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Abstract

This document contains the meeting notes from the WPP Study Group Teleconference on May 27, 2004.

Recorded attendees (more may have attended – please send updates to SG Chair):
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Larry Green

Mark Kobayashi

Bob Mandeville

Fahd Pirzada

Matt Smith
Mike Wilhoyte

Proceedings:

From meeting notice, questions to start asking:

1) What metrics are required?

2) How do we know when a metric is "good?"

3) Topics for technical presentations in July 802.11 meeting

4) Etc.

More to the point:

How should we go forward with the work of the TG?  (assuming a positive outcome on this subject)

Should we gather requirements and design metrics to meet them?

How can we go forward and define metrics in an organized manner?

How can we be sure we have a "complete" set?

Bob M: suggests that it's extremely helpful to establish a template for the metrics to be defined by the group.  Example templates exist from other groups.  He has presented examples in the past, but the templates would be different for this group.  Need to have something about the conditions - securty protocols, RTS/CTS, QoS parameters, etc.

Larry G: agrees a more formal approach is needed than we have done so far.  Would like to see an early template, but will have to continue refining our scope.  Bob agrees.

Come at it from the usage models approach.  Which ones?

Paul C:  should focus on meeting the needs of data and streaming media applications.  Should not need to go beyond this.

Should avoid getting into trap of market segments.

Paul C.: Suggest starting from a slide given in a past presentation (11-04/462r0, slide 4)

Suggestion: for next month, talk about nothing except component level

Mark K: what are the rules of engagement?

Bob M: some standards efforts concerning metrics have the luck of working off a standards doc. Others, such as BMWG-IETF, do not.  So we have to decide now what metrics should be defined.  In the IETF, the criterion was the experience of people doing lab work.  Lots easier to come to consensus with such metrics rather than coming up with something out of thin air.

We throw experience into the mix - not in the field of making theoretical metrics.

Component level subjects (from 11-04/462r0, slide 4)

Antenna

MAC

PHY

Radio

HW platform

Power?

Next telecon:
June 17, 12 noon Eastern time, 1 hour
Chair is traveling the next two weeks and will be unable to hold the calls until June 17.
Minutes
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