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Monday July 26th, 2010
Attendees (probably partial):

 

Ed Reuss (Plantronics)

Jochen Miroll (Saarland University)

Torrey Atcitty (Harman)

Alex Ashley (NDS)

Ganesh Venkatesan (Intel)

Rohit Suri (Cisco)

Satish Putta (Harman)

 

Agenda/Notes:

 

· Administrivia
· Essential Patents: None
 

· Comment Spreadsheet 10/805r3 -- overview
Includes all comments, duplicates identified and work till date on comments

 

· LB164 Comments related to frames with DEI set and the corresponding use of retry counters – 10/940r0.
i. CIDs 10, 28, 162, 164, 165, 166, 209, 314, 316, 318, 462, 668, 717, 719 and 723

· Need feedback from the TG on SLDRC and SSDRC counters.
· Are short retry count only for control frames?  What is the threshold?
· Is 9.2.4 only for non-QoS STAs/non-QoS frames?
· Fonts are not consistent in the submission -- 10/11 used.
· Do we need to provide/extent this feature for non-QoS STAs?
· LB164 Comments related to Interworking with 802.1Qat
i. CID # 12, #712, #770 – Autonomous ADDTS Response versus Reserve Request/Response (10/905r0)

1. Allows for ADDTS Response and Reserve Request to independently evolve

2. ADDTS Response has a status field which needs to be interpreted differently -- this will not be an issue with ReserveRequest/ReserveResponse.

3. The non-AP STA will have to send an ADDTS Request to continue the AP Initiated TS Setup procedure. This is different from what is currently in the spec.

 

i. CID # 23 – 10/137r4

ii. CID #24 – discuss the two options - would be a non-issue if the ReserveRequest/Reserve Response pair is used

iii. CID #297 – describe the change made to the figure

iv. CID #298 – describe why dialog token is set to zero

v. CID #331—describe the change made to the figure

vi. CID #621 -- discuss

vii. CID #647, #676 – Discuss clarification

 

· Other comments discussed from spreadsheet 10/952r1 -- see ad hoc notes column
 

i. 252 -- agree with the proposed resolution

ii. Could we do DEI/SCS for Multicast frames?

iii. 400 -- are we defining what finer grain prioritization is? See 950r0 Add this reference to Ad Hoc notes

iv. 566 -- agree with the proposed resolution

v. 69 -- ACK behavior for DEI tagged frames described in Clause 9.2.0b.9

vi. 262, 406, 993 Is the DEI an MSDU attribute? Yes. Not a capability. Can we do it for a sub-stream? We need to worry about ordering

 

The teleconference ended at 12:30 Hrs EDT

Monday August 2nd, 2010

Attendees (probably partial):

 

Jochen Miroll (Saarland University)

Alex Ashley (NDS)

Ganesh Venkatesan (Intel)

Rohit Suri (Cisco)

Satish Putta (Harman)

Lisa Ward (Rohde and Schwarz)

Graham Smith (DSP)

 

Agenda/Notes:

 

· Administrivia
· Essential Patents: None
· LB 164 Comment Resolution
· 10/959r0 -- 
· Current proposal does not require an ADDTS from the non-AP STA
· ADDTS Reserve frames are sent/received only by 802.11aa STAs
· Resource availability at the AP can change between ADDTS Reserve transmission and any follow-on action(s) from the non-AP STA
· Slide-4 What is the value of ADDTS Complete? Slide-4 eliminates ADDTS Complete.
· If ADDTS Complete is removed, we need to wait for timeout to complete in order to complete the transaction -- no indication of when the TSPEC negotiation is complete. So ADDTS Complete is needed.
· ADDTS Reserve in option-1 replaces autonomous ADDTS Response.
· 10/960r0 -- 24 editorial comments on MRG
CID 584 - agree

CID 585 -partial BA bitmap only addresses a subset of the multicast group. Hence the proposed change. Need to look at this change in the context of the text around it to see if using the parenthesis around "MRG Group Addressed" is fine.

CID 586 - agree

CID 615 -- agree

CID 658 --  Need a better name for MRG

CID 660 -- Delete '[group addressed]' in the definition. Clarify the use of individual/group address. This would be a technical comment -- open

CID 663 -- agree

CID 664 -- disagree

CID 665 -- disagree

CID 677 -- agree

CID 678 -- Remove the duplicate note. Think of removing the second note and see how the description flows.

CID 686 -- same as 660

CID 713 -- see San Diego meeting minutes if this is already addressed. Should we see what TGad is doing in this space?

CID 736 -- MAC has MRG frames not streams

CID 745 -- How do we get special MRG MAC address(es) assigned? Talk to TGz and/or 802.1AVB

CID 753 -- same as 660

CID 760 -- Need to add these to definitions. Author to provide definitions. Refer to 11v for DMS

CID 762 -- disagree. It is not the normal path. Definition of legacy keep changing. Better to explicitly call out what features are active/inactive in this context.

