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I. Introduction

As suggested by the WG Chair in a private email on May 11, 2007, comments and changes to the March meeting minutes will be discussed during the WG meeting. To facilitate the discussion, the list of comments that have been emailed to the Chair and acting recording secretary have been included in this contribution. These comments are intended to help to clarify and improve the record of the proceedings at the IEEE 802.20 March ’07 WG meeting.
II. Comment and Proposed changes 
(1) P.3, on "Channel Model", 

a. statement can be modified to:-
“Editorial changes were made to the channel model document at the London meeting, as a result of an ad hoc group discussion on Contribution C802.20-07/02…”
...
b. Please add the following comment that I made:-
“A comment was made that although the changes appeared to be ‘editorial’, there were technical implications regarding how the channel coefficients should be generated. “

(2) P.5, on "LDPC proposal”

a. First paragraph – Replace: "...; interaction with incremental-redundancy HARQ..." by: "...; support of incremental-redundancy HARQ..."
b. Last statement in the second paragraph: "The proposal called for the LDPC to be used for values of k (the size of the coding block in bits) larger than 512, while keeping unchanged the rate 1/5 turbo code used for values of k larger than 128. ..." 
(3) P.5, on "Partial proposal on Channel multiplexing”

a. Alternative text for the first paragraph: "This proposal dealt with multiplexing several user data streams in OFDMA, supporting DRCH (~symbol hopping) or BRCH (~block hopping) channel users simultaneously. The goal is to optimize the system performance through the benefits of frequency selective scheduling and frequency diversity. In the current 802.20 standard draft D2.1, symbol hopping and block hopping modes are not supported simultaneously by the same cell site on the downlink; on the uplink... In the block hopping mode, tiles (channels x time slots) of fixed size are used. A new tile structure which is flexible in size with lower pilot overhead has also been described in this proposal. “
b. Second paragraph:- "DRCH channel structure consists of subcarriers that are distributed evenly across the entire system bandwidth. These subcarriers are chosen to be as close as possible to the pilot tones. Both frequency hopping or non-frequency hopping modes are supported. The proposal also addresses additional features such as channel indexing, forward link control channel, channel quality feedback and intercell interference reduction.”

(4) P.6
a. Suggested improvement: "This contribution... the need for guard bands between adjacent OFDM carriers (quasi-guard subcarriers) is reduced, as compared to the OFDM carrier that is located at the edge of a spectral block (guard subcarriers)...Also,... out-of-band emissions. Modifications to the current standard draft P802.20/D2.1 were proposed to allow the number of quasi-guard subcarriers to be different from that of the guard subcarriers"
b. New paragraph with modification as follows: "In the discussion of the morning’s contributions that followed, the presenters said that they had contributed the material on LDPC for large packet size to 3GPP2."
c. Add the following paragraph:- “Q&A session continued on all the proposals that have been presented by SE Park, A. Tee, Young Yoon. Questions were asked about how channel estimation could be done and how MIMO schemes can be supported by the proposed flexible tile structure with reduced pilot overhead. Proponent took the action item to bring further information in the next meeting. 
d. Question was also asked about the rate compatible design and the performance of IRA-LDPC codes in fading channels. Proponent responded that results on fading channels would be made available for presentation to the WG as soon as she had verified with the first contributor. “

(5) P.7
a. 1st paragraph:- "... embodied in the presentation C802.20-07-19, 'Partial proposal on Channel multiplexing', were compatible..."
b. 2nd paragraph:- "...which should satisfy a number of 'Tee-1' proposals;..."
c. The following lines including the objection should be moved to the next page, after the motion text:- "The objection was requested for note in the minutes:..." 

(6) P.7/ P.8
As I remember, after lunch on Wednesday, Jim Tomcik presented revised slides on the harmonization approach. It was probably during that discussion in the afternoon, when I made a request to Jim Tomcik to indicate on his slides specifically which LDPC standardization results 802.20 WG need to wait for, i.e., 3GPP2. 

(7) P.10, 5th paragraph, second last sentence should be modified to: “Algorithm B, in a Rayleigh fading channel, at pedestrian speed..."

