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Meeting Minutes

Monday AM 2 Session

1. The Chair, Neeraj Sharma,
1.1. calls TGT meeting to order at 4.02pm
1.2. states his affiliation being Intel
2. There are 13 attendees in the room
3. Information on IEEE Bylaws on Patents and Standards

3.1. Chair shows and reads out slides #1 through #5 of IEEE Patent Policy including:

3.1.1. Highlights of the IEEE-SA Standards Board Bylaws on Patents in Standards

3.1.2. Section 6.2 of IEEE-SA Standards Board Bylaws on Patents in Standards

3.1.3. Other Guidelines for IEEE WG Meetings

3.2. Advise the WG attendees that: 

3.2.1. The IEEE’s patent policy is consistent with the ANSI patent policy and is described in Clause 6 of the IEEE-SA Standards Board Bylaws;

3.2.2. Early identification of patent claims which may be essential for the use of standards under development is encouraged; 

3.2.3. There may be Essential Patent Claims of which the IEEE is not aware. Additionally, neither the IEEE, the WG, nor the WG chair can ensure the accuracy or completeness of any assurance or whether any such assurance is, in fact, of a Patent Claim that is essential for the use of the standard under development

3.3. The chair provided an opportunity for participants to identify patent claim(s)/patent application claim(s) and/or the holder of patent claim(s)/patent application claim(s) that the participant believes may be essential for the use of that standard

3.3.1. There was no response indicating that any patent-related issues should be brought to the attention of the chair.

4. Appointment of secretary

4.1. Marc Emmelmann will act as temporary secretary for most part of the week.

4.2. Tom Alexander volunteers to take minutes during the Wednesday AM1 session.

5. Call for presentations

5.1. 11-07/2718r0 -- Proposal for resolution of comments for P802.11.2-D1.0 section 5.4, Sasha Tolpin

5.2. 11-07/2551r5 -- COAT Section Resolutions, Tony Maida, Anthony Maida

5.3. Other presentations will be added when ready

6. Approval of Agenda

6.1. Added motion by Dalton V. to the agenda

6.2. Approved by without dissent.

7. Approval of minutes
7.1. Motion to approve the following TGT minutes:
(1) September 2007 Hawaii Meeting – 11-07-2582-00-000t
(2) October 4, 2007 Teleconference – 11-07-2637-00-000t
(3) October 18, 2007 Teleconference – 11-07-2682-00-000t
7.2. Approved by without dissent.

8. Meeting objectives

8.1. Resolve comments and hear corresponding presentations

9. Chair’s report

9.1. Chair points out servers to retrieve meeting documents

9.2. Chair reports on progress regarding comment resolution. So far, approx. 15% of technical comments are resolved

10. Editor’s report

10.1. So far, a new draft has not been issued.

10.2. A new draft (D1.1) will be produced after this meeting

10.3. Editor provided suggested comment resolutions for all editorial comments.

10.3.1. These are part of the comment resolution spreadsheet rev 17. 

10.3.2. Editor plans to bring a motion to accept the suggested resolutions in a block.

10.3.3. Editor asks to have a look at these suggested resolutions and indicate any descent to him, possibly before the motion is brought on the table.

11. Affiliation of participants

11.1. Chair asks all participants in the room to state their name and affiliation

12. Presentations

12.1. 11-07/2718r0 -- Proposal for resolution of comments for P802.11.2-D1.0 section 5.4, Sasha Tolpin (Intel)

12.1.1. Comment to move the calibration points A and B inside the shielded enclosure (page 7, upper figure) to be consistent with others.

12.1.1.1. Change is considered technical and hence should be included in the motion

12.1.2. Discussion on the usage of isolators

12.1.2.1. There is a misusage of the isolator in Fig 27 of the Draft (D1.0). This has to be fixed later on (action item).

12.1.2.2. The isolator form the presentation, page 7, lower figure, will be removed as a friendly amendment.

12.2. 11-07/2551r4 -- COAT Section Resolutions, Tony Maida (3e Technologies)

12.2.1. Discussion on some of the wording, both, technical and editorial in nature.

12.2.1.1. Resulting changes reflected in the presented document which will be put on the server as Rev.5.

12.2.2. Due to the changes, a motion to adopt the proposed comment resolutions will be brought tomorrow

13. Rescind motion made during the Hawaii meeting

13.1. Motion:

13.1.1. Move to rescind Motion #3 from the Hawaii Slides (11-07/2390r1).

13.1.2. Moved: Dalton V.
Seconed: Sasha T.

13.1.3. Discussion

13.1.3.1. Q: Why, please give a reason

13.1.3.2. A: The motion in question removed a big part of the text of the video section.

13.1.3.3. A: By removing the text out, several comments were cut out (as they addressed the removed text). Since right now, there are several comment resolutions proposed to addressed these cut out comments, the removed text shoud be re-installed.

