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Teleconference call Feb 25, 2001

Attendees: Jouni Malinen, Atheros; Dorothy Stanley, Aruba Networks; Mark Hamilton, Polycom; Peter Eccelsine, CISCO; Adrian Stephens, Intel; Bill Marshall, AT&T; Jon Rosdahl, CSR.

The tentative agenda:

1. Call to Order, Patent Notification
2. Editor Report
3. Comment resolution
4. Adjourn
Meeting announcement included the following request: 

Please review the documents at the following links prior to the call:

-  IEEE Patent Policy - http://standards.ieee.org/board/pat/pat-slideset.ppt
-  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.pd
1 Call to Order, Patent Notification at 10:03am EDT by Dorothy Stanley.
1.1. No questions or issues raised about Patent or Meeting policies.

2 Agenda reviewed and added  “5. Review plans for March F2F” to tentative agenda

3 Editor Report
3.1. https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/11/11-11-0042-01-000m-tgmb-editor-reports-2011.ppt.
3.2. Reviewed document.
3.3. 132 comments were supplied with the ballot, but some late comments were added for a total of 176 comments.
3.4. There is one comment “see attached file” which has two comments, so this one comment is marked resolved already, and the two comments from the attached file are included in the database..
3.5. D7.02 and D7.02 redline is available in the members area.
3.6. Draft reviewing is being done
3.7. Updated plan for REVmb is completing in Oct 2011.
3.7.1. Plan assumes TGs is available in June.  Otherwise it is a day for day slip.
3.7.2. Need more info from TGs to know options.
3.7.3. We may be able to get done in August without TGs, or in Oct if best timeline possible.
3.8. Questions?
3.8.1. None
3.9. Discussion on Plan – we may want to review in May, but TGs is hoping to be on schedule according to their plan.  A possible planned time to discuss the status on Monday evening at the May interim may or may not be necessary.
4 Comment resolution
4.1. Choose from Editorial comments that need interpretation or Jouni’s comments.

4.1.1. start with Jouni’s

4.2. CID 11027

4.2.1. Discus comment and possible resolution

4.2.2. How to address if status Code is 0?

4.2.3. Are they all mandatory when Code is 0?

4.2.4. The specific part seems ok, but the other part that says do something similar, needs more definition. And we can agree in principle and point to other comments if we need to.

4.2.5. In Capability Link identifier, accept in principle.

4.2.6. Link Identifier is present if the Code is Zero.

4.2.6.1. change from “it is optionally present if status code is zero” to “it is present if the status code is zero”

4.2.7. We should look to see if the fields are optionally present or not.

4.2.8. Discussion on what the form the table should take.

4.2.8.1. Do we like “only” or do we want to have “present if condition and not present otherwise”.

4.2.9. Is there harm to have elements present when Status Code is not 0?

4.2.9.1. Possibly.

4.2.10. For item 17, 20/40 BSS Coexistence, 

4.2.10.1. Change to say the 20/40 BSS Coexistence element is optional present if the status code is zero and not present otherwise.

4.2.11. Ordering of the condition and where defined is to be addressed by editor

4.2.12. Row 16 HT capabilities

4.2.12.1. Do we want to add “otherwise not present”?

4.2.12.2. spurious discussion

4.2.12.3. By saying that this is not present in the false case may be a technical issue with legacy devices …which there may be no devices anyway.

4.2.12.4. The text is arguably ambiguous, and in interop testing has indicated some changes that need to be done.

4.2.12.5. Yes we do want to add the “otherwise not present” statement.

4.2.13. Row 15 Supported Operating classes:

4.2.13.1. change to be similar wording

4.2.13.2.  Change to “The TDLS channel switching capability bit is equal to one and Status code is 0 (Successful) and is not present otherwise.”
4.2.14. Row 14 Timeout Interval

4.2.14.1. change the first three sentences
4.2.14.2. The name of the element is Timeout Interval, but the information subtype is TPK key lifetime in the 2nd column.

4.2.14.3. Rewrite of row done.

4.2.14.4. Start the definition with The Timeout Interval containing the TPK Key Lifetime…

4.2.15. Row 13 FTE
4.2.15.1. delete first sentence

4.2.15.2. fix standard format for condition and present and otherwise
4.2.15.3. FTE is present if security is required on the TDLS direct link and the Status Code is 0(Successful), and is not present otherwise.

