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1 INTRODUCTION

In the previous San Diego SA5 meeting, with more work items to work on, SA5 recognized the need of running parallel discussion sessions during the future SA5 meetings. Based on that recognition, I collected members' indication of their interest distribution over different work item discussions. In this document, I report my analysis of the members' interest distribution and present my recommendation for the partition.

2 DATA ANALYSIS

With no scientific method of analysis of this kind of data, I developed a crude method of my own as described herebelow.

1. First, I compiled members' interest indication (P for primary, S for secondary, and X for none) under each appropriate Work Item column.

2. I examined each pair of Work Item columns along every individual, assigning for each person a point as follows:

P - P pair
5

P - S or S - P pair
3

S - S pair
1

pair with at least one X
0

3. For each pair, I computed the company point by the following formula

MAX {0, FLOOR [SUM(Xj; j = 1 to last)] / j - j + 1)}; for example, 5 & 3 => 3, 1 & 1=> 0

4. I computed the sum of all company points for every column pair, which gave me the following interest distribution where a high point is supposed to represent an existence of a collective high co-interest between the associated Work Items:


Princip
Arch
Charg
CM
FM
PM

Princip

35
17
18
21
22

Arch


18
18
22
22

Charg



12
14
17

CM




23
21

FM





25

PM







From the above co-interest distribution, the following conclusions were drawn:

1. Principles WI and Architecture WI groups should not meet in parallel;

2. Charging WI group has lowest co-interest with all other WI groups;

3. CM WI group shows very low co-interest with Principles and Architecture WI groups but average co-interest with FM and PM WI groups;

4. FM and PM WI groups show an average co-interest level with all WI groups except the Charging WI group.

3 PROPOSAL

In this SA5 meeting, the following partitioning of sessions is proposed:

1. Each day is divided into 4 quarters (9:00 to 10:30; 11:00 to 12:30; 1:30 to 3:00; and 3:30 to 5:00) where 2 morning or afternoon consecutive quarters are collectively called a half;

2. Q1&2/1 are used for SA5 Opening Plenary with nothing (maybe except SMG6) running in parallel; 

3. Q1,2,3&4/4 are used for SA5 Closing Plenary with nothing (maybe except SMG6) running in parallel;

4. One half and one quarter slots are allocated for each Work Item discussion such that other work item discussion(s) of as little co-interest points will run in parallel;

5. For every combination of parallel group pairs, it must be guaranteed that they do not run in parallel;

6. So, the 5 pairs of parallel halves not used by SA5 Plenary are allocated as indicated below where the positions of the halves in the week are subject to be determined:

Charging (or SMG6)

Principles
Architecture

FM

Charging
PM

PM

FM
CM

Principles

CM

Architecture

SMG6 (or Charging)














































































































































































































