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Minutes

The Chair convened the call at11:05 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.

Discussion of the functional requirements document 09/0451r2 was the only item on the agenda. Peter Loc (Ralink Technologies) led the discussion of the first conference call scheduled at 11:00 ET. Minho Cheong led the discussion during the second call scheduled at 20:00 ET.

Revised a new revision of what was presented during the Montreal meeting taking into account what was agreed to including revision of the BSS aspects and enhanced power saving.
Discussion:

Rolf De Vegt (Qualcomm) pointed out that OBSS and power saving are still under discussion and there is no agreement yet. Peter indicated that Samsung may no longer be onterested in including enhanced power saving in the functional requirements documents.
Suggestion is to replace the word “device” with the word “amendment in” R1 and throughout the document
Suggestion to remove the 5 GHz operation in backward compatibility since it is explicit that TGac devices will operate in this range.

Eldad Perahia (Intel) raised the issue of the difference between the backward compatibility and coexistence.

Rolf suggested to look at 802.11n functional requirements and see what language was used there. It is similar to the terms used by Peter.
Eldad: The difference is still not clear. There wasn’t coexistence in 802.11n. Now that we have coexistence there is the need to differentiate between them. Need to start the discussion on the mailing list.

Rolf: The issue has been debated in IEEE 802.11 and IEEE 802. There may be definitions available for theses terms.

Backward compatibility may mean accepting you as part of the BSS while coexistence doesn’t need to understand.

Adrian (Intel) mentioned that 802.19 may have a definition. It is difficult to come up with a definition for fairness and its use should be avoided.

Venko (Broadcom( agreed with Adrian. At least one mode of operation will be supported. Leave it to the group to decide.

Rolf: Need to see technology proposals on backward compatibility.

Peter: Look at the WFA testplan.

Minho (ETRI): Any specific expression that differentiates between coexistence and backward compatibility will need a definition.

Eldad: I am not proposing to come up with a definition now. Peter is close. We may also look at 802.15 if there is a definition for coexistence. Start the discussion on mailing list.

Venko: Section 4.4. reference to OBSS is a controversial subject. Need to remove any reference to the subject.
Peter: The statement only refer to how you support OBSS. The statement reflect the straw poll taken during May meeting.

Suggestion is to change support to impact. Work with Venko, Eldad, and Rolf with the right words. NTT also should be included.

Changes on the Evaluation Methodology from May meeting:

Chapter 3.1 ( no change

Chapter 3.2 ( Traffic models ( some discussion on TCP file transfer. Used the term minimum which is not suitable to describe TCP rate. Maximum 10 Mbps.

Four simulation scenarios are included:


Single link ( no change


Multiple link ( different bit rate can be offered to every flow

In home entertainment


Enterprise networks

Section 4.2 includes some changes since May meeting. Add new column in the table describing the number of antennas. It will be useful to specify the number of antennas for some mobile devices.

Raju: 5 m src and sink, is that realistic. In some scenarios this will be too long.

Peter: This is only a representation. It is for evaluation purposes and for comparison.

Rolf: What is wrong with 5m?

Raju: Talking about peer-to-peer use cases.

Section 4.3 Enterprise Networks: did some changes since May meeting. TCP file transfer using max rate. Inserted new column for number of antennas.
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