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1. 03031r7, Clause 5.3.2

Commenter: Rick Roberts
Comment

In the subclause on single co-channel separation distance test procedure a minimum of 10 required channel realizations from each of the four TG3a channel model scenarios should be used for the test link.  Yet in the subclause on multi-channel separation distance test procedure a minimum of 100 required channel realizations from each of the four TG3a channel model scenarios should be used for the test link.  

Suggested Text

Change the number of channels for the multi-channel separation distance test to 10.

Resolution

2.  03031r7, Clause 5.3

Commenter:  Michael Magoo
Comment

In regards to PER as a function of distance to uncoordinated piconet (assumed single and multiple channel interferer separation test)

I found the requirements documents to be very unclear about the mix of multipath channels to be used  for interferer  and victim. I will get very different results if I use a channel with 10dB versus -10dB of shadowing gain. Obviously it is unfeasible to use all 400x 400 combinations, so should
we define a subset of say, 20x20 channels?


Suggested Text

Both separation tests should use the first 10 channels of each channel model set.  The same channel can be assumed for all transmitter paths.  For the purpose of this test proposers can assume a path loss decay of R2 for total energy.

Resolution

3. 03031r7, Clause 5.6, Link Budget

Commenter:  Michael Magoo
Comment

Noise figure:

There are a wide variety of noise figures being used. This is inevitable and justified, given differences in RF front end configurations. However, we should agree on using certain figures for common components, e.g. one noise figure and one gain figure for an LNA, one noise figure for a Tx/Rx multiplexer/switch, one noise figure for a mixer, one for a pre LNA filter, one (a different one) for a post LNA filter. As long as these figures are common and in the right ballpark, it doesn’t matter too much what they actually are. We have enough examples now to allow us pick standard numbers.


Editor’s note: this topic was thoroughly discussed at the Fort Lauderdale meeting … see minutes 03/012r7 sessions 6 and 7.  I’m requiring a procedural motion to bring this topic back before committee.

Suggested Text

Resolution

Rejected barring a procedural motion to bring this topic to the floor.
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