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802.11af ad hoc

Notes – Thursday, January 13, 2011
Vice-chair Peter Ecclesine (Cisco) called the meeting to order at 8:30 PST

Agenda:

1. Call to Order, Patent Notification

2. TG Status

3. Comment resolution

4. Adjourn


Please review the documents at the following links prior to the call:

-  IEEE Patent Policy - http://standards.ieee.org/board/pat/pat-slideset.ppt
-  Affiliation FAQ - http://standards.ieee.org/faqs/affiliationFAQ.html
-  Anti-Trust FAQ - http://standards.ieee.org/resources/antitrust-guidelines.pdf 
-  Ethics - http://www.ieee.org/portal/cms_docs/about/CoE_poster.pdf
1. Chair called meeting to order: 14:05 Eastern
Chair called attention to the patent policy slides. Are there any questions on the slides?

None

Chair asked: Are there any patent claim(s)/patent application claim(s) and/or the holder of patent claim(s)/patent application claim(s) that the participant believes may be essential for the use of that standard? 
None brought forward

Are there any additions to the proposed agenda? No changes proposed.

The vice-chair reviewed P802.11af D0.08 and invited discussion of its parts. The parts of the Fixed and Mode II request to an authorized database are:

· This is who I am
· This is what I am
· This is where I am
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The vice-chair adjourned the meeting at 5:00 PST

General agreement to use FCC 10-174 and OFCOM Implementing Geolocation consultation [http://stakeholders.ofcom.org.uk/binaries/consultations/geolocation/summary/geolocation.pdf] as authoritative sources of country-specific requirements

General agreement to move country-specific information fields to Annex E TLV table, and authors assigned to create submissions to change both Clause 8 frame formats and Annex E.3

General agreement on using transmission power and emission mask to describe what I am.
General agreement to implement geolocation area/volume and point database requests 

No General agreement on Measurements

General agreement that a first fixed device with Internet access that is meeting legal requirements can relay the messages between a second fixed device and an authorized database; similarly a first personal/portable AP with Internet access that is meeting legal requirements can relay the messages between a second TVBD and an authorized database.

General agreement that an AP in another band can provide the Internet access and can relay the messages between a potential TVBD and an authorized database.

General agreement that 802.11 Authentication can be an integral part in allowing or preventing subsequent activity by any non-Master TVBD.

General agreement that the Registered Location Server is a logical service that can reside within a Master device or be implemented outside a TVBD Master device.

General agreement that an enabling signal to meet regulatory requirements is orthogonal to DSE enablement, and orthogonal to the management of Mode I client devices after they have received a white spaces map.

Friday January 14, 2011

Vice-chair Peter Ecclesine called the meeting to order at 8:30 PST

Discussions and agreements reached Friday are shown below.
1. Discussion on the RLQP
A. Consensus: We're going to enhance the RLQP with respect to the TVWS band, to ensure the secured communication through mandating authentication before using GAS protocol, instead of replacing the GAS RLQP with something else.
2. Discussion on implementing the Ofcom geo-location consultation
A. Consensus: Wait until the actual rules come out.
3. Discussion on the Contact Verification Signal
A. No consensus reached.
4. Discussion on the Channel Schedule Management
A. A general consensus on the necessity of this channel schedule information, but there was a comment to make this channel schedule management submitted by Zhou Lan to be optional.
5. Discussion on the WSM TLV format
A. Need further discussion.
6. Discussion on the Measurement
A. Consensus: No change is needed for the letter ballot.
The vice-chair adjourned the meeting at 15:00 PST

Attendees both days

Rich Kennedy (Research In Motion) by Webex

Padam Kafle (Nokia) by Webex

Yohannes Alemseged (NICT)

Peter Ecclesine (Cisco)

Matthew Fisher (Broadcom)

Eunsun Kim (LG Electronics)

Zhou Lan (NICT)

Jae-Hyung Song (LG Electronics)

Wongyu Song (LG Electronics)

Chen Sun (NICT)

Attending by Webex Friday afternoon:

Yongho Seok (LG Electronics)?

The publishing of FCC 10-174 in December 2010 makes it important to distinguish between 802.11af terms and FCC terms. For this reason, we propose to add domain-specific information elements in Annex 

E.3 TLV Values

The following TLV encodings shall be used for parameters in MAC Management messages (8.3). TLV tuples with Type values not specified in this standard or specified as “reserved” shall be silently discarded. The STA shall silently discard any TLV with an unknown type number. The length of the Type field shall be one byte.

The format of the Length field shall be an unsigned number whose length is indicated by each TLV entry.

NOTE—Uniqueness of TLV Type values is assured by identifying the groups of IEEE 802.11 entities (MAC management messages) that share references to specific TLV encodings. Disjoint collections of TLVs are formed that correspond to each such functional grouping. Each set of TLVs that are explicitly defined to be members of a compound TLV structure form additional collections. Unique type values are assigned to the member TLV encodings of each collection.

An additional collection, the Common encodings, is defined that consists of TLV encodings that are referenced by more than one of the functional groups. The Type values of the TLV members of this collection are assigned to assure uniqueness across all collections. This is the only collection for which global uniqueness is guaranteed.

In cases where a collection contains TLV encodings that are PHY-specification-specific, subcollections are formed that contain these TLV encodings. Type values assigned to members of each subcollection are assigned so that the values are unique within the subcollection and with non-PHY-specification-specific members of the collection. Type values are not unique across PHY-specific subcollections.

TLV Type values are assigned in accordance with the following rules:

— Common encodings start at 149, subsequent values are assigned in descending order.

— For individual collections, non-PHY-specification-specific encodings start at 1, subsequent values are assigned

in ascending order.

— For individual collections, PHY-specification-specific encodings start at 150, subsequent values are assigned in

ascending order.

Unless otherwise indicated, bit 0 is the LSB of the least significant byte for all TLVs with length of multiple bytes. 

E.3.1 Common TLV Values

The general form of table is shown in Table E-af1 

Table E-af1 – Common TLV values
	Name
	Type
	Length
	Value
	Scope

	
	<ANA>
	variable
	Compound TLVs in Table E-af2
	AF_XXX, US


E.3.1.1 Type

E.3.1.2 Length

E.3.1.3 Scope

If there is a two character Scope value, it identifies the country or non-country entity to which the station’s operation is bound. If it is a country entity, the two characters are the two character country code as described in document ISO/IEC 3166-1.

E.3.2 Create TLV management message encodings

E.3.3 Join TLV management message encodings

E.3.4 Update TLV management message encodings

E.3.5 Terminate TLV management message encodings

References: IEEE Std 802.16-2009 Clause 11 TLV encodings
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