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Minutes

The Chair convened the call at 10:05 EST.

The telecon announcement included the following informational pointers:

IEEE Patent Policy http://standards.ieee.org/board/pat/pat-slideset.ppt
Patent FAQ http://standards.ieee.org/board/pat/faq.pdf
LoA Form http://standards.ieee.org/board/pat/loa.pdf
Affiliation FAQ http://standards.ieee.org/faqs/affiliationFAQ.html
Anti-Trust FAQ http://standards.ieee.org/resources/antitrust-guidelines.pdf
Ethics http://www.ieee.org/portal/cms_docs/about/CoE_poster.pdf
IEEE 802.11 Working Group Policies and Procedures
https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/public-file/07/11-07-0360-04-0000-802-11-policies-and-procedures.doc
The Chair reminded everyone that we are operating under the IEEE Patent Policy. The Chair inquired if anyone on the call was personally aware of the holder of any patent claims that are potentially essential to implementation of TGac and that are not already the subject of an Accepted Letter of Assurance: 

Such persons must either speak up now or provide the TG or WG Chairs with the identity of the holder(s) of any and all such claims as soon as possible or cause an LOA to be submitted.

In response, no one spoke up.

The only item on the agenda was Rolf De Vegt (Qualcomm) presentation 09/0273 on specification frame work methodology. There was no objection to proceed with the agenda item. 
Rolf introduced his presentation. Main points include:

· Proposal of how the framework will look like in response to questions related to the level of details that should be included.
· Provide couple of examples making use of IEEE 802.11n functional blocks

· Proposal on the level of details that should be included as on pages 8 and 9 of the presentation.
· The focus is on the methodology not the contents at this time.

· Need to make the distinction between the functional blocks and the ad hoca at this time. One ad hoc may focus on multiple functional blocks

Q: (Robert Stacy, Intel) Do you see a two-stage or a single-stage document? How do you work on the functional Specifications?

A. (Rolf De Vegt) Agree first on the system architecture and then define functional blocks. Point to 09/0059 for proposed selection process. TG gets consensus on the specification framework and then TG decides on how to allocate the ad hoc groups.
Q: (Robert Stacy, Intel) Does the specification framework go to letter ballot?

A. (Rolf De Vegt) Specification framework doesn’t go to letter ballot but require 50% or 75% (more likely 75%) approval rate by the TG as on page 5 of the presentation.

Q: (Venko Erceg, Broadcom) question about the time flow or when the task is get completed. Need channel and usage models first and then functional requirements and then move to specification framework.

A. (Rolf De Vegt) Yes, that is what is indicated by the blue lines in the flow chart on page 5. Things may move in parallel but the logically the flow follows the blue lines.

 Venko: usage models and channel models get accepted first
Rolf: yes

Q: (Peter Loc, Reliant) concerns about the timing of the specification framework being developed before contribution proposal. It will pre-mature to set something upfront without knowledge of the technology.
A. (Rolf De Vegt) you can have this discussion during the specification framework development. The feedback path presented on page 5 allows for the adjustment of the specification framework if new ideas are presented

Venko: keep the specification framework as general as possible

Q: (Peter Loc, Reliant) where a complete proposal fit in the flow chart on page 5?

A. (Rolf De Vegt) if you have a complete proposal you first need to make sure that the specification framework covers all areas of the proposal and then make the case for each of the individual elements in the ad hoc groups. Complete proposal has advantage if it is consistent and coherent. A full picture gives you a sound argument.

Peter, concerned of being almost impossible to get all elements accepted by all ad hoc groups. In IEEE 802.11n we started with complete proposals and then break it into functional blocks after that. How a proposal will affect the performance?
Rolf: we are going to have an architecture document that we refer to and TG discussions to review all the elements.

Venko: important not to have many ad hoc groups, no more than 2. There are dependencies between the different elements. For example to decide on how many stream in OFDM PHY depends on the MAC. There is going to be overlap between groups. We should try the new procedure but need to be careful how the system is optimized.

Rolf: dependency is one of the elements that used to define each block as given on pages 8 and 9 of the presentation.

Q: (Robert Stacy, Intel) how to make the decision between two technologies that support the same requirement? How to decide what to keep?

A. (Rolf De Vegt) There is a bound of one mandatory and one optional  for each element. The TG makes the decision.
Q: (Joe Lauer, Broadcom) In 802.11n there was a set of comparison criteria, do you envisage something like that needed?
A. (Rolf De Vegt) two things, page 6 defines performance metrics as one of the attributes. Page 5 indicates support for system level performance metrics. We may call out a separate document for that or have it included in the architecture document.

Q: (Robert Stacy, Intel) Do you use simulation or what criteria to judge what goes in the specification framework.

A. (Rolf De Vegt) The starting point for the specification framework is perhaps a straw man document and then evolves. The TG need to agree on how to decide on the specification framework.

Venko, A specification framework should be general enough that a range of targets cab be achieved and the best one is chosen.

Peter, as example set something called aggregation and let the ad hoc group decide what kind of aggregation.

Rolf, aggregation has a set of inputs and outputs. If we cannot decide on an inputs and outputs for a function then it shouldn’t be included.
Rolf: Anything specific in what was presented that needs to be adjusted? Is the level of details correct? Any input now, or between now and Vancouver meeting is appreciated.

Venko: the time of the TGac conference calls.

Osama. The next call is scheduled for Feb 26 at 20:00 ET. Conference call times will be discussed in Vancouver.

The chair adjourned the call at 11:03 ET.
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