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IEEE 802.11aa Teleconference on Monday 12/01/2008 11 AM EST

 

Teleconferences are bound by the conditions stipulated by the documentation below. Please review them and bring up any questions/concerns you may have before proceeding with the teleconference.

 

 

	IEEE CODE OF ETHICS

	IEEE-STANDARDS ASSOCIATION (IEEE-SA) AFFILATION FAQ

	IEEE-SA ANTITRUST AND COMPETITION POLICY

	IEEE-SA LETTER OF ASSURANCE (LOA) FORM

	IEEE-SA STANDARDS BOARD PATENT COMMITTEE (PATCOM) INFORMATION

	IEEE-SA PATENT POLICY

	IEEE-SA PATENT FAQ

	IEEE 802 LAN/MAN STANDARDS COMMITTEE POLICIES & PROCEDURES

	IEEE 802.11 Working Group Policies and Procedures at https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/public-file/07/11-07-0360-04-0000-802-11-policies-and-procedures.doc


 

Attendees:

 

Neeraj Sharma (Intel)

Osama Aboul-Magd (Nortel)

Brian Hart (Cisco)

Jochen Miroll (Saarland University) 

Alex Ashley (NDS Ltd)

Ed Ruess (Plantronics)

Graham Smith (DSP)

Hang Liu (Thomson)

Dalton Victor (Broadcom)

Naveen Kakkani (Nokia)

 

 

Agenda:

 

a. Administrivia

i. No questions/concerns on the IEEE policies and procedures as presented in the documentation referred above.

ii. No knowledge of Essential Patents or knowledge of holders of Essential patents.

a. Los Angeles Meeting Times for 802.11aa

i. Monday PM1 (conflicts with VHT, .11v, .11m, .11z)

ii. Monday PM2 (conflicts with .11n, .11p, .11u, .11v)

iii. Tuesday AM2 (conflicts with .11n, .11s, .11u, .11v)

iv. Thursday AM1(conflicts with .11n, .11v, .11w, .11u)

v. Thursday PM2(conflicts with .11n, .11v, .11p, .11z)

a. OBSS

· document 08/1440r0 from Brian Hart 
· Model Parameters -- matched to use the same from 11n
· What does the PLE value of 3.5 mean? Exponent that describes path loss -- signal strength loss is proportional to the inverse of distance raised to 3.5 (35dB per decade)
· Each point in slide-3 represents an AP
· Should we design a solution to solve this problem? This model is conservative. A solution for the worst case is the best
· What was the channel selection criteria -- choose the channel with the minimum number of APs in it.
· All apartments have an AP
· 40MHz channels may be worse than two 20MHz channels. Should we simulate with 20MHz channels? Market place situation may be one AP per apartment 40MHz AP or two APs one non-QoS with 40MHz and one QoS AP with 20 MHz channel operation -- Brian would try and add results to the simulation results.
· Small apartments with Wi-Fi video connectivity
 

· How to constrain OBSS in order to meaningfully address it in .11aa?
· Can we detect situations where our OBSS solution does not work and turn off TGaa mechanisms? Do we accept if TGaa  APs do not provide the extra benefit when a neighbor's legacy AP causes the AP's performance to fall-back to legacy mode?
· Local co-ordination versus distributed co-ordination -- or a solution where local co-ordination is between closely spaced APs and a distributed global solution.
· How accurate should times be synchronized? Relative offsets need to be known apriori. It becomes a problem only when APs cannot hear each other but STAs(from different BSSs)  can hear each other
· Brian may have a presentation on the hybrid solution -- local co-ordination when a small number of BSSs are overlapping and a centralized co-ordination when larger number of BSSs are overlapping.
· Maybe we should re-look Transmit power control.
· We will continue to discuss 'OBSS definition' in the next teleconference
· The chair will have a presentation that summarizes 'OBSS definition' discussions thus far
· The teleconference ended at 12:00 noon EST
IEEE 802.11aa Teleconference on Monday 12/15/2008 11 AM EST 

 

Teleconferences are bound by the conditions stipulated by the documentation below. Please review them and bring up any questions/concerns you may have before proceeding with the teleconference.

