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Abstract

This document contains the minutes from the TGz Conference Call held on March 3, 2008.



TGz AdHoc Conference Call 

Date & Time

March 3, 2008 @ 11:00 am EST

Attendance
	Name
	Affiliation

	Daniel R. Borges
	Apple, Inc

	Menzo Wentink
	Qualcomm

	Henry Ptasinski
	Broadcom

	Yongho Seok

	LG Electronics


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. Mezno Wentink (Qualcomm) called the meeting to order @ 11:08am EST.

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

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

a. 07/2762r3 – Tunneled DLS with Channel Switch
b. 08/0071r2 – Normative Text for Peer Power Save Mode
4. 07/2762r3 – Tunneled DLS with Channel Switch
a. Henry – I talked to Michael regarding this and his concern is about networks randomly appearing and the off channel DLS transmissions overlapping with this network.  There are no ways to manage and support RF fairness with these randomly appearing off channel DLS.

b. Henry – this is an unlicensed spectrum so something we really cannot control.  If you are in a managed network with some intelligence about channels to use, then you don't stomp on the nework; that there is some discovery.  Maybe some intelligence about channel selection may be a good idea.

c. Daniel – this is where you could have competitive advantage.

d. Henry – I see your point of and this being an advantage for an implementation.  But in enterprie, managed network, it would be nice to have some predictability.  This would not normative text, could be written as best practice.

e. Daniel – will best practice text satisfy Michael and who will contribute this text.

f. Henry – probably not, but I will let Micheal speak for himself.  This problem has come up before in other TG’s and not sure if we can do much about this problem.  I hear his concern, but not convinced that there is something we could do to prevent or improve on this.

g. Daniel – can we make any progress on this topic without him being on the call.  Should we keep discussing this point?

h. Menzo – there is volume of traffic leaving and arriving on the different channels being used.

i. Henry – there are other mechanism, like in TGk, that would be used to address this issue.  You are taking traffic from a busy channel to less busy, so this is beneficial to the overall network, specially when you are using faster protocols, such as .11n, instead of using .11b where the main network is being used.

j. Menzo – if this is a make or break issue, then we could add a beacon element that advertises channels that are forbidden.

k. Henry – there is an element defined in .11k that tells you the channels that are being used.  This is slightly different.  Anything we put in text should be guidance and not that strict.

l. Daniel – I agree.

m. Henry – the STAs should have the liberty to make this choice.  Take information from the network but final decision is made by the STA.

n. Menzo – the consensus is to have recommended, best practices text, and use mechanism such as in .11k that could help.  I can work on some text for this.

5. 08/0071r3 – Normative Text for Peer Power Save Mode
a. Menzo – r3 is the latest revision posted by Alexander.  I don't recall seeing any comments on that text, so I believe it is acceptable now.

b. Henry – I have not comments at this point.

c. Menzo – this was discussed in previous calls and emails.

d. Daniel – so what is the next steps, incorporating this text into our TGz normative text.

e. Menzo – is Alexander will be Orlando?

f. YongHo – yes.

g. Henry – we will do a presentation and try to move it.  This will have to be done in a motion.

h. Menzo – we also want to start a letter ballot in Orlando.
i. Henry – if this is the only 2 items, then it seems reasonable that we move forward with this.  Is the text in the submission clean enough to add it to the normative text.

j. Menzo – these seems pretty clear and easy to add to the normative text.

k. Henry – the only problem would sequencing with other ammendments, but we don't have any dependence on other task groups.

6. Menzo – in the security section there are some editorial comments.  Discussion on this topic follows:

a. Daniel – if they are only editorial and minor, is this a concern?

b. Henry – there is some technical material that we need to add.

c. Menzo – can we do something from now to Orlando?  We would need to a submission to fix this.  We need to add detail on the MIC calculations.

d. Henry – we need to refernce .11r and create our list of IEs that are covered.

e. Daniel – it would be better to address this prior to Orlando, so our businesss in Orlando would be close on off channel DLS and then letter ballot.

f. Menzo – I have .11r draft 8.0 in front of me.  There are list of IEs that are covered by the MIC.  11a.8.8.4 and 11a.8.8.5.