13.1.4. Vote: 2/0/5 – Motion passes.

14. Motions to accept jointly resolved comments of Hawaii meeting and last telecons

14.1. Motion
14.1.1. Move to accept the proposed comment resolution in Doc 11-07-0659-r14-000t as resolution to CIDs: 934, 28, 248, 988, 287, 98, 100, 106, 1165, 146, 148, 153, 35, 156, 161, 5, 6, 38, 351, 352, 585, 715, 832, 14, 959, 201, 203, 204, 246, 962, 18, 965, 266, 1083, 19, 69, 1611, 270, 397, 1612, 271, 272, 20, 398, 400, 275, 399, 277, 381, 24, 25, 26, 27, 235, 1789, 147, 349, 531, 661, 778, 152, 948, 1175, 1176, 1177, 1178, and 337 and instruct the editor to incorporate the changes in the current P802.11.2 draft

14.1.2. Moved: Tom A.

Seconded: Dalton V.

14.1.3. Discussion

14.1.3.1. This motion covers the CIDs jointly resolved during the Hawaii meeting. There are no other associated documents apart from the comment resolution spreadsheet.

14.1.4. Vote Y/N/A:
2/0/5 – Motion passes.

14.2. Motion

14.2.1. Move to accept the proposed comment resolution in Doc 11-07-0659-r17-000t as resolution to CIDs: 945, 1028, 947, 1030, 151, 162, 328, and 1039 and instruct the editor to incorporate the changes in the current P802.11.2 draft

14.2.2. Moved: Marc E.
Seconded: Sasha T.

14.2.3. Discussion

14.2.3.1. These are the motions which were resolved during the telecons

14.2.4. Vote Y/N/A:
3/0/2 – Motion passes

15. TGT in recess at 5.25PM for 5 minutes

16. Chair calls session to order at 5.30PM

17. Motion with respect to the presentation of 11-07/2718r0  

17.1. Move to accept comment resolutions in submission 11-07-2718-r0-000t with the following changes:
(1) Move calibration points A and B in Figure 9 to inside the shielded enclosure
(2) Remove the isolator from Figure 10,
update the comment resolution spreadsheet Doc 11-07/0659r17 and incorporate the revised draft text in the next version of the P802.11.2 draft

17.2. Moved: Sasha T.
Seconded: Dalton V.

17.3. Discussion

17.3.1. No discussion

17.4. Vote Y/N/A:
3/0/3
-- Motion passes

18. Comment resolution

18.1. Task group continues comment resolution based on 11-07/659r17.

18.2. Chair directly includes notes and proposed comment resolutions to the comment resolution spreadsheet appearing on the server as Rev. 18.

18.3. Addressed CIDs:

18.3.1. Counter the following comments according to the resolution adopted for 1175:

· 1179, 1180, 1181, 1183, 1184,

· 1185, 1186, 1187, 1188, 1189,

· 1190, 1191, 1192, 1194, 1195 

18.3.2. CID 36: 

18.3.2.1. Wording as in the draft makes sense since the test requires one to know the orientation of the antenna.

18.3.2.2. Different opinions in the group if this strict wording limits the audience of the test too much.

18.3.2.3. Group requests Chair to contact Mark K. and Dalton V. asking them to come up with a proposed resolutions since this is their contribution to the draft.

19. TGT in recess at 6.00PM

Tuesday AM2 Session 

20. Chair calls session to order at 10.30h

21. There are 13 attendees in the room

22. Call for presentations

22.1. No announcements of further presentations

23. Pending Action Items

23.1. Chair goes through action item list as listed in 11-07-659r17

23.2. Chair asks for updates on open action items and asks assignees to work on their items

23.3. Updates are noted in the document and will be posted in Rev 17.

24. Comment resolution

24.1. Task group continues comment resolution based on 11-07/659r17.

24.2. Chair directly includes notes and proposed comment resolutions to the comment resolution spreadsheet appearing on the server as Rev. 18.

