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Chair: Neeraj Sharma
Secretary: Tom Alexander
Participants and their affiliation:

· Neeraj Sharma (Intel)

· Fahd Pirzada (Dell)

· Dalton Victor (Broadcom)

· Marc Emmelmann (TU Berlin)

· Tom Alexander (Veriwave)

· Sasha Tolpin (Intel)

Proceedings

The teleconference was called to order at 9.05 AM PST. Tom A. was appointed recording secretary. The agenda as disseminated on the reflector was reviewed. No objections were heard to accepting the agenda, so the agenda was approved. The chair (Neeraj) reviewed the teleconference rules and provided a brief update on LB101 and other matters, including the last teleconference. He also mentioned that he had gotten in touch with some of the commenters on comments which require further clarification and he plans to re-visit/resolve these comments during the July meeting as they may be controversial.
With that, the comments (in spreadsheet 11-07-0659/r6) were discussed, starting with comment number 299.

CID 299: Neeraj suggested resolving this by accepting the comment and adding "(6.15)" after "The power consumption measurement" on line 53. No objections, so this comment was accepted.

Marc noted that CID 311 is a duplicate of 299, so this should be accepted as well. There was no objection.

CID 1828 was discussed. Marc suggested putting CIDs 1827, 1828 and 1829 into a "controversial bucket". Fahd generally agreed. The comments were assigned to Fahd for review and possible contributions.

CID 510 was discussed. Dalton suggested that the figure needed some numbers to distinguish between high and low latencies. He also suggested contacting the commenter to clarify what was intended. Fahd and Marc proposed declining the comment because the figure did not imply that data traffic was not latency sensitive, it was latency sensitive to a low degree, and there was no need for a stringent requirement on what the user expects. There was some discussion between Fahd, Dalton, Sasha and Marc. The comment was marked as controversial. Fahd remarked that there was a problem in case the commenter when contacted came back with something other than the original comment.

CID 641 and 757 were observed to be exact duplicates of CID 510.

CID 1149 was discussed. There was no objection to accepting the suggested remedy.

CID 310 was discussed. Dalton said that along the lines of the previous discussion, the usage cases would become clearer if they were defined better. Marc asked if this comment should be put into a bucket for a general usage case definition effort. Dalton agreed. It was proposed that this should be added to the work that Fahd was planning to do on names of usage cases. Marc volunteered to help Fahd out.

CID 423 was discussed. Marc agreed with the commenter because he felt that video quality was not in our list of metrics, and proposed replacing video quality with video performance. Dalton clarified that what was meant was that non-wireless aspects of video transport and display played a larger part in the video performance, so he felt that it was not relevant to wireless performance. Marc suggested that removing the video performance metric should not be the subject of this comment, which was simply an "editorial" issue in referring to a metric that did not exist in the draft. Dalton wanted some time to see if this was acceptable. After review he agreed that replacing "video quality vs. range" with "video performance" was acceptable as a counter.

CID 1402 was also discussed, which was noted to be very similar to CID 423. Marc proposed countering this comment with a resolution changing video quality vs. range to video performance. There were no objections so the comment was countered.

CID 424 was discussed. Dalton noted that this was similar to CID 423. Tom proposed countering this with "jitter", which was a metric in the draft. Sasha suggested adding "packet loss, latency, and jitter", but it was noted that we only need to have one example, so the final resolution was a counter with replacing "voice quality" with "jitter". This was accepted without objection.

CID 1403 was discussed. It was noted that this comment was identical to CID 424 and should be countered with the same resolution. There was no objection to this.

Neeraj requested the teleconference attendees to bring in contributions next time to resolve the comments, as otherwise there would be no way of taking care of all the comments before November.

The time for the teleconference being exhausted, Neeraj thanked everyone for attending and reminded them of the next teleconference date, which was the 28th of June.

The teleconference ended at 10.00 AM PST.
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