4.2.16. Row 12 QoS Capability

4.2.16.1. add “not present otherwise” to first sentence

4.2.17. Row 11 Extended Capabilities

4.2.17.1. discussion of when present

4.2.17.2. The editor to fix order of definition and conditions

4.2.17.3. Updated to have new consistent form.

4.2.18. Row 10  RSNE

4.2.18.1. Update the definition to the consistent form.

4.2.18.1.1. Definition then condition of when present.

4.2.18.1.2. The RSNE element is present if security is required on the TDLS direct link and the Status Code is 0(successful) and not present otherwise.

4.2.19. Row 9 Supported Channels

4.2.19.1. make a change to 2nd and 3rd sentences:

4.2.19.1.1. The Supported Channels element is present if the TDLS channel switching capability bit is equal to one and the Status Code is 0(successful) and not present otherwise.

4.2.20. Row 8 Extended supported rates

4.2.20.1. it has some optional.choices

4.2.20.1.1. Can we say it may be present?

4.2.20.1.2. We can say it is optional present, but we need to make sure it is there when it is not optionally present.

4.2.20.2. we can reverse the logic, 

4.2.20.2.1. it is not present when status code is not 0

4.2.20.2.2. otherwise is present if more than 8 rates

4.2.20.2.3. otherwise present

4.2.20.3. We have to distribute the status code condition and then parse it out.

4.2.20.3.1. The Extended supported rates element is present if there are more than 8 supported rates and status code is 0, and is optionally present when there are less than 8 supported rates and status code is 0, otherwise not present.

4.2.21. Row 7 Country element is handled earlier.

4.2.22. Row 6 Supported Rates

4.2.22.1. Make it consistent.

4.2.22.1.1. The Supported Rates element is present if Status Code is 0 and not present otherwise…

4.2.22.1.2. Change from present to included.

4.2.23. Row 5 Capability

4.2.23.1. similar changes to row 6

4.2.23.2. Change to present from “included”.

4.2.24. Proposed Resolution: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE (MAC: 2011-02-25 15:33:02Z)
Make the suggested text change for the Country element.

In the "Link Identifier" row, change from "It is (optionally?) present if Status Code 0" to "It is present if the Status Code is 0".

For 20/40 BSS Co-existence, change the first two sentences to say "The 20/40 BSS Coexistence element is optionally present is the Status Code is 0 and not present otherwise."

For HT Capabilities, change "Status Code is 0 (successful)", to "Status Code is 0 (successful) and not present otherwise".

For Supported Operating classes, change "It is present if the TDLS
channel switching capability bit is equal to one. It is present for
Status Code 0 (Successful)." to "It is present if the TDLS channel switching capability bit is equal to one and the Status Code is 0 (successful) and not present otherwise."

For Timeout Interval, change "TPK Key Lifetime (optional). It is present if security is required
on the direct link. It is present for Status Code 0 (Successful)." to "The Timeout Interval, containing the TPK Key Lifetime, is present if security is required on the direct link and the Status Code is 0 (successful), and not present otherwise." In the second column, replace "Timeout Interval" with "Timeout Interval (TPK Key Lifetime)".

For FTE, change "FTE of the TDLS responder STA (optional). The FTE is present
if security is required on the TDLS direct link and the Status Code is 0 (Successful)" with "The FTE is present if security is required on the TDLS direct link and the Status Code is 0 (Successful), and not present otherwise."

For QoS capability, add "and not present otherwise." to the end of the first sentence.

For Extended Capabilities, change "The Extended Capabilities element is optionally present if any of
the fields in this element are non-zero. It is present for Status Code 0 (Successful)." to "The Extended Capabilities element is present if any of the fields in this element are non-zero and the Status Code is 0 (Successful), and not present otherwise."


For RSN IE, change "For RSN IE, change "The Supported Channels element is defined in 8.4.2.20 (SupportedChannels element). It is present if the TDLS channel switching capability bit is equal to one. It is present for Status Code 0 (Successful)." to "The RSN element is present if the TDLS channel switching capability bit is equal to one and the Status Code is 0 (Successful), and not present otherwise."

For RSN IE, change "RSNE of the TDLS responder STA (optional). The RSNE is present
if security is required on the direct link and the Status Code is
0 (Successful)." to "The RSN element is present if security is required on the TDLS direct link and the Status Code is 0 (successful), and not present otherwise". 

