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Draft Minutes of DC RG Teleconference on April 25 2011 
Ming-Tuo Zhou
DC RG Co-chair
Time: April 25, 7pm Eastern US, 4pm Pacific, 8am Japan/Korea
Duration: 1.5 hrs
Attendance: 
---------------------------------------------------------------
Approval of Agenda
Summary of email discussion
a) on HR-MS DC usage and frame structure, C80216n-rg-11/0045r2 (Sungcheol)
Sungcheol suggest to skipped this part as 16n participants may go through email discussion.

b) on understanding of HR-MS DC and HR-MS FTN, C80216n-rg-11/0053r1 (Ming-Tuo)

Ming-Tuo skipped this part based on Sungcheol’s suggestion.

Summary of straw poll of DC C80216n-rg-11/0043r3 (Sungcheol) 

Sungcheol summarized straw poll of DC RG. Eldad said his mark of “no support” to BS controlled resource allocation is a mistake.

Comments on use case/modes/frame structure C80216n-rg-11_0051.xls (mingtuo)

Ming-Tuo presented his comments on use cases and DC modes. 

Regarding use case that two HR-MSs are in coverage of different infrastructure stations, Sungcheol thinks it needs more solution. Ming-Tuo thinks we also need more technical discussion on this case. Anh Tuan: (1) 16n does not say transparent relay is not supported; (2) the control process for this case should be quite complex and we need more discussion on this. Anh Tuan said in this case, there is some signaling process need to through HR-BS, but do not know how complex it will be. Ming-Tuo suggested we discuss this case more in email.
Ming-Tuo asked if we use the original term “HR-MS direct communication” and “HR-MS forwarding to network” to replace the terms of “peer-to-peer mode” and “Forwarding-to-network mode”. Anh Tuan said as in the current proposal of harmonized text, we are using the original terms.

Sungcheol wants to know the technical solutions on forwarding to network and the difference of forwarding to network and relay. Anh Tuan: I2R has some contribution regarding technical details of forwarding to network and suggested that Sungcheol can look into it. Sungcheol: I2R approach of forwarding to network is just a modification of relay. Ming-Tuo suggested Sungcheol to look into technical contributions as Eldad suggested. Sungcheol is not clear which way is better (describe first, or look into details first). Eldad: at least we can agree with something and move forward. 

Proposal of harmonized text on HR-MS DC and HR-MS FTN - C80216n-rg-11/0054r2 (mingtuo)

Ming-Tuo presented the proposal of harmonized text. 

Anh Tuan: regarding HR-MS direct communication “do not pass through infrastructure station” vs. “do not pass through any other stations”, 2-hop HR-MS direct communication is a case that the HR-MS direct communication go through a middle HR-MS. Ming-Tuo agree on this point, and said we need think more on wording when consider 2-hop HR-MS direct communication.

For wording “Overview” vs. “General Description”, Ming-Tuo would like to use “General description” as this section is to generally describe HR-MS DC/Forwarding to network. Eunkyung said maybe we do not use any title. Sungcheol asked Ming-Tuo the difference between “overview” and “general description”. Ming-Tuo answered that “overview” is higher level description and needs comprehensive information, but “general description” just need to provide description of main points and hence it is more suitable here. Sungcheol would like to use “overview”. The group agrees to decide this in email discussion.

For wording “attached” vs. “associated”. Eldad said we should use what is used in SRD of 16n. Anh Tuan said in 16n SRD it uses “associated”. The group agrees to use “associated”. 

For “the two HR-MSs are out of coverage of [and are not associated to] any HR infrastructure stations.” Sungcheol believes we do not need to add “and are not associated to” as it excludes the case that the two HR-MS are still associated to some HR infrastructure stations via forwarding functions but they are out of coverage of HR infrastructure station. Anh Tuan said we may need to exclude this case as it may be very complex to implement. Ming-Tuo suggested we may include this case and see if any technical contribution to support it. Eldad suggested to add this case as the 4th case. The group agreed to include this case in the 3rd case by removing “and are not associated to”.

For “is” vs. “can be”. There is no objection to use “can be”. 

Hai-Guang suggested to start email discussion on resource allocation in the 3rd case. 

Eldad agreed to add “at the forwarding HR-MS”. 

For “end” vs. “forwarded”, Anh Tuan suggested to use “forwarded” as we are using “forwarding HR-MS”. Eldad agreed Anh Tuan’s suggestion.

Discussion on topics of next stage email discussion (reference: C80216n-rg-11/0030r1.doc, C80216n-rg-11/0052.doc)

Sungcheol said in next step we should discuss on “control structure and procedure” but he is not sure we agreed on “frame structure” or not. Eunkyung: how to allocate resource is not decided, like in case 3. Sungcheol thinks that we should discuss more on technical details and Ming-Tuo agrees with him. Ming-Tuo suggested that we have more people to coordinate email discussion and Sungcheol said anyone can trigger email discussion. 

Sungcheod said anyone can bring proposal of harmonized text to RG chairs and work together to propose harmonized text to 16n working group. Ming-Tuo agrees with him. Sungchoel and Tim suggested Ming-Tuo submit the harmonized text document to 16n working group at May meeting. 
Appendix: Agenda of teleconference on April 25 2011
1. Approval of agenda

2. Summary of email discussion

  a) on HR-MS DC usage and frame structure, C80216n-rg-11/0045r2 (Sungcheol)

  b) on understanding of HR-MS DC and HR-MS FTN, C80216n-rg-11/0053r1 (Ming-Tuo)

3. Summary of straw poll of DC C80216n-rg-11/0043r3 (Sungcheol) 

4. Comments on use case/modes/frame structure

  – C80216n-rg-11_0051.xls (mingtuo)

  - others if exist

5. Proposal of harmonized text on HR-MS DC and HR-MS FTN

   - C80216n-rg-11/0054r2 (mingtuo)

   - others if exist

6. Discussion on topics of next stage email discussion (reference: C80216n-rg-11/0030r1.doc, C80216n-rg-11/0052.doc)

7. Other technical discussion if necessary
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