24.3. Addressed CIDs

24.3.1. CID 1040, 1041

24.3.1.1. Might be resolved by the action item 33. 

24.3.1.2. Mark K. volunteers to address the two CIDs as well when he looks at the corresponding action item 33.

24.3.2. CID 1327

24.3.2.1. Group in favor to counter the comment.

24.3.2.2. Comment assigned to Mark K.

24.3.3. CID 37

24.3.3.1. Assigned to Tony M.

24.3.3.2. Tony M. will also have in parallel a look at CID 36

24.3.4. CID 5

24.3.4.1. Should be connected to CID 1327

24.3.4.2. Resolution of CID 5 changed accordingly

24.3.4.3. Assigned to Mark K.

24.3.5. CID 166

24.3.5.1. Same as 157

24.3.6. CID 1182

24.3.6.1. Similar to CID 1037

24.3.6.2. Assigned to Mark K.

24.3.7. CID 1042

24.3.7.1. Countered. Problem addressed by Tony M. proposals (11-07/2551r5)

24.3.8. CID 1043

24.3.8.1. Deferred until the presentation of 11-07/2841 which will take place

24.3.9. CID 168

24.3.9.1. Discussion on the comment

24.3.9.1.1. It is unclear if the comment only addresses the equation or at the same time questions the test / procedure used in the draft

24.3.9.1.2. Acknowledged that there is a problem with the equation

24.3.9.1.3. Should be countered

24.3.9.2. Assigned to Tony M. and Mark K.

24.3.10.  CID 329

24.3.10.1. Accepted

24.3.11.  CID 1044

24.3.11.1. Accepted

24.3.12.  CID 7

24.3.12.1. Related to CID 169

24.3.12.2. Assigned to Mark K.

24.3.13.  CID 170

24.3.13.1. Deferred

24.3.13.2. Assigned to Dalton V.

24.3.14.  CID 39

24.3.14.1. Assigned to Tony M.

24.3.15.  CID 1045

24.3.15.1. Assigned to Tony M.

24.3.16.  CID 1046

24.3.16.1. Assigned to Tony M.

24.3.17.  CID 171

24.3.17.1. Related to CID 168

24.3.17.2. Assigned to Tony M. and Mark K.

24.3.18.  CID 1047

24.3.18.1. Assigned to Mark K.

24.3.19.  CID 1048

24.3.19.1. Reject comment suggested by Dalton V.

24.3.19.2. No objections by group to reject.

25. TGT in recess at 12.33PM.

Tuesday PM2 Session

26. Chair calls TGT to order at 4.02PM.

27. There are 15 people in the room attending the meeting.

28. Modification of the agenda:

28.1. Added presentation by Tom A.: LB101 Comment Resolution for Link Layer Metrics (11-07/2580r0)

28.2. Modified agenda reflected in Chair’s meeting slides.

28.3. Modified agenda approved without dissent.

29. Presentations:

29.1. 11-07/2580r0 – LB 101 Comment Resolution for Link Layer metrics, Tom A.

29.1.1. Tom A. presents document noting that this presentation is an individual contribution and not as part of his technical editor duties.

29.1.2. Tom A. asks to send comments / requested modifications to him via e-mail as he plans to upload a possible revised version under the 4-hour rule to the server and have a motion adopting the proposed resolutions on Thursday.

30. Comment resolution:

30.1. CID 1049:

30.1.1. Chair asked to contact commenter and request clarification of the intention of the comment (esp. what is TX power in the comment referring to).

30.2. CID 1050:

30.2.1. Assigned to Mark K. to bring a proposal

30.3. CID 1051

30.3.1. Assigned to Mark K.

30.4. CID 172

30.4.1. Group feels that this comment should be rejected

30.4.2. Assigned to Dalton V. to come up with a wording for rejection.

30.5. CID 1193

30.5.1. Assigned to Dalton V.

30.5.2. Should be resolved in parallel with CID 1182

30.6. CID 1196

30.6.1. Same as 1193

30.6.2. Assigned to Dalton V.

30.6.3. Should be resolved in parallel with CID 1182

30.7. CID 1052

30.7.1. Deferred until Thursday as upcoming proposals will affect this comment.

30.8. CID 1053

30.8.1. Countered

30.8.2. Resolved in 11-07/2718r0

30.9. CID 1154

30.9.1. This CID was handled as part of action item 5

30.9.2. Response from Charles addresses technical issues. Commenter stated that intention of comment was not to impose technical changes but only to reveal an inconsistency in the table.

