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New Project Proposal: 
Reopen SFF-TA-1002
Presented: 1/23/2026

Presenter: Anthony Constantine [Micron] 
aocnstantine@micron.com

Supporters: Zhineng Fan, Amphenol; Feng Pan, Foxconn; 
Raymond Law, Lotes; Ross Stenfort, Meta; Lee Prewitt, Microsoft;

mailto:aocnstantine@micron.com
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New Project Proposal: SFF-TA-1002 R1.6

▪Reopen specification for PCIe 7.0 support for Straight, RA, straddle and 
PCIe 6.0 support for Orthogonal.  Address feedback received since last 
revision.  

▪ Editor(s): Anthony Constantine

▪ Supporters
1. Amphenol

2. Foxconn

3. Lotes

4. Meta

5. Micron

6. Microsoft
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New Project Proposal: SFF-TA-1002 R1.6

▪ Changes: 
▪ For straight, right angle, and straddle connector, add PCIe 7.0 electricals and mechanical 

changes to support if necessary w/o breaking backwards compatibility.

▪ For orthogonal connector, add PCIe 6.0 electricals and mechanical changes to support if 
necessary w/o breaking backwards compatibility.

▪ Address feedback on dimensioning (if needed).

▪ Address feedback on current rating profiles (if needed).  

▪ IP Declaration (if applicable):
▪ No known new IP with these changes

▪ General timeline for project completion
▪ Draft and review ballot tbd.

▪ Approval ballot before September.
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PCIe 7.0: edits

▪ Add electrical parameter 
values

▪ Do we need to make 
mechanical change (per FIT 
feedback)?
▪ Assuming change is 

backwards compatible

▪ Assuming change doesn’t 
create higher DPM for loop 
tolerance.

▪ Right-angle and Straight 
connectors may need to be 
separated due to length 
deltas.  
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PCIe 6.0: edits

▪ Add electrical parameter values

▪ Additional editorial cleanup to 
match Straight/RA/Straddle 
table?

▪ Any mechanical changes 
needed?
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External Feedback on dimensioning

▪ Looking at Figure 5-4, the width 
of the second receptacle is 
dimensioned with a reference 
dimension, width of (10.225). 
From where is this dimension 
derived? 
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Feedback received: 

▪ Concern received on the test 
profiles.  Are they needed?  

▪ Maybe okay with the static profile 
testing since the RMS is not 
supposed to exceed static value 
(1.1A/pin).
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Feedback received: 

▪ ccICN calculations may need to be revisited as part of these 
changes.  
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Click to edit Master title style

Thank You
SNIA SFF Chair Contact: sff-chair@snia.org

SNIA SFF URL: https://www.snia.org/sff
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