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Abstract

This document contains the minutes from the TGz Conference Call held on January 29, 2008.



TGz AdHoc Conference Call 

Date & Time

January 29, 2008 @ 11:00 am EST

Attendance
	Name
	Affiliation

	Daniel R. Borges
	Apple, Inc

	Menzo Wentink
	

	Henry Ptasinski
	Broadcom

	Alexander Safonov
	IITP RAS


Agenda

1. Call to Order

2. IPR Policy

3. Discusion on the following proposals:

a. 08/0071r2 – Normative Text for Peer Power Save Mode

b. 07/2762r3 – Tunneled DLS with Channel Switch
Procedural

N/A

Meeting Minutes

1. Menzo Wentink joined the call late, but we will still have the call today.

2. Menzo called the meeting to order.

3. The IPR policy has been read to the task group.

4. The proposed agenda for this call will be to discuss:

a. 08/0071r2 – Normative Text for Peer Power Save Mode

b. 07/2762r3 – Tunneled DLS with Channel Switch
5. 08/0071r2 – Normative Text for Peer Power Save Mode

a. 08/0071r1 was presented in Taipei and this revision of the document has been worked on by Alexander and Menzo.

b. Menzo has 2 comments with this version, one with AC0 backlogged field.  There were 3 options for this field, 1 bit, 1 byte, and 1 byte to indicate the number of frames by this access category.

c. Alex proposed to use one 1 bit, then Menzo proposed 1 byte, and Yongho proposed to indicate the number of frames.

d. Menzo proposes this value to be zero or non-zero.

e. Alexander would like to have more meaningful information in this field.

f. Menzo, this could add some complixity, unless there is a good reason for adding this.

g. Alex, no problem with having one byte.

h. Alex will contact Yongho to make sure that the one byte solution is acceptable and how to use this one byte.  Either zero or non-zero, non-zero means it is backlogged.

i. Menzo, I have not issue for indicating a number of bytes, but there must be a use case to justify this rational.  Putting an octet is a way to go.

j. Menzo brought up another issue with is regarding the Peer PSM Indication window.

k. Menzo, originally this was a fixed value and now it is in the frame, so you can change it.  What is the purpose of changing it and when should you do it?

l. Alex, this is a mechanism to change this value on the fly.  If the default value is fine with you, then leave it alone, if you want to change it on the fly, then you can include this optional field in the frame.  I cannot say the exact algorithm, but this mechanism could be useful.

m. Menzo, lets assume this AP mode is idle and a frame arrives.  It goes into the AC and it backlogged.  Then the AP sends this frame, and it is the first frame of a stream.  Then the STA in client mode sees this and this AC is backlogged and I set up and SP (service period) and before the end of the indication, start a new SP, so the traffic keeps going.  This traffic is period, stream traffic, so there is no reason to change the traffic indication on the fly.  It should be one value in the start and then you don't need to change it.

n. Menzo, there is one case where you could increase the window.  Maybe this is a valid use case.

o. Henry, what is the timing of the Peer indication relative to anything else, what is the reference point?

p. Menzo, the indication goes through the AP, but this text is not there – section 11.2.1.12 paragraph 3.

q. Henry, this reads like it was sent through the direct link.  This indication is through the AP.  This should be corrected.

r. Henry, now going through the AP, the time scale for the indication window vs. the timing of the AP.

s. Menzo, it does really matter if this timing scale is based on beacon or DTIM.  It might make sense to the AP DTIM period.

t. Henry, I would be inclinded to make it one byte and multiple of the AP DTIM period.

u. Menzo, lets keep it that way and put a default value of the DTIM period, size is octet, units of beacon periods, and the proposed fixed field can be optionally present as described in this revision of the text.

v. Menzo, Alexander can you please make those changes to this revision. Alexander agrees.
w. We will discuss the new revision in the next conference call – revision 3.

i. Our next call is in 2 weeks time.

6. Menzo would like to make an announcements:

a. There were 2 motions approved in Taipei – refer to Taipei meeting minutes.

b. These motions make changes to the current TDLS draft – which is revision 0.1

c. These motions will be incorporated into the TDLS draft and sent to Harry so he can upload it to the member’s area – which will be revision 0.2.
d. Draft version of draft 0.2 has been approved by the authors of the approved motions.
7. 07/2762r3 – Tunneled DLS with Channel Switch
a. There were some concerns brought up by Mike on the previous meeting.

b. Members thought the current version is fine even with the concerns that Mike brought up.  So these concerns have to be revisited with Mike to see if he is fine with this revision.

c. We are planning on presenting this revision in Orlando for TG approval/vote.

8. Agenda for the next call – Februrary 18, 2008 @ 1100 EST

a. Review revision 3 of the Peer Power Save Mode normative text (08/0071r3)
b. Review revsion 3 of the TDLS with Channel Switch (07/2762r3)
c. Please review TDLS draft 0.2 for editorial fixes.  Email these to Menzo and Daniel, if any are found.

9. Menzo, meeting adjourned.
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