30.9.3. CID accepted.

30.10. CID 443

30.10.1.  Assigned to Fahd P.

30.11. CID 486

30.11.1.  Chair to get back to commenter to ask what is “leakage” referring to.

30.12. CID 980

30.12.1.  No consensus

30.12.2.  Assigned to Tony M.

30.13. CID 1131, 1867, 1881, 67, 82

30.13.1.  Same as 980

31. TGT in recess at 6.00 PM

Wednesday AM1 Session
32. Chair opened the session at 8.04AM EST.

33. Call for presentations

33.1. Chair called for any new presentations.

33.2. Tony Maida said that he would be bringing in a presentation Thursday, but it was not necessary to update the agenda just yet.

34. Approval of minutes

34.1. The Chair then reviewed the minutes of the November telecon (11-07/2845r0).

34.2. There were no comments on the minutes.

34.3. The minutes were approved without dissent.

35. Comment resolution

35.1. The Chair resumed comment resolution, starting from CID 82.

35.2. CID 82:

35.2.1. Deemed to be the same as CID 980, which was currently on hold.

35.3. CID 505:

35.3.1. Deemed to be the same as CID 980, which was currently on hold.

35.4. CID 1126:

35.4.1. Deemed to be the same as CID 980, which was currently on hold.

35.5. CID 1701: 

35.5.1. Deemed to be the same as CID 980, which was currently on hold.

35.6. CID 928: 

35.6.1. Deemed to be the same as CID 980, which was currently on hold.

35.7. CID 442: 

35.7.1. Deemed to be the same as CID 980, which was currently on hold.

35.8. CID 12: 

35.8.1. There was discussion on the comment. It was noted that the size of the box was not specified. 

35.8.2. The comment was deferred, and Sasha was volunteered to bring in a contribution specifying the size of the box.

35.9. CID 1244: 

35.9.1. Sasha proposed accepting the suggested remedy.

35.9.2. The comment was accepted.

35.10. CID 13: 

35.10.1. This was deemed similar to CID 12.

35.10.2. Assigned to Sasha to cover in his contribution.

35.11. CID 1245: 

35.11.1. Accepted. 

35.11.2. The antenna symbol will be removed from the WLCP box in Figure 15.

35.12. CID 956: 

35.12.1. Accepted

35.12.2. same as CID 1245.

35.13. CID 1347: 

35.13.1. Same as CID 1245, 

35.13.2. accepted.

35.14. CID 1351: 

35.14.1. There was discussion on the comment. 

35.14.2. It was observed that this also related to the Figure 14 / Figure 15 referencing issue. 

35.14.3. Fahd volunteered to take it on and bring in a contribution. 

35.14.4. The comment was assigned to Fahd for further action.

35.15. CID 363: 

35.15.1. Fahd observed that this was a holdover from before LB 101. 

35.15.2. Mark K. volunteered to take this comment on. 

35.15.3. There was further discussion. 

35.15.4. Fahd then recommended that he be assigned as one of the owners.

35.15.5. Assigned to Fahd

35.16. CID 1348: 

35.16.1. Sasha suggested that a turntable could be added to this environment as well. 

35.16.2. Dalton proposed that a stop-motion turntable should be added as the default for all of the LOS environments. There was discussion on this. 

35.16.3. Fahd proposed countering this proposal and passing it to him for work.

35.17. CID 1644: 

35.17.1. There was discussion on the comment. 

35.17.2. Fahd felt that it was not appropriate to explain in the draft as to why certain numbers were arrived at, and the comment should be rejected. 

35.17.3. The comment was assigned to Fahd to supply a justification for rejection.

35.18. CID 957: 

35.18.1. There was discussion. 

35.18.2. Fahd noted that there was already a clarification in the draft and we could simply reference it. There was an extensive discussion. 

35.18.3. Dalton proposed a reporting requirement for the antenna type used in the AP. 

35.18.4. Fahd volunteered to bring in text to resolve this comment.

35.19. CID 958: 

35.19.1. Fahd agreed that this could be covered by the same contribution to resolve CID 957.

35.20. CID 1350: 

35.20.1. Fahd agreed that this could be covered by the same contribution to resolve CID 957.

35.21. CID 192: 

35.21.1. Fahd proposed rejecting the comment on the basis that he disagreed with the commenter in terms of the state of the test environments and it was a subjective declaration that the environments don't mean much. 

