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Feb 01, 2010 TGaa teleconference

Attendees (partial list):

Naveen Kakkani (Nokia)

Ed Reuss (plantronics)

Brian Hart (Cisco)

Ganesh Venkatesan (Intel)

 

Administrivia:
No questions/comments on the IEEE 802/IEEE 802.11 Policies and Procedures

No knowledge of Essential Patents or knowledge of holders of essential patents

09/1183r1

 

How to cater to High demand clients? Clients that use a high proportion of the total available medium time.

 

The notion of 'continuous service period' -- Active MRG-SP power management mode. This is specified in the schedule element.

 

Used Conditionally  based on:

"An AP shall only advertise an Active MRG-SP power management mode for a stream if the stream consumes more than dot11RobustAVStreamingActiveMRGSPMediumTimeThresh percentage of the medium time"
 

Pasted from <https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/09/11-09-1183-01-00aa-draft-0-01-normative-text-changes-brianh-doc.doc> 

 

 

Legacy device performance -- 

Enterprise -- multicast is usually turned off in today's systems. With CSP enabled high throughput multicast performance would be excellent.

 

Home environment -- performance in overlapping BSSs would be good. 

 

This is an optional feature which can be used selectively in a mixed (legacy + aa) environment. And can be turned on when more and more aa devices show up in the mix.

 

This feature helps to work around video performance loss due to large number of buffered backlog at the AP.

 

If there a number of group addressed stream at any time, the situation becomes more serious.

 

This is a per group address scheme.  This scheme allows to move all heavy load multicast groups out of the DTIM. This scheme is more scalable and flexible. Move high demand aa traffic off of DTIM.

 

Should we use 801.11u GAS for this -- no. Since GAS is designed mostly for information from external networks and potentially higher layer information.

Interworking with 802.1 Qat

 

926r7 slide-11 -- describes what happens between 802.11 and 802.1Qqat

 

Interworking mechanism should provide a superset of 802.11 mechanisms instead of the lowest common denominator.

ADDTS Request/Response allows for rapid negotiation over the 802.11 link

Would this approach allow automatic use of other future  enhancements in 802.11?

 

How critical is the TCLAS negotiation for a STA -- AP is the one that is resource constrained

 

U-APSD support is a big need -- slide-17 in 09/926r7 

We should work on a mechanism where with PS we can achieve less than 20 msec

A 2 hop link one wired and one wireless is more common

 

We need to think of how to reduce the 20 msec delay. 

 

If PS can achieve < 20 msecs (if  not now sometime in the future) then the current solution (in 927r1 slide-11) precludes the 802.11 STA from using PS and participating in AVB.

 

Ad ad hoc meeting  (teleconference) is setup with 802.1Qat experts (2/2/2010 13:30-15:00 Hrs EST) to go over 802.1Qat design choices and related questions. Here are the teleconference details -- 

 

Tuesday, February 02, 2010, 10:30 AM US Pacific Time 

916-356-2663, 8-356-2663, Bridge: 2, Passcode: 8059468

 

Note: this is not an IEEE meeting and is setup in an ad hoc basis to get enough background in crafting a solution to the "interworking with 802.1AVB" goal in 802.11aa PAR.

 

The teleconference ended at 1230 Hrs EST 

 
Feb 15, 2010 802.11aa Teleconference
 

Attendees (partial list):

 

Ed Ruess (Plantronics)

Lee Brennan (Buffalo)

Alex Ashley (NDS)

Brian Hart (Cisco)

Ganesh Venkatesan (Intel)

 

Agenda/Notes:

 

a. Administrivia [2 minutes]
No questions/comments on the IEEE 802/IEEE 802.11 Policies and Procedures

No knowledge of Essential Patents or knowledge of holders of essential patents

b. Status of TGaa D0.04 Draft – with respect to integrating approved contributions from the LA meeting -- Editor is still working on the draft. Plan to have D0.04 ready by end of February.

c. Interworking with 802.1Qat – Review  09/219r0 
How do we avoid generation of new frames?

Would the MSRPDU stop at the AP? Or would it go to the Listener? Clarify this with 802.1Qat

What happens if the Talker does not like the ADDTS Response? Does it tell it's upper layer to generate an alternate MSRPDU?

Can we think of a mechanism where the MSRPDU comes down to the SME in the Talker, the 802.11 MAC starts a ADDTS conversation with the AP and when the reservation is successful, propagates the MSRPDU later? This will avoid some synchronization issues.

d. The chair requested the members to send a note describing planned proposals and preferred time for presentation in the Match meeting, to help in the planning of the March meeting agenda.
e. The teleconference ended at 1230 Hrs EST
Mar 01, 2010 TGaa Teleconference

Attendees (partial list):

Ganesh Venkatesan (Intel Corporation)

Graham Smith (DSP Group)

Ed Reuss (Plantronics)

Hang Liu (Thomson/Technicolor)

Lee Brennan (Buffalo)

Brian Hart (Cisco)

Jochen Mirroll (Saarland University)

 
a. Administrivia [2 minutes]
No questions/comments on the IEEE 802/IEEE 802.11 Policies and Procedures

No knowledge of Essential Patents or knowledge of holders of essential patents

b. Status of TGaa D0.04 Draft – Editor is still working on the draft.ETA: by the end of this week (Mar 08, 2010)

c.  Interworking with 802.1Qat – Review  09/219r2 
· Depict Reserve Request/Response frames

· Correct slide-13 listener side for DMN aggregating MSRPDU response

· Correct slide-12 RHS to say upper layers/MSRPDU

· Do we aggregate all reservations in a Reserve Request? Ask .1 Qat if there is interest in dealing with multiple streams

· What impact does it have on the completion of MSRPDU protocol? Should not add too much, if any

· The current solution is in slide-7 and it does not facilitate information available only at the listener to be considered in the MSRPDU process.

10/219r3 will be posted to the server with updates from the discussion above. 
d. The chair requested the members to send a note describing planned proposals and preferred time for presentation in the Match meeting, to help in the planning of the March meeting agenda.

The teleconference ended at 1230 Hrs EST
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