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Hyatt Regency Hotel

Monterey, California

9 – 13 September, 2002

Wednesday 09/11/02 Session

Meeting called to order at 1:05 p.m.

42 attendees signed into the meeting.

The Chair gave an overview of the Study Group’s activities since the July meeting in Vancouver. There were no teleconferences held. The main output from the July Plenary meeting was that the SG was officially confirmed as a TAG. The first official meeting as 802.19 will be at the November Plenary Meeting. This meeting is considered an Ad-Hoc meeting of the TAG.

The Chair gave a presentation for Rob Poor of Ember Corporation (DOC: 02002r0P802-19) that centered on defining the metrics of coexistence.

The group had a discussion regarding coexistence with cordless telephony products in the shared ISM bands of 2.4 GHz and 5.8 GHz. There are some external industry groups (TIA TR41.3.9) that we could work with to define coexistence standards between the two technologies. However, there is currently no industry cordless telephony standards defined in the US that we could use as a baseline to develop a coexistence strategy around.

Comment: ETSI has produced WDCT, a technical specification that is the first attempt at standardizing DECT in the 2.4 GHz ISM band. The next DECT meeting is in October. There is a possibility that 802.19 could establish a liaison with this group.

Todd Cooper, IEEE 1073 Chair (Medical Device Communications Standards), gave a presentation (DOC: 02004r0P802-19). The presentation focused on wireless technology issues in the healthcare industry. To date, there are a number of EMI/EMC issues that exist in this industry that are relative to this work 802.19 is about to undertake. The intent of the presentation was to start a dialogue between 802.19 and IEEE 1073.

Discussion: In the medical environment, there are different levels of packet “criticality”. Thus, the coexistence level may vary depending upon the application and required latency of that particular application. Not all monitoring or reporting activities are critical. However, for the one’s that are life threatening, the solution cannot fail.

Question: Is there a single organization that certifies wireless devices in the medical field?

Answer: The only organization that reviews the devices is the FDA. However, they do not certify the testing and compliance procedures, only the end user equipment.

Henry Nielsen gave a presentation from STMicroelectronics on the various facets of coexistence (DOC: 02006r0P802-19). This included the definition of different “classes” of coexistence, and attempted to clarify how we can address the various levels of coexistence between disparate devices.

Discussion: A comment was made that this approach seems to be very appropriate for the work that 802.19 will be undertaking. It allows for an indexing system for classifying degrees of coexistence. It allows for a mechanism to quantify the level of coexistence between various systems.

Question: What is the charter of this group?

Answer: Our charter is to assist ExCom in determining whether or not a PAR and subsequent draft standard meet the coexistence guidelines and/or recommended practice developed in conjunction with the respective Task Groups. We will help the respective TGs in determining their coexistence capabilities and insure that the coexistence strategy across all wireless Working Groups is consistent and fair.

Comment: The list of classes in this version of the presentation is not complete. In general, the group agreed with this comment and decided to work on further defining the classes at subsequent meetings.

Discussion ensued on the differences between collaborative and non-collaborative classes of coexistence.

Jeff Foerster gave a presentation from Intel on the definition and importance of coexistence (DOC:02005r0P802-19). He hopes that this group can act as a liaison between existing standards and emerging standards to insure peaceful coexistence within the wireless industry. A version of this presentation was given back in July 2002 in Vancouver to the 802.15 SG3a group.

The meeting was adjourned at 2:55 p.m.
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Question: Will this group set the technical parameters for coexistence?


Probably not


If a number is not picked, then how can the various TGs evaluate their coexistence position?


The TAG would develop a usage model that the TGs would use to evaluate their repspective procedures

Art suggests that 10%  degradation in throughput is acceptable of any parameter 
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