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1. Introductions

2. Review Patent Policy for any attendees not already familiar with it
Done. All were familiar with it. 

3. Review and Approve Agenda
The agenda was approved. Bill Rose noted that the minutes from the last several calls are in process. He asked if anyone had any questions as to the discussions, to please feel free to ask. Most of the attendees were on the call. Greg noted he had several questions on the discussions which he had sent to attendees for clarification. He had the answers and would send the notes shortly. 

4. Continue discussion on text for .22 sensing of the TG1 Beacon. 
David explained the new sections he added. There was a long discussion on his ideas on how we can guarantee detection of a beacon during a single 5.1 msec quiet period. There were two situations where a single 5.1 msec quiet period would not work. 1) During a CPE power up initialization sequence, the CPE would potentially need to use 2 quiet periods to ensure the first did not hit an ANP period. 2) When sensing on a new channel (OOB sensing) for the first time, a CPE might need to sense for 2 quiet periods. Both of these conditions would also be true for a BS. 

Neither of these conditions fall under the 2 second vacate rules. In the first instance, the CPE is only in its initialization period and has not joined a WRAN and therefore is not transmitting. Soo-young asked if this would still fall under the 2 second vacate period since it is possible that other CPEs are in a fade and therefore might be interfering inadvertently. Bill Rose pointed out that the FRD does not discuss how quickly a CPE must come up following power up, and in any event, until it has completed sensing its environment, including potential BSs it might join, it is not a part of any WRAN. In the second case (OOB sensing), the CPE would be sensing to potentially use the channel as a backup channel and is therefore not transmitting on that channel. 

It was pointed out that the channels adjacent to an occupied channel are not an issue since they would have to have been known to be unoccupied before the channel was occupied (same situation as the channel the WRAN wants to operate on to begin with). Therefore any beacon coming on line would be in its init period (10 seconds w/o ANP) and therefore can be sensed on 1 quiet period. 

Finally, it was pointed out that David’s approach describes how both of these situations may be handled in a single quiet period so even in the above 2 cases, there would be no need to sense for 2 quiet periods. Gerald asked David to add a paragraph or two describing how his idea works. David agreed to do this. 

Soo-young and Wu Yu-chun submitted proposals showing additional methods for ensuring a single quiet period could be used to sense a TG1 beacon even during the ANP periods. It was decided that since there is no problem with the existing approach that there is no need to change the design. However, Soo-young also documented a means to expand the number of unique codewords to up to 63. This would potentially reduce the chance of SPD collisions. Bill Rose noted that this is an interesting idea and asked if it could be implemented with minimal change to the TG1 document. He also noted that any such change would need to be suggested in a comment but that it would be good to discuss in on the reflector and on the next conf call to see if there is support for the idea. Soo-young agreed to explain his proposal for increasing the number of codewords in a new document for discussion next week. 


5. Discussion: Reach consensus on whether .22 can schedule a single 5.1 msec Quiet Period to sense the beacon. 
From the earlier discussion on David’s annex document, there appeared to be a consensus that if there is no problem with the current design with regard to sensing the TG1 beacon in a single 5.1 msec quiet period, then we should not make a change. 

6. Open Issues
There were several open issues brought up. 
a. Gerald discussed the issue of possible leakage of adjacent channel WRANs into the channel when the CPE is sensing for a TG1 beacon. This leakage might “mask” the beacon if it was at a high enough level. He stated that it raises the question as to how selective does the sense receiver have to be to avoid this issue? Are there other requirements that need to be added to avoid this such as synchronizing the WRANs. Gerald is examining this issue. He asked for any input from the rest of the group. 

b. Chris asked if the .22 TG1 annex text will describe how the WRAN will react when it gets the location, keep out zone, antenna height, etc. While this is a .22 issue and not a TG1 issue, it might be something that should be in the annex on sensing TG1 beacons. 

7. Next TG1 Meetings: 

a. Tuesday 11/6/07

Agenda Items: 


Agenda for the upcoming F2F


Open Issues from today’s call (item 6 a, b above)


Soo-young’s proposal to increase the number of codewords

b. November 11-16, Atlanta, GA

8. Adjourn
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