CID 773 -- Need to rewrite Clause 11? The description is confusing. Ask Brian if he can help. 

CID 777 -- same as 773

CID 778 -- Get clarification from the commenter

CID 787 -- See San Diego meeting minutes? Maybe discussed as part of Editorial comments that were resolved in San Diego. Could we change 'stream' to 'frame'?

CID 796 -- agree. Use the term Partial Bitmap.

 

· 10/950r0 -- 
· Resolves a set of comments on AAC_VI and AAC_VO. 802.1 does not have a fixed mapping.
· This change does not deal with 'internal collision'  but with 'internal prioritization' between the two distinct video or voice queues.
· Use the 'alternate version'  and review the whole text
· How TCLAS elements and TCLAS processing elements are used? Processing can be some, all or none. Propose only to use 'some' or 'all' for TCLAS Processing elements. Additionally define what it means if the TCLAS processing element is not present.  Resolutions are mostly what the commenter(s)  have proposed.
 

· Others
OBSS comments are not found in 10/805r3.

· The teleconference ended at 12:29 Hrs EDT
Monday August 16nd, 2010

· Attendees

 

Torrey Atcitty (Harman)

Satish Putta (Harman)

Graham Smith (DSP)

Alex Ashley (NDS)

Rohit Suri (Cisco)

Ganesh Venkatesan (Intel)

 

· Agenda/Notes

 

· Questions/Concerns on IEEE policies and procedures -- none

· Knowledge of Essential Patents/Knowledge of holders of Essential Patents -- none

· LB164 comments related to OBSS 

· CID #8: 7.3.2.aa.94 Accept in Principle, fix the broken link to QLoad element definition in 7.3.2.aa.94

· CID #14: MIB related work. Can Alex own this?

· CID #15: Accept

· CID #21: Change reference to 11.24.2

· CID #22: The number of reported TXOP reservations is inherited from 11s. This field is useful to indicate that there are no reservations. Leave this comment open for review later

· CID #53, #56 and #57: accept in principle. May reject #53 and #56 depending on what gets done in Interworking. Ganesh to own #53 and #56

· CID #58: Suggests re-ordering of the descriptions. It is not clear when information for real load and information corresponding to potential load are used. 

·  Minimum PHY rate and nominal MSDU size is needed to convert bit rates into medium times. Minimum PHY rate is hard to come by. What would be the most reasonable Minimum PHY rate?

· CID #59: This is a good idea but this feature is not designed with this in mind. If this works, it would obviate the need for Admission Control. Can the commenter bring in a submission? The current feature assumes EDCA-AC as a minimum. The current approach is to try and avoid non-QoS BSSs that the BSS is overlapping with .

· CID #61-63: Accept. Need to check with Interworking solution.

· CID #77: Delete the word 'hopefully'

· CID #101: Editorial comment

· CID #103: Global change to use 'units of 32 usecs/sec'. Agreed

· CID #108: Neighbor is a more general term. Overlapping AP/Overlapping BSS means that the AP/BSS is operating in the same channel. Point to the definition in specification. Provide an explanation to the commenter.

· CID #109: Point to 'neighbor capture' and the presentation that demonstrates what happens when and EDCA station is in an overlapping situation with EDCA-AC and/or HCCA BSSs/APs. Provide these and hold off on Mandatory/Optional nature of this feature for later.

· CID #115: What are the limitations of the proposed solution? Can this be highlighted in the annex?

· CID #116: The solution is limited to 802.11BSSs. The PAR did not sign up to solve interference from other technologies operating in the same spectrum.

· CID #117: The 3 beacon period is designed to improve chances for hearing the neighbor's load.  The specification could use a MIB variable to parameterize this. The resolution is to  just provide the clarification to the commenter for now.

· CID #158: Agreed.

· CID #206: Agreed.

· CID #215: This is an Interworking comment

· CID #218: This is an MRG comment

· CID #225: This is the best that can be done. If Mean, StdDev is not known how is it handled? -- provide as explanation to the commenter.

· CID #226: P80L47 defines it. The specification needs to harmonize the usage of EDCA Bandwidth Factor and EDCA Overhead in the specification. 

· CID #234: TGaa does not are not addressing adjacent channel interference.  Channel selection may use adjacent channel interference information to decide on what channel to operate. However, channel sharing amongst overlapping BSS will limit itself to overlapping (and not adjacent channel(s)).

· Ganesh to resolve some of the OBSS comments. Alex will look at OBSS comments related to the use of AC_VI and AC_VO stream count/load.

 

· One more teleconference remaining before the meeting in Waikoloa. The members are encouraged to send a note to the chair on topics to be discussed in the next teleconference. Need to wrap all the teleconference work in preparation for Waikoloa.

 

The teleconference ended at 12:03 Hrs EDT
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