 802 response to WP8F on IMT.TECH

Discussion

Eldad suggest trying to see if 11n can meet the IMT requirements because VHT will never meet those deadlines from a schedule timing perspective

looking at section 4.1 ...

spectral efficiency bar was lowered but also noted to now include both PHY & MAC


now is 50%

but Eldad notes that it is OK if it is just the PHY, but may include the MAC - and that's a complex calc


would then depend on the specific use case scenario

minimum peak data rate 8 b/s/Hz


11n is at 15 bps/Hz  (peak, 40 MHz BW, short guard interval, ...)

Bruce - replying to Eldad - yes, there has been a stated desire within .11 to decouple IMT and VHT

Eldad requests someone to go through IMT requirements and see what 11n can/cannot meet


if we can meet IMT requriements with no changes or just a slight tweak to 11n that would be ideal

Bruce will draft first version for next call

Dave Bagby: any range requirements for those rates?   ans: NO.

Eldad: no, it is all very fuzzy.  there are different classes: nomadic, mobile, ...

attachment 6.8, section 6.2.3, about pg 10

says "up to 100 m"

Venko would like to see those ranges apply to handovers as well


i.e. make another section with different requirements for handover for nomadic

Bruce: right, .16 reduced those times (see table ____)


we need to check to ensure that .11 can still meet those numbers (or have our own)


clarify which type of handover we are talking about, i.e. nomadic to mobile?


can we meet the 30 ms "maximum"? even with 11r?  even on same channel?

Dave: how is that interval measured?

Eldad: it says "interruption time"; don't know what our numbers are

Dave: may depend on where the MU crossing a security boundary

Bruce: hasn't read attachment 6.7  in detail, but only occurance of delay occurs on page 3 of attachment 6.7??

Eldad: no, that is packet delay

Bruce will ask Scott if there is supposed to be numbers for each class, esp. in IMT.EVAL  
Bruce: do we need to add some text for intersystem handover, and nomadic

Eldad: maybe not, .16's edits have softened those requirements by removing the intersystem numbers


that would then be much easier for .11 to meet

Bruce: action for .11 to explore if that is OK
and determine why 16 proposes to delete “inter-system handoff “ timing spec.



 
Eldad: note that 16m will NOT be able to meet all of the IMT requirements


they will only be able to meet the mobile requirements, not the nomadic


checks PAR - 16m is not targeting nomadic requirements

Bruce: action to review/ summarize 16m's specs and 16m's draft input to IMT.EVAL    ]

Bruce: action item to query Clint re 11r BSS transition times (under certain conditions)   
Bruce: action item to define gaps between 11n and IMT.TECH (attachment 6.8)
 

and then figure out how to resolve those deltas


Eldad will flip thru it to see what he can find

Dave inquires re process and timeline:

Bruce: IMT changes, if small, might just amount to a maintenance effort on 11n


e.g. could be done as a new (small) TG



notes that VHT could spin off multiple task groups and this could be one


or, could be done as part of 11mb

-end-

Future Calls

Darwin will host next meeting on Oct 5.

Meeting logistics for subsequent calls have been distributed

The IMT-Advanced ad hoc committee was authorized by WG 802.11 to hold conference calls to develop suggested changes to the ITU WP8F IMT-Advanced Annexes.

For this purpose there will be a series of 1 hour calls held each Friday between the September interim and the November plenary in Atlanta.

	Call Date
	Dial in Number
	Access Code
	Call start time

	Fri 09/28/07 
	1-712-945-0210
	80211
	12 (noon) ET

	Fri 10/05/07 
	1-712-945-0210
	80211
	12 (noon) ET

	Fri 10/12/07 
	1-712-945-0210
	80211
	12 (noon) ET

	Fri 10/19/07 
	1-712-945-0210
	80211
	12 (noon) ET

	Fri 10/26/07 
	1-712-945-0210
	80211
	12 (noon) ET

	Fri 11/02/07 
	1-712-945-0210
	80211
	12 (noon) ET

	Fri 11/09/07 
	1-712-945-0210
	80211
	12 (noon) ET


The topic of each call will be changes that 802.11 wishes ITU WP8F to consider including in the IMT.TECH and IMT.EVAL annexes prior to the formal completion of the IMT-Advanced circular letter in Jan 2008. For additional information refer to document 11-07-2500 on the document server.




Abstract


This document represents the minutes and action items from the 802.11 IMT Advanced conference call on 2007-09-28.
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