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	Order of Importance
	Criterion


	1
	Margin from 3.1 GHZ (FCC Compliance), the larger, the better 
→ to address out-of-band interference

	2
	Margin from 4.9 GHZ (Co-existence with WLAN), the larger, the better 
→ to address out-of-band interference

	3
	Integer relationship between each of the 3 Center Frequencies and Channel Separation (Chip Rate), Pulse Burst Rates and PRF’s
→ to address ease of implementation/lower cost

	4
	The PRF’s,  Burst Rates ,Channel Separation (Chip Rate), and Center Frequencies should be generated by a VCO using a Single PLL 
→ to address ease of implementation/lower cost

	5
	SOP Support;
1. Via Channel Separation

2. Via Code Division

→ to address larger number of SOP’s

	6
	Support of Xtal frequencies (12, 13, 9.6 and their multiples)
→ to address ease of implementation/lower cost

	7
	Primary division(s) in PLL implementation is 2, the more initial divide by 2 divisions, the better

→ to address ease of implementation/lower cost

	8
	Each sub-band’s bandwidth does not have to be related to the separation between the center frequencies (channel separation) and is defined by pulse shape
→ to address ease of implementation/Definition of UWB signal based 

	9
	Above 6 GHz band plan

→ to address future implementations

	10
	Coexistence with WiMedia and UWBforum through Center Frequencies and other means 
→ to address coexistence

	11
	Coexistence with other Standards (IEEE or Non-IEEE)

→ to address coexistence

	12
	Same pass-band pulse shape (needs to be further clarified!!)
→ to address pulse generation simplicity
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