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Abstract

This document contains the recommended dispositions for TGe LB 59 comments discussed in teleconference call on October 22, 2003.

October 22nd, 2003

1. Agenda

   Roll call

   Agenda approval

   Comment resolution LB#59

    AOB

   Adjourn

2. Call to Order

Call to order at 12:10 PM ET

3. Roll Call

Isaac
Panasonic

Mathilde Benveniste 
Avaya Labs

Srini Kendala 
Sharp

Amjad Soomro 
Philips

Jennifer Bray 

        Mat Sherman         
ATT
 
Steven 
Motorola

4. Agenda Approval


Agenda Approved.

5. Comment Resolution

Comment 300: Comment Accepted

Comment 301: Comment accepted

Comment 302: Comment accepted

Comment 322: Alternate resolution instruct the editor to incorporate the normative text in document 11-03-698-01-000e

Comment 327: comment resolution deferred till November 2003, meeting

Comment 328: Alternate resolution instruct the editor to incorporate the normative text in document 11-03-698-01-000e

Comment 336: comment accepted

Comment 344: comment resolution deferred

Comment 345: Alternate resolution. The condition greater than is allowed because a Block ACK could be transmitted ahead of any other transmission in a TXOP. Add after “greater than (subject to TXOPLimit)” in line 10. 

Comment 346: comment accepted

Comment 347: Atlernate resolution: Change the last sentence on page 48 as “If the TS Info Ack Policy is set to Block Acknowledgement, and the type of Block Acknowledgement policy is unknown to the HC, the HC shall assume, that the Immediate Block Ack policy is being used (see 9.10).”

Comment 350: Alternate resolution. See resolution to comment 274.

Comment 351: Comment accepted

Comment 439: Comment rejected. In the TS delay element, the AP reveals its own future expected behavior and it is not required for the AP to know about future QSTA’s  request. Furthermore, the specification of the algorithm is beyond the scope of this standard.

Comment: 446: Comment declined: The APSD bit could be useful to know about the capability of AP for roaming and  the assumption that all APs in a ESS have the same capabilities is not valid all the time. 

Comment 447: Alternate resolution. Adapt the same resolution as to comment 143.

Comment 448: Comment declined. The two mechanisms serve different purposes. Multiple TSPECs may be needed if two widely different streams needs to be served, where as multiple TCLAS may be needed if multiple types of packets belong to the same stream. The group does not see any issue with interoperability and request the commenter to provide more information.

Commnet 449: Comment declined. The QoS facilities in EDCA and HCCA could be denied by admission control mechanism for a particular association. Furthermore, the proposed solution would increase protocol complexity for QSTA by having rules for interpreting potential different announced QoS capabilities in beacon/probe responses and in association response frame. 

Comment 458: Alternate resolution instruct the editor to incorporate the normative text in document 11-03-698-01-000e

Comment 463: comment resolution deferred

Comment 464: Alternate resolution instruct the editor to incorporate the normative text in document 11-03-698-01-000e

Comment 469: comment resolution deferred till November 2003, meeting

6. AOB


None

Meeting adjourned at 2:29 PM 
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