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Editor’s closing report 
 
Pete Anslow, Ciena, P802.3bm Chief Editor 
 
IEEE P802.3bm Task Force, Geneva, July 2013 
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Progress 

Comment resolution on D 1.0 
• All comments resolved 
• All associated presentations reviewed 
• Thanks to all TF members participating in discussion for rapid resolutions 
• Resolution took 14.25 hours => 5.0 minutes per comment (red cross) 
• This is faster than any session involving this volume of comments in 

P802.3ba optical track or P802.3bg 

0

2

4

6

8

10

12

14

16

0 50 100 150 200 250

M
in

ut
es

 p
er

 c
om

m
en

t

No of comments to be resolved

P802.3ba & P802.3bg Comment Resolution



3 

Adopted Task Force timeline 

We are here 
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Draft review schedule 
Second Task Force review proposed to be 18 days. 

Dates shown are subject to change 
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Major items to be resolved 
 

• 100GBASE-SR4 
• TDP value (currently “5dB TBC”) 
• Allocation for penalties value (currently 6.3 dB). 
• TDP reference receiver bandwidth used in TDP test (currently 12.6 GHz). 

 

• CAUI-4 chip-to-chip 
• Channel loss target 
• Transmitter equalization range  
• COM model modifications 
• Interference tolerance parameters 
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Conditions for moving to Working Group ballot 
 

Before a draft is submitted to WG letter ballot it shall in addition have 
met the following requirements: 

a) It must be complete with no open technical issues. 

b) It must be made available for pre-view by the membership by the 
Monday prior to the plenary week. If any changes are made to the 
draft after the draft was made available for pre-view the textual 
changes shall be presented for review during the closing plenary 
immediately prior to the vote for approval to go to WG ballot. 

c) It must be formatted according to the IEEE style selected by the WG 
Chair. This style will be selected to minimize the editorial work 
required for publication of the draft. 

d) It must be approved for submittal to WG ballot at the WG closing 
plenary. 
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Thanks! 
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