 

 

	IEEE CODE OF ETHICS

	IEEE-STANDARDS ASSOCIATION (IEEE-SA) AFFILATION FAQ

	IEEE-SA ANTITRUST AND COMPETITION POLICY

	IEEE-SA LETTER OF ASSURANCE (LOA) FORM

	IEEE-SA STANDARDS BOARD PATENT COMMITTEE (PATCOM) INFORMATION

	IEEE-SA PATENT POLICY

	IEEE-SA PATENT FAQ

	IEEE 802 LAN/MAN STANDARDS COMMITTEE POLICIES & PROCEDURES

	IEEE 802.11 Working Group Policies and Procedures at https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/public-file/07/11-07-0360-04-0000-802-11-policies-and-procedures.doc


 

 

Agenda:

 

a. Administrivia

I. No questions/concerns on the IEEE policies and procedures as presented in the documentation referred above.

II. No knowledge of Essential Patents or knowledge of holders of Essential patents.

b. Contribution to 802.1AVB (specifically 802.1Qat)

I. Osama commented that in addition to mapping TSPECs, we need to address the signaling needs

II. Need more meetings with .1AVB to move forward -- post-LA meeting

III. De-prioritization -- how are Ups maintained across the 802.11/802.1 boundary?

c. OBSS – recap last week’s discussion and discuss how to move forward (08/1458r0)
i. Mechanisms for APs to communicate with each other to exchange QoS information. 
ii. A Mechanism is needed to detect when the ‘constrained OBSS definition’ is violated so that the network(s) can backoff to legacy mode.

iii. The PAR specifically calls out the need to define a non-centralized OBSS solution. We need to take that into account.

iv. OQAP solution (08/1260r0), a definition for the constrained OBSS problem space and a mechanism to detect when the BSS overlap violates the defined constrains (so that the BSSs can backoff to the legacy mode) should complete the OBSS solution for TGaa.
v. Graham volunteered to present further analysis on the OBSS problem at a later time.

d. The group agreed to cancel the Dec 29, 2008 teleconference. The next teleconference is scheduled for Jan 12, 2009.

e. The teleconference ended at 11:47 Hrs EST.

 IEEE 802.11aa Teleconference on Monday 01/12/2009 11 AM EST

Attendees:

 

Kebaeri Banerjee (NXP)

Graham Smith (DSP)

Hang Li (Thomson)

Jun Li (Thomson)

Osama Aboul-Magd (Nortel)

Neeraj Sharma (Intel)

Ganesh Venkatesan (Intel)

Ed Reuss (Plantronics)

Alex Ashley (NDS)

 

 

Monday, January 12, 2009, 11:00 AM US Eastern Time 

916-356-2663, 8-356-2663, Bridge: 3, Passcode: 1472855

 

 

Teleconferences are bound by the conditions stipulated by the documentation below. Please review them and bring up any questions/concerns you may have before proceeding with the teleconference.

 

 

	IEEE CODE OF ETHICS

	IEEE-STANDARDS ASSOCIATION (IEEE-SA) AFFILATION FAQ

	IEEE-SA ANTITRUST AND COMPETITION POLICY

	IEEE-SA LETTER OF ASSURANCE (LOA) FORM

	IEEE-SA STANDARDS BOARD PATENT COMMITTEE (PATCOM) INFORMATION

	IEEE-SA PATENT POLICY

	IEEE-SA PATENT FAQ

	IEEE 802 LAN/MAN STANDARDS COMMITTEE POLICIES & PROCEDURES

	IEEE 802.11 Working Group Policies and Procedures at https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/public-file/07/11-07-0360-04-0000-802-11-policies-and-procedures.doc


 

 

Agenda/Notes:

 

a. Administrivia [2 minutes]

1. No questions/concerns on the IEEE policies and procedures as presented in the documentation referred above.

2. No knowledge of Essential Patents or knowledge of holders of Essential patents.

a. Document 08/1470r2 (OBSS Analysis of Channel Requirements) Graham Smith [28 minutes]

1. Graham demonstrated via simulation that when APs do channel selection, the overlapping AP chains do not span over 3 APs.

2. Due to time constraint, the presenter could not take questions. Deferred questions/further discussion to the e-mail reflector.
 

c. Document 09/22r0 (Intra-flow, intra-AC Diffserv in [non-]802.11n) Xiaojun MA [28 minutes]

1. Bit 7 of QoS Control field for non-11n system and Bit20 of the HT field to be used in order to flag that intra-AC differentiation is used.

2. What is the difference between "drop randomly" and "drop all"? Is there a difference in how the MAC handles the 802.11 frames?

3. The information is conveyed in the frame (and is processed at all hops)

4. Who needs to care about the PS buffers? The information needs to be carried over the air for all the hops to get a chance to throttle the traffic based on the link conditions 

5. Priorities -- not EDCA priority but 'priority' within a stream

6. Ed proposed to discuss this topic (or the outcome of this discussion within TGaa) with 802.1AVB. A future joint meeting with 802.1AVB will include this discussion in the agenda.

 

a. Other business [2 minutes] -- None.

b. The Teleconference ended at 12:04 Hrs EST.
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