35.21.2. Dalton supplied a counter-view that we are fixing the environments, and, now that the environments are fixed up, we can revisit the metrics; therefore we can accept the comment. After much discussion, the comment was accepted.

35.22. CID 1699: 

35.22.1. Mark K. proposed accepting this comment. There was discussion. 

35.22.2. It was proposed that since this same comment had been submitted against each metric, we could counter it by referencing those comments and saying that resolution of those comments would automatically resolve this one. There was discussion on whether the environment section would address it, or whether each individual metric would address it.

35.22.3. Finally, the comment was accepted.

35.23. CID 1720: 

35.23.1. There was discussion on the comment. 

35.23.2. Mark K. clarified that this comment was intended to require the people performing these tests to list the specific make/models of test equipment that was being used. There was debate on whether the requirement needed to be attached to the metrics or to the environment. 

35.23.3. Sasha pointed out that sub clause 6.2 covered the requirement. 

35.23.4. It was finally decided to counter the comment by noting that text was present in 6.2 to cover the requirement.

35.24. CID 1786: 

35.24.1. This was deemed similar to CID 1699 and would be addressed by a similar comment against each individual metric.

35.25. CID 1788: 

35.25.1. There was discussion on the use of test environments without using the corresponding metrics. 

35.25.2. Mark K. noted that we should have something similar in terms of equipment specifications in Clause 5, as well as Clause 6. It was pointed out Clause 5 did cover the need to have test equipment adhering to the requirements of Annex B. 

35.25.3. Ultimately the comment was countered.

35.26. CID 1882: 

35.26.1. It was agreed to defer the comment until the work pending on the OTA environments was completed.

35.27. CID 581, 711, and 828: 

35.27.1. Fahd proposed a counter as a polite rejection. 

35.27.2. There was general consensus. 

35.27.3. The comment was deferred and assigned to Fahd.

35.28. CID 580, 710, 827: 

35.28.1. There was considerable discussion on this metric, and whether the transmit rate adaptation metric measured the same parameters as the throughput test. 

35.28.2. The general consensus of the group was that the comment should be countered (i.e., politely rejected) with an indication that the transmit rate adaptation and the throughput metrics are different and use different test procedures. 

35.28.3. A pointer to the work going on in Clause 4 was added and the comment was deferred.
36. TGT in recess at 10.00 AM

Thursday AM1 Session

37. Chair calls meeting to order at 8.06 AM

38. Modification of Agenda

38.1. Additional presentation by Tony M. is added (11-07/2841r0)

38.2. Modified agenda moved and approved without dissent.

39. Motion related to presentation 11-07/2850r0

39.1. Tom A. has uploaded 11-07/2850r1 which incorporates the changes following the discussion after the presentation 

39.2. Motion

39.2.1. Move to accept comment resolutions in submission 11-07/2850r1, update the comment resolution spreadsheet Doc 11-07/0659r18 and incorporate the revised draft text in the next version of the P802.11.2 draft.

39.2.2. Moved: Tom A.

Seconded: Sasha T.

39.2.3. Discussion on the motion

39.2.3.1. No discussion, question called

39.2.4. Y/N/A: 4/0/1

39.2.5. Motion passes.

40. Motion related to the proposed resolution of the editorial comments

40.1. Motion

40.1.1. Move to accept the comment resolutions to the editorial comments in the comment resolution spreadsheet Doc 11-07/0659r18 and incorporate the revised draft text in the next version of P802.11.2.

40.1.2. Moved: Tom A.

Seconded: Mark K.

40.1.3. Discussion on motion

40.1.3.1. Feedback received up to today incorporated in the current version.

40.1.3.2. No further discussion

40.1.4. Y/N/A: 4/0/2

40.1.5. Motion passes

41. Straw Poll on schedule for teleconferences

41.1. Who is in favor of
-- Weekly

42. Empowerment to hold telcons

42.1. Straw Poll

42.1.1. Who is in favor of:
                          Weekly 1 hour Teleconferences (7 hours): count = 0
                          Biweekly 1.5 hours Teleconferences (6 hours): count = 0
                          Biweekly 1 hour Teleconferences (4 hours): count = 4
             Teleconferences on Thursday’s 12:00 pm ET
42.1.2. Result: There is no interest in an ad-hoc between now and January.