g. Henry – there are messages back and forth and they are both the same.  

h. Menzo – the editorial comments in TGz text are 8.5.9.1.2 and 88.5.9.1.3.

i. Henry – 8.5.9.1.1, item c, when we create message 2, we should include the MIC.  We should have a subclause of what to do with the MIC in different cases and reference it.

j. Menzo – add a subclause defining the MIC.

k. Henry – looking at the MIC calculation in the .11r sections, they are the same.  No change in the IEs.  So we could pull it all of into this subclause and reference it.  Definitely want to include the RSN IE, DH IE, and the FT IE.  We have these from each side.

l. Menzo – the MIC should be content of message 2 and the content of message 3.

m. Henry – DH IE and RSN IE are never coverd by the MIC.  So we may have to change message 3 to include those.  At this point do it this way now and see what we get back on the ballot.  My guess is we will end up changing those.  I would like to get feedback on this.  I am pretty sure people may want to cover these other IEs in the MIC.

n. Menzo – I don't see a problem covering those, DHI and RSN IEI.

o. Henry – MACP, is not covered in message 3.  Covered in message 2, so already covered.

p. Menzo – Nonces are in there, BSSID, etc… are already covered, so we need to cover these that are not there.  We have to define the MIC for message 2 and 3 differently and use the language in .11r.  

q. Henry – 732252 would be our AKM value.  We may have an issue, since we use suite type 3.  We should request a new one from ANA.  In table 24, this should be requested from ANA.

r. Menzo – so I have 4 editorial comments to address.  I will get this started and mail it out.

s. Daniel – this was another topic we needed to discuss before going to ballot.

7. Daniel – what is our work list for Orlando?

a. Menzo – 2 proposals that we just discussed.

i. Channel switch

ii. Power save

b. Menzo – Then we go over security editorial and others that people may bring up.

c. Menzo – Then prepare the draft with those modifications and make this out to letter ballot.

d. Menzo – We have two slots on Tuesday and one on Thursday.

e. Henry – this is good time to go to letter ballot.  We are pretty narrow and well focused so should be fine.

8. Daniel – no more conference calls, so see you all in Orlando.

9. Menzo – meeting adjourned.



Notice: This document has been prepared to assist IEEE 802.11. It is offered as a basis for discussion and is not binding on the contributing individual(s) or organization(s).  The material in this document is subject to change in form and content after further study. The contributor(s) reserve(s) the right to add, amend or withdraw material contained herein.





Release: The contributor grants a free, irrevocable license to the IEEE to incorporate material contained in this contribution, and any modifications thereof, in the creation of an IEEE Standards publication; to copyright in the IEEE’s name any IEEE Standards publication even though it may include portions of this contribution; and at the IEEE’s sole discretion to permit others to reproduce in whole or in part the resulting IEEE Standards publication.  The contributor also acknowledges and accepts that this contribution may be made public by IEEE 802.11.





Patent Policy and Procedures: The contributor is familiar with the IEEE 802 Patent Policy and Procedures <� HYPERLINK "http://%20ieee802.org/guides/bylaws/sb-bylaws.pdf" \t "_parent" �http:// ieee802.org/guides/bylaws/sb-bylaws.pdf�>, including the statement "IEEE standards may include the known use of patent(s), including patent applications, provided the IEEE receives assurance from the patent holder or applicant with respect to patents essential for compliance with both mandatory and optional portions of the standard."  Early disclosure to the Working Group of patent information that might be relevant to the standard is essential to reduce the possibility for delays in the development process and increase the likelihood that the draft publication will be approved for publication.  Please notify the Chair <� HYPERLINK "mailto:stuart@ok-brit.com" ��stuart@ok-brit.com�> as early as possible, in written or electronic form, if patented technology (or technology under patent application) might be incorporated into a draft standard being developed within the IEEE 802.11 Working Group. If you have questions, contact the IEEE Patent Committee Administrator at <� HYPERLINK "mailto:patcom@ieee.org" \t "_parent" �patcom@ieee.org�>.








TGz AdHoc Conference Call Minutes 
page 1
Daniel R. Borges, Apple, Inc


