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Dec 03, 2007 11:00 AM EDT

Chair -- Alex Ashley (NDS Ltd)

Attendees --  Ed Reuss (Plantronics), Todor Cooklev (Hitachi America), Graham Smith (DSP  Group), Jae-Young Lee (LG Electronics), Ma Xiao Jun (Thompson), Mike Ellis (BBC), David Bagby (Calypso Ventures).
 

The chair was also the secretary for this meeting. The meeting was called to order at 11:06 AM EST.

 

1. The chair called attention to the documentation pointed to by hyperlinks that were listed in the e-mail invite for this teleconference. Specific attention was called to the IEEE SA Patent Policy. There was no response to a call for any knowledge of essential patents that affect the proceeding of this teleconference.

2. The agenda for this meeting:
Teleconference formalities (IEEE-SA Patent Policy, etc)
Roll call

Questions/Comments on minutes from Atlanta

Discuss agenda for January meeting

Discussion on current VTS PAR & 5C. Current open issues are:

Clarifications/dis-ambiguating “Link adaptation Mechanisms”

Any specific mechanisms for Broadcast Video

DRM requirements (WNG presentation from Atlanta)

802.1 wireless Bridge proposal (this is still not fully cooked. 802.1 mentioned this in our joint meeting) 
3. Questions/Comments on minutes from Atlanta 
a. No comments received

4. Discuss agenda for January meeting 
a. The chair informed the group of the current session allocations for VTS SG in Taipei. The current plan is for PM2 slots on Tuesday and Wednesday. The hope is to have a PAR document the SG can approve by the end of Tuesday to allow it to be presented in the Wednesday plenary.

b. The chair asked for any comments on this proposed agenda.

c. GrahamS: We should discuss the PAR before the January agenda because this has a bearing on our ability to have an approved PAR in the Tuesday session.

d. No objections were raised, so discussions on the January agenda are tabled to allow discussion of the PAR.

5. Discussion on current VTS PAR & 5C – General discussion
a. GrahamS: In the November meeting a straw poll was taken on removing the topic item of using packets with payload bit-errors. I am not sure we have a mandate for removal of the topic.
b. DavidB: My impression was that there was a strong negative opinion raised by the SG.

c. EdR: The SG needs to gain more understanding of the specifications and in-progress amendments in 802.1

d. TodorK: I agree. After the joint 802.11 802.1 meeting we had discussions with some of the 802.1 experts. They said that what was being suggested was not stupid, but the end-to-end issues need to be addressed.

e. EdR: Although maybe not in this PAR.
6. Discussion on current VTS PAR & 5C  - Clarifications/dis-ambiguating “Link adaptation Mechanisms”
a. Jae-YoungL: This is already in 11h, but is it suitable for video?

b. TodorK: Link adaptation is a poor choice of name

c. AlexA: I agree. My original proposal for a topic item was something that allowed per-flow control of retransmissions. At the moment there are just 2 MIB variables to control retry limits for all traffic from a STA.

d. EdR: To get around this some VOIP systems set low retransmission limits which causes problems.
e. DaveB: This would have to by dynamic and has to be controlled to only to video packets. The SG needs to understand how packets are categorized so that video-only techniques are only applied to video packets. This is particularly important when 11n aggregation is applied.

f. TodorK: We need to tag packets.

g. DaveB: I am not sure it is that simple. We need a complete path through the MAC. All kinds of data gets mixed (ed: by aggregation?)

h. AlexA: I think 11n aggregation rules are per priority and per TID, so I am not convinced the data mixing issues are a big problem.

i. DaveB: Maybe, we just need to check. I just want to flag “there may be dragons”.

j. EdR: I would support this feature, as long as we can solve the 11n issues.

k. DaveB: My impression is that the SG is not perceived as having a grasp of the end-to-end issues. To get a PAR approved I suspect we need to educate the wider community that we have understood the end-to-end issues.

l. GrahamS: I agree that we need to discuss these issues. I suspect we maybe are not ready to approve a PAR.

m. AlexA: We seem to have a theme of MAC end-to-end issues that we need to understand.

n. EdR: An example of an 802.1 protocol we need to understand is 802.1 SRP for MAC layer reservation.

o. GrahamS: Maybe this needs to be in the PAR

p. AlexA: There is already an item in the PAR’s scope for interworking with 802.1. Maybe this is a bit too vauge?

q. GrahamS: More detail would be helpful, maybe as a sub-bullet.

r. EdR: IEEE 1588 might be interesting to investigate and also 802.1AS
s. EdR is given an action item to provide references/links to IEEE 1588 and 802.1AS

7. The meeting ended at 11:59 AM (EST).
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