	REQUEST FOR ACTION (RFA)

	1.  Review Type
	2.  RFA No.
	3.  Review Date

	USA System Requirements Review
	452/345-04
	5/12/08

	4.  Title

	Ka IF Recording Bandwidth

	5.  Action

	The resolution of the TBD for bandwidth of recording of IF needs to be described and the intended use of the IF recorded data should be well understood – the Ka IF recording bandwidth may present a technology challenge.

	
	Reference

	
	USA SRD Section 4.5.2

	6.  Originator/Organization/Telephone No./E-mail

	Tom Gitlin Thomas.A.Gitlin@nasa.gov 301.286.6135

	7.  Assigned To/Organization/Telephone No./E-mail
	Due Date

	Asoka Dissanayake/ITT Code 452/301-486-4204/Asoka.dissanayake@itt.com
	May 26, 2008

	8.  Response

	     IF recording is intended for investigating anomalies that may occur during critical phases of manned space missions.  Recording period is limited to 3 hours and the recordings are retained for a period of 2 hours. Recordings are delivered on physical media, and the playback of the recording requires special equipment similar to the USSR receivers. 

IF recording frequencies and the bandwidths were left as TBD's since these are interface parameters yet to be defined by a USA/USSR ICD. These parameters will be selected prior to the TBD/TBR resolution date of June 23, 2008.  Most likely candidates for the IF frequencies for recording are the frequencies used for the IF customer data services; i.e. 370 MHz and 1.2 GHz.  The recording bandwidth will match the RF signal bandwidth assigned to the return data service.  

	9.  Response By/Organization/Telephone No./E-mail
	Date Prepared

	Asoka Dissanayake/ITT Code 452/301-486-4204/Asoka.dissanayake@itt.com
	May 20, 2008

	10.  Originator Contacted
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
  No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
  Yes
	Date
	5/28/08

	11.  Disposition
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
  Open
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
  Deferred
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
  Closed
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
  Withdrawn

	12.  Comments

	From: Gitlin, Thomas A. (GSFC-456.0)
Sent: Friday, June 06, 2008 10:50 AM
Subject: RE: Reminder: USA SRR RFA Responses

Neil - Here are the results of my review of the responses:
 

452/345-04 – Response is acceptable
452/345-01 – Response is acceptable
452/345-02 – Collaboration is great, but I’d like to see a more tangible commitment from the external parties (Cx) documenting concurrence with L1 (or L2) requirements.
452/345-03 – Response is acceptable
452/345-44 – Response is acceptable
- Tom 

	13.  Approval
	Signature on File
	7/16/08

	
	___________________________________________________

Carolyn Dent _ERB Chair
	__________________

Date
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