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Morning Session Tuesday 08:00 – 10:00
WNG SC (Wireless Next Generation Standing Committee) meeting called to order by TK Tan.

The IEEE 802 & IEEE 802.11 Policies and Rules were reviewed, together with licensing terms and associated conditions.  No comments or objections were noted.
The agenda (11-07-2147r0) was approved by unanimous consent.

The May 2007 Montreal WNG SC minutes (11-07-0740r0) were approved by unanimous consent.

Segregated Data Services in 802.11, Donald Eastlake (Motorola), 11-07/2161r0

Presented by Donald Eastlake, Motorola and Guido (Philips) presented Tentative Requirements

Attendee asked if had considered using Host Identity Protocol to enable mobility, give identity to the station.  This doesn’t get near that level of detail.

Comment - it’s an excellent effort to evolve right way but the summary slide with tentative requirements, need to have discussions on aspects 1 & 2 and would like to present again to TGu but little concerned about requirement #5.  Start looking at anything edge to edge.  Author responded that it is not edge to edge.

Speak against first straw poll and thinks there would be a conflict.  But second straw poll 
is in favor.

Bridging function is not in the scope of dot 11, why would it be here?  

Do want whichever data service .  Integration function between 802.11 network and another to preserve information.  How that happens isn’t quite clear.  Natural thing would be to use a VLAN tag. 

It’s in the standard to have multiple SSIDs.  That is addressed by the standard.  Donald:  it’s a common practice but not distinguished or addressed.  

Comment:  Integration function should be included.  Need to have a standardized way of doing that.

Comment from attendee on deployment of multiple SSIDs.  APs don’t provide that and no way to do that.  There are common work arounds.  Have AP that dynamically changes its identify over time.  Other common way is the actual device provide multiple virtual IDs.  In response, agree this is a common scenario, especially mesh configuration and not all going to be from a single vendor.  The concept of an SSID and distinct.  Segmented networks exist not only in dot 11 and with have to be with other logical networks.  Lack of connection with VLANs.  Embody other types of networks, want any.  There’s an 802.11 component to this but also a larger component involved, 802.15, 802.16 etc.

Comment  Virtual AP just relying on virtual addresses.  New SG would extend the approach and make it more cohesive.  Function from a higher layer perspective.

Question on why isn’t in the current scope of TGs

Author: not impossible but TGs wasn’t aimed that way.  The current PAR only permits meshing between APs not backhaul.  This would be a new element to add to TGs.  Closer to the activities of TGu, that would be closest.  Edge to edge security not tackled anywhere.  Idea with “s” wrt security and QoS was not to make it worse.  No one has attempted to add further security.  Forget what I said about QoS because it’s not relevant.

Comment - Layer wise, would think it belongs in 802.1 but there’s a part of it requires a coordinated effort.  

Comment - agrees with joint effort.  

Author to speak with 802.1.

TK – any final questions.  Proceed with straw poll 

Comment – if you elect to go to a SG, typically goes to a TG but what is the intent?  How do you see this relative just trying to work to a 802.11 based PAR 

Comment -  maybe too narrow.  Chair:  intent of the straw poll would to determine the path.

Author took a straw poll to proceed at this time to vote on a motion to set up a SG

Yes:  6    

No:  27

Abstain:  18

Should 802.11 receive further presentations on the topic of segregated services?

Yes: 46

No:  0

Abstain: 1

Next step: work with TGu and 802.1

Rotated and Scaled Alamouti Coding, Semih Serbetli (Philips), 11-07/2117r0.
Semih Serbetli (Philips) presented. 

Question  – what would conclusion be, SNR?

Author – use the same data rates, don’t increase the energy level

WPAN/WLAN/WWAN Multi-Radio Coexistence, Zhu & Stephens (Intel), 11-07/2117r0
Presented by Adrian Stephens (Intel)
Comment  – are you aware that dot 21 is possibly seeking to modify their PAR, then the MICE initiative would drop neatly into that WG, Suggest he discuss with .21

Author – noticed the 802 groups don’t get along particularly well.  Not a willingness to collarborate but a competitive nature.  If dot 11 manages the process, would be a big step forward.  Needs to come from bottom up to make it effective.

Comment: How are you going to deal with the ownership issues?  Adrian – that is part of the policy, i.e. going to give priority for voice traffic over data traffic.  AP can locally manage traffic, can become too complex.  Local knowledge of what’s going on in different 

Comment -  thinks it way more complicated.  Can have interference and still work properly.  Have stations that work together well enough.  Don’t want to lose the benefit, don’t want to throw away the aggregated throughput.

Regulating what is happening between the protocol stacks of two stations.  Given the policy may   Within the scope to specify radio architectures.  Complex 

Comment -  spectrum etiquette is being addressed within WiFi Alliance.  Have you considered this?

Simplest solution is always preferable.  Each solves their specific problem but a broader.

Comment – collocation as an issue, are you using information to coordinate your own transmission or asking others to modify theirs.

Comment – various ways of addressing this.

Comment – 802.19 could take on this work.

Comment – thinks this need to be grass roots up, doesn’t matter which group.

Comment – once you have this toolbox, how do you dictate behavior?

Author – good question.  Could create a number of profiles that translate into policies.  How to give priority to a particular type of traffic over and above another.  Would like to see more presentations.  

TK – urge grass roots approach.  Make an official call for discussions.  

Adjournment

In summary, had good discussions from the first presentation, also want to see more presentations.  Out of time, sign in for attendance.  No further questions, any objections to adjourning.   

Chair: Move for WNG to adjourn
No objections.

Meeting adjourned at 9:58.
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Minutes of WNG SC meeting held during the IEEE 802.11 plenary in San Francisco, CA from July 16th-20th, 2007.
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