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MONDAY, 21 JULY 2003
Session 1  

The task group (TG) chairman, Bob Heile, called the session to order at 4:04 p.m.  In response to his call for technical contributions, five attendees requested time on the agenda.  Two of these requested time before the downselection process to make their presentations, which is contrary to the rules for the agenda.  It was moved to permit the presentation of documents 03/273 and 03/276 before the downselection process.  This motion was defeated.  On comment consent, it was decided to allow presentation of 03/276 before the downselection process.

An agenda for the week’s sessions was adopted on general consent (document 03/230r5).

The minutes of the TG’s May meeting in Dallas (document 03/188r6) were unanimously approved on motion.

A review of the downselection process was presented by the chairman.  It was noted that there are only six proposals remaining, so that the chair will not exercise the provision to have an elimination vote.  The downselection procedure therefore will consist of a series of votes, after each of which one proposal is dropped, with a vote confirming the survivor.  Paper ballots will be used.

A drawing was made to determine the order of the six proposal presentations that were submitted.  The final order of proposal presentations was recorded on a worksheet entitled “P Order” in 03/230.

Carl Mansfield presented a contribution entitled “Consumer Electronic Requirements for TG3a” (03/276r0).  The purpose of the presentation was to make known the comments of five consumer electronics (CE) companies regarding the appropriateness of the requirements and selection criteria of TG3a in their present form, for the market.  CE SIG concerns regarding evaluation criteria included the following:

· Path Loss: The channel models do not have a path loss exponent for typical environ​ments such as family room--this makes it impossible to determine if performance will meet CE needs.
· Link Success: A 90% link success rate is used as the benchmark for simulations.  For CE applications, higher success rates such as 95% or 98%+ are required. CE SIG would like to see analysis for performance at higher link success rates, such as 95% and 98%.

· Channel Models: The channel models may not represent effectively true propagation in real home environments, making it difficult to assess actual CE application performance. Especially for Home Theatre applications, device placement may be near wall or inside an AV cabinet/furniture.  We would like to see analysis taking better account of fading effects and cabinet penetration.

· Packet Size and PER: Current benchmarks for simulation are 1024byte and 8% PER. Consumer-AV applications require very low residual error rates (e.g. 1 MPEG packet loss in 2 hours).  To meet this, smaller packet sizes and potentially lower PER may be needed--additional simulation data with a variety of packet sizes and PERs is desirable.
· Interference/SOP distance: The distance separating interferers or uncoordinated piconets is relative to an Alt PHY proposal’s maximum range rather than an absolute distance--this makes comparison difficult.

The CEs also prioritized the selection criteria, rating power consumption, size, cost/complexity and interference robustness highest, and gave their perspective on the suitability of the criteria for home theater and portable device applications.

A motion was made to extend the time of the session by one hour so that one proposal presentation can be made; it was approved by a vote of 47 for, 43, against, and 12 abstaining.

The first proposal presentation was made by Reed Fisher (document 03/119r4) for Oki and Communications Research Laboratory (Japan), entitled “Millimeter-Wave Ad-hoc Wireless System.”  High data rate and coexistence with existing systems in the band (60 GHz), including microwave ovens, were cited as advantages of the proposal.  A particular implementation using DQPSK modulation was shown that used multiple channels to achieve a data throughput rate of 422 MHz, which is amenable to low-cost square-law detection techniques.  Following the pre​sentation, questions from the audience were entertained, including questions regarding MMIC die size, the cost of the technology, the effect of users on line-of-sight transmission, and whether the scheme provides adequately for multiple operating piconets.


The chairman reminded everyone that a UWB workshop is planned in Singapore in September, following the next Interim meeting.


The session recessed at 5:59 p.m.

TUESDAY, 22 JULY 2003
Session 2 

Chairman Bob Heile called the session to order at  a.m.


The sixth proposal presentation was by.


The seventh proposal presentation was by.

The session recessed at a.m.

Session 3  

Chairman Bob Heile called the session to order at a.m.


The eighth proposal presentation was by .


The session recessed at 11:50 a.m.

Session 4 

Chairman Bob Heile called the session to order at p.m.

The ninth proposal presentation was by .

The tenth proposal presentation was by.

The session recessed at p.m.

Session 5  

The chairman, Bob Heile, called the session to order at p.m.


The eleventh proposal presentation was by .


The twelfth and final proposal presentation was by .


The session recessed at p.m.

WEDNESDAY, 23 JULY 2003
Session 6  
The chairman, Bob Heile, called the session to order at  a.m.  The agenda for the day’s sessions consisted of eight technical contribution presentations.  Also, there would be a review of an ad hoc committee’s work on structuring the general Q & A session on Thursday.

The first contribution presentation was by.
The second contribution presentation.
The third contribution presentation was by.
The fourth contribution presentation,.

The session recessed at a.m.

Session 7  

Chairman Bob Heile opened the session at p.m.


The sixth contribution presentation.


The session recessed at p.m.

Session 8

Chairman Bob Heile called the session to order at p.m.


The seventh contribution presentation was by.


The eighth contribution presentation.


The session recessed at p.m.

THURSDAY, 24 JULY 2003
Session 9 

Chairman Bob Heile called the session to order at a.m.  

The session recessed at a.m.

Session 10  

Chairman Bob Heile called the session to order at.

The session recessed at a.m.

Session 11 

called the session to order at p.m.  

Session 12

at p.m..

Session 13


The TG adjourned at p.m.



















Submission
Page 

D. Kawaguchi, Symbol Technologies
Submission
Page 

Leonard E. Miller, NIST