42.2. Motion

42.2.1. Move to empower TGT to have teleconferences on Nov 29, Dec 13, Dec 27, and Jan 10 at 12 pm ET for 1 hour each.

42.2.2. Moved: Tom A.

Seconded: Sasha T.

42.2.3. Discussion

42.2.4. Y/N/A:
2/2/2

42.2.4.1. Note: The Chair did not vote to break the tie but explicitly states that he is in favor of the motion in question.

42.2.5. Motion passes (Chair ruling).

43. Comment resolution cont.

43.1. CID 582, 712, 829

43.1.1. Sasha thinks metric is valid

43.1.2. Dalton V. volunteers to check with commenter what “ill-defined” means.

43.1.3. Assigned to Dalton V.

43.2. CID 583, 713, 830

43.2.1. Deferred

43.3. CID 1695

43.3.1. Discussion if such a section is needed. General agreement but not regarding the form and level of detail.

43.3.2. Comment deferred. Mark K. would consider working on this CID at a later time depending on his pile of currently assigned CIDs.

43.4. CID 1696

43.4.1. Comment is applicable to all metrics. Suggested to add such a section before 6.3

43.4.2. There was intense discussion regarding this issue before. Before resolving this comment, there should be consistent voice within the group before this comment should be

43.4.3. Sasha refers to 11-06/333 presented by Michael F. which in general addresses this issue.

43.4.4. Deferred as no one volunteers to work on this momentarily.

43.5. CID 935, 1054

43.5.1. Countered

43.6. CID 584, 714, 831

43.6.1. Intensive discussion and explanation of correct meaning and differences of  “throughput” vs. “goodput”

43.6.2. Some metrics in the draft are actually rather “forwarding rate vs. xxx” instead of “throughput vs. xxx”

43.6.3. Relevant RFCs

43.6.3.1. RFC 1242: Throughput (no loss)

43.6.3.2. RFC 2285: Forwarding rate (loss possible)

43.6.4. Discussion if it is good to use the correct wording but confuse reader or use technically incorrect wording according to RFCs.

43.6.5. Mark K. notes that due to the requirement to report the used tools, this should handle this definition problem.

43.6.6. Marc E. raises concerns that reports may end up with reporting “Tool-X-Throughput”, “Tool-Y-Throughput” which are no longer comparable.

43.6.7. Counter comment. The draft uses the correct wording in accordance to the RFC. Counter text recorded in comment resolution spreadsheet.

43.7. CID 1055, 1056

43.7.1. Countered

43.7.2. Resolved by CID 935

43.8. CID 936

43.8.1. Intention of the draft was to provide measurements of “pairs”, i.e. of a single AP tested against several end-stations. It is not intended to compare “pairs” of AP-1 vs. several end-stations against AP-2 vs. several end-stations. Hence calibration is not needed.

43.8.2. Note be the Secretary: Attn. discussion on this cont. during Thursday PM2 Session. Notes regarding this discussion (only regarding this specific CID) are noted here for consistency.

43.8.3. Assigned to Fahd P.

44. Orders of the day called

45. TGT in recess at 10.00 AM

Thursday PM1 Session

46. Chair calls meeting to order at 1.33pm

47. Modification of Agenda

47.1. Additional presentation added to agenda (11-07/2708r0)

47.2. Changes reflected in Chair’s meeting slides

47.3. Modified agenda approved without dissent.

48. Presentations

48.1. 11-07/2708r0 – Atlanta Compromise Proposal for Resolving OTA CIDs, Dalton V.

48.1.1. Q: Where is actually the compromise?

48.1.2. A: As the revised version is extremely simplified the compromise is actually that by this one can counter a lot of the comments saying “delete section x” or “section y is not necessary / too complicated”

48.1.3. Discussion on the statistical evaluation proposed. Doubt that “maximum” is the right statistic but rather “average” should be used. No consensus on this.

48.1.4. Open issue if a 10-degree turn and stop is needed. Additionally the duration of measurement per stop should be shown to be sufficient.

48.2. 11-07/2841r0 – Recommendation for comments addressing unknown antenna locations in Wi-Fi Devices, Tony M.
48.2.1. Discuss:

48.2.1.1. Characterization of radiation pattern is essential as the location of the antenna cannot be assumed to be known.