For Supported Channels, change "It is present if the TDLS channel switching capability bit is equal to one. It is present for Status Code 0 (Successful)" to "It is present if the TDLS channel
switching capability bit is equal to one and the Status Code is 0 (Successful), and not present otherwise."

For Extended Supported Rates, change "The Extended Supported Rates element is present if there are
more than eight supported rates, and it is optionally present otherwise. Present for Status Code 0 (Successful)." to "The Extended Supported Rates element is present when there are more than 8 supported rates and Status Code is 0. It is optionally present when there are less than 8 supported rates and Status Code is 0. Otherwise it is not present."

For Supported Rates, change "The Supported Rates element indicates the rates that are supported
by the STA. The Supported Rates element is defined in 8.4.2.3 (Supported Rates element). Included for Status Code 0 (Successful)." to "The Supported Rates element indicates the rates that are supported
by the STA and is present when the Status Code is 0 (successful), and is not present otherwise. The Supported Rates element is defined in 8.4.2.3 (Supported Rates element)."

For Capability, change "The Capability field indicates the capabilities of the STA. The
Capability field is defined in 8.4.1.4 (Capability Information field). Included for Status Code 0 (Successful)." to "The Capability field indicates the capabilities of the STA and is present when the Status Code is 0 (successful), and is not present otherwise. The Capability field is defined in 8.4.1.4 (Capability Information field)."
4.2.25. There are other TDLS frames and we will need to do a similar exercise offline and have a submission to resolve it.

4.2.26. Move to Comment group MAC A and ready for motion.

4.3. CID 11028

4.3.1. Similar to CID 11027 and so Mike is asked to take a stab at it for review later.

4.4. CID 11029

4.4.1. Review comment

4.4.2. Agree, but a cited reference is missing at the cited location (530.31).

4.4.3. Proposed Resolution: Agree in Principle, make proposed change, and add a cross reference 

4.4.4. Move to Comment group MAC A  and ready for motion.

4.5. CID 11030

4.5.1. Similar to the prior comment, but there is a reference this time.

4.5.2. This time it is accept.

4.5.3. Move to Comment group MAC A  and ready for motion.

4.6. CID 11031

4.6.1. There is an extra “N_KEY” in the derivation.

4.6.2. Is there a function N_KEY, or if we remove this what is the problem if we don’t?

4.6.2.1. This is an issue that was found in the IOP testing and this needs to match the agreed implementer’s decision.

4.6.2.2. There is a problem with interoperability here if we don’t make the change.

4.6.3. Proposed Resolution: Agree

4.6.4. Move to Comment group MAC A  and ready for motion

4.6.5. Do we need to file an erratum on this issue?

4.6.5.1. No it would be more work than it was worth, not necessary.

5 planning issues:

5.1. need 2 more reviewers on D7.02

5.1.1. Peter and Dorothy

5.2. Names for comment addressers.

5.2.1. Mike and Jon to dish out comments to volunteers to get proposed resolutions.

5.2.2. Dorothy and Mark and Adrian will take some.

5.2.3. Peter will take anything other than security.

5.3. Posting of the comment files to be done today if possible.

5.4. Meeting in Singapore has 7 sessions.

5.4.1. Hope to get all comments resolved, but will plan for telecons to complete.

5.4.2. Need to get bulk done, and the last outliers would be added later, but we need to avoid being too close to May meeting.

5.4.3. Comment resolutions start prior to F2F meetings but conclude as close to the end of the F2F meetings as possible.

5.4.4. Ideally we will complete during the March Meeting.

5.4.5. Dorothy to schedule a call for March 25.  April 1 and 8 are not looking like good days, but during the March F2F we will find a better time.

6 Request to get some feedback on CID 11044 to Jouni to decide how much work he will be willing to do ahead of time if it is agreeable.

7 Adjourn – 12:00pm

References:

Editor Report
 https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/11/11-11-0042-01-000m-tgmb-editor-reports-2011.ppt.
Full Comment File:


https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/10/11-10-1284-04-000m-revmb-sponsor-ballot-comments.xls
MAC Comment file:

https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/11/11-11-0271-00-000m-mac-adhoc-sponsor-ballot-comment-resolutions-feb11.xls
Editor Comment file:

https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/10/11-10-1455-04-000m-revmb-sponsor-ballot-editor-comments.xls
Gen AdHoc Comment File:

https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/11/11-11-0279-00-000m-gen-adhoc-recirc-1-sponsor-ballot-comment-resolutions.xls
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