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Abstract

This document contains the minutes from the TGz Conference Call held on December 11, 2007.



TGz AdHoc Conference Call 

Date & Time

December 11, 2007 @ 10:30 am EST

Attendance
	Name
	Affiliation

	Daniel R. Borges
	Apple, Inc

	Menzo Wentink
	Conexant

	Michael Livshitz
	MetaLink

	Liwen Chu
	STMicro Electronics


Agenda

1. Call to Order

2. IPR Policy

3. Off Channel TDLS (Document 11-07/2762r2)

Procedural

N/A

Meeting Minutes

1. Menzo Wentink, Conexant, called the meeting to order @ 1033am EST.

2. Menzo is reading the IPR to the group and asked for announcements about patent claims.

a. None heard from the team.

3. Menzo is asking about agenda items so we can close/approve the agenda as is.

a. None heard from the team.

4. Menzo will now discuss the document – 11-07/2762r2

a. Menzo is going over the changes made in this document from r1 to r2.

b. Daniel Borges, Apple, was asking the differences in section 11. MLME from r1 to r2.

c. Menzo responded that SwitchTime and ProbeTime was added.  The time for this is still TBD and we will need some suggestions for these parameters.

d. Michael Livshitz, MetaLink, was asking about DFS channels.

e. Menzo responded that no there is nothing for DFS channels.

f. Michael, if we have some mechanims for an AP informing the client otherwise we cannot jump into a DFS channel.

g. Menzo, I agree. We have not added any text for this, since there are rules for DFS channels.

h. Michael, I would rely on the AP to be doing the radar avoidance.  If you ask the STA if it has the support for regulatory class, and it would say, yes I do, but then no one would radar avoidance.  We may have to state that we can only operate on channels that do not have DFS requirements or we need to come up with some protocol to allow an AP to clear the off channel.

i. Daniel, I would rather keep this simple and not use the DFS channels for off channel DLS.  I would rather not open this can of worms and have to redefine or create a new protocol to operate in DFS channels.  So no off-channel DLS on DFS channels.  We may have to add a statement in the draft to prevent off-channel DLS on DFS channels.

j. Menzo, I agree.

k. Menzo, do you see the beacon, do you rely on it, and then acknowledge it.

l. Michael, I would rather support what Daniel is saying and say that off-channel TDLS will not be done on DFS channels.

m. Menzo, there is a statement about the base channel being a DFS channel, but there is no issue with this.

n. Menzo and Michael are having a discussion on the time to switch off a DFS channel when the TDLS is using a base channel that is a DFS channel.  We need to think about this carefully for the base channel.  Is this different from powersaving.  The base channel is a DFS channel, if you go into powersave, you are still required to periodically to wake up and see if there is a CSA.  But I don't know how often this will have to be done.  We need to check on the DFS stuff.

o. Michael, what about if the off channel is on a channel that an AP is doing some QoS and admission control.  What happens?

p. Menzo, I am not sure, but the idea is to find an empty channel.

q. Michael, it would different from setting up another BSS.  I could tune my adminission control policies if the channels overlap.  We may need to look into this and decide if anything needs to be done to coordinate the off channel stuff.

r. Daniel and Michael, we may have to be prepared to respond on scanning or doing measurements on other channels before doing off channel DLS.

s. Menzo, the initiator may decide on an erroneous or not the best channel, but this does not optimize your transmission.  If the initiator wants to do off channel, then it would propose the best channel to do this.

t. Menzo, I don't see this as a problem in my view.

u. Michael, this could be a discussion for Taipei.  There are some points that we need to discuss and outline.

v. Menzo, this could be brought up in letter ballot.

w. Michael, we need to be careful and make sure we are good neighbors.  Maybe do some extra work to detect a good channel and improve network load.  This off channel work/transmission could disturb these settings.  My general concern is that the off channel being neighbor friendly.  If we could improve the probability of going to an empty channel it would be better.


x. We agree that this should be neighbor friendly.  This is in the best interest of the off channel TDLS transmission.

y. Maybe we should open this topic for Taiwan and we will discuss this proposal.

z. Menzo, yes we will bring this up in Taiwan for votes and comments and we look into the comments or feedback that come back.  If you or someone comes up with a proposal then we could look into this and see what other think.  What we are addressing here are corner cases and sure we don't want to bump into a QoS network, since we may run into other corner cases.

aa. Lets continue this discussion in Taiwan.

5. Menzo, is there other topics to discuss?

6. Linwen Chu, STMicro, if these HT STAs switch to off channel, then there could be some functions that could not be used by the HT STAs.  How do we protect legacy STAs?

a. Daniel, since we ran out of time, we will discuss this in our next meeting.

7. Menzo, next Conference call January 8th, 10:30am EST.

8. Menzo, meeting adjourned.
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