48.2.1.2. Q: Are you aware that the proposed methodology is fare away from what is in the draft right now?

48.2.1.3. A: Yes. The intention of the presentation is to get feedback before following this approach. This is just a starting point. Maybe further on, one can find a way to reduce the amount of work required to conduct a test and still have zero assumptions.

48.2.1.4. Usage of extension card for PC cards discussed. The intention to decouple the radiation pattern of the PC card from influences of notebook bodies is clear but it might be also valid to test the performance of the PC card when it is located within a specific notebook as this is what the user will later on experience.

48.2.1.5. Fahd shows former presentation by Michael F. (11-05/0944r0) to illustrate that one cannot make any assumption at all for the antenna pattern of a notebook are not feasible.

48.2.1.6. Agreement that accuracy / repeatability of measurement should not be sacrificed at the cost of the work convenience of the user of 802.11.2.

49. Time Line

49.1. Chair suggests to move time to have RevCom approval by December 2009 and adopt corresponding milestones accordingly.

49.2. Adjusted timeline shown on Chair’s meeting slides

49.3. No dissent on adjusting the timeline

50. Comment resolution (cont.)

50.1.1. CID 936

50.1.1.1. Discussion of comment continued. Notes regarding this discussion are continued under 44.8 for consistency.

50.1.2. CID 1057

50.1.2.1. Same as 935

50.1.2.2. Countered

50.1.3. CID 1058

50.1.3.1. Just because the test is suitable for other measurements, it does not necessarily that this fact has to be called out as requested by the commenter.

50.1.3.2. Tom A. points that if we accept the comment, the title has actually to be much longer as suggested by the commenter.

50.1.3.3. Fahd suggests rejecting the comment.

50.1.3.4. Disagreement on this. This comment has a similar point as 1254. Both should be deferred to see if other comments fall into the same bucket.

50.1.3.5. Deferred.

50.1.4. CID 1254

50.1.4.1. Deferred

50.1.4.2. CID is from the intend the same as CID 1254.

50.1.4.3. This is actually a bucket of comments saying instead of using x vs. attenuation use y vs. received power

51. TGT recesses at 3.30 pm.

Thursday PM2 Session
52. Chair calls meeting to order at 4.01 pm

53. Comment resolution (cont.)

53.1. CID 1255

53.1.1. Countered

53.2. CID 1059

53.2.1. Deferred until submitter is present at the next meeting.

53.3. CID 1252

53.3.1. Rejected

53.3.2. Test procedure does only allow unicast traffic to be measured (required counting of ACKs)

53.4. CID 586, 716, 833

53.4.1. Accept

53.4.2. Text changes to draft recorded in comment resolution spreadsheet.

53.5. CID 447

53.5.1. Reject (commenter accepts rejection)

53.5.2. Sub-titles may not wrap around and hence having distinct titles is not possible.

53.6. CID 1060

53.6.1. Countered.

53.6.2. Already covered in 6.3.1 (which overrides this section). 

53.7. CID 1253

53.7.1. Commenter intends that if these two metrics are necessary to be measured, they should appear in the TOC and hence adding section tiles could help.

53.7.2. Group also sees deleting the sentence in question and all the references to it as a solution.

53.7.3. These two metrics are only in there for diagnostic purposes. Group agrees that diagnostic metrics should not be in the normative part but could be included in an informative annex.

53.7.4. Countered by deleting the sentence and references too it.

53.8. CID 587, 717, 834

53.8.1. Assigned to Dalton V.

53.9. CID 588, 718, 835

53.9.1. Accept.

53.9.2. Required text changes provided in comment resolution spreadsheet.

53.10. CID 1061

53.10.1. Reject

53.10.2. Throughput vs. receive power closely corresponds closely to modeling throughput vs. RSSI which is determined by distance.

53.11. CID 444

53.11.1. Commenter clarifies that the actual intention was to make a comment regarding the shielded environment. Issue addressed by CID 190.

53.11.2. Countered telling that it does not relate to this metric but the main issue will be resolved with CID 190.

53.12. CID 506

53.12.1. Deferred

53.13. CID 1883

53.13.1. Similar to 506

53.13.2. Deferred

53.14. CID 1257

53.14.1. Rejected

53.14.2. Cannot put everything in the definitions.

53.15. CIDs 589, 719, 836

53.15.1. Accepted

54. TGT adjourns at 6pm.
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