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Abstract
This document contains the meeting minutes for the TGbe MAC ad hoc sessions in November 2022 Plenary.

Revisions:
· Rev0: Added the minute from the MAC ad hoc held on November 14 AM1 session.





Monday 14 Novemver 2022, AM1 (TGbe MAC ad hoc session)

Chairman: Liwen Chu (NXP)
Secretary: Jeongki Kim (Ofinno)

This meeting took place using a webex and in Bangkok (in-person).

Introduction
1. The Chair (Liwen, NXP) calls the meeting to order at 08:00. The Chair introduces himself and the Secretary. 
2. The Chair reminded the members that they need to register for the plenary in order to attend the meeting
3. The Chair goes through the 802 and 802.11 IPR policy and procedures and asks if there is anyone that is aware of any potentially essential patents.
a. Nobody responds.
4. The Chair goes through the IEEE copyright policy.
5. The Chair recommends using IMAT for recording the attendance.
· Please record your attendance during the conference call by using the IMAT system: 
· 1) login to imat, 2) select “802.11 Telecons (<Month>)” entry, 3) select “C/LM/WG802.11 Attendance” entry, 4) click “TGbe <MAC/PHY/Joint> conference call that you are attending.
· If you are unable to record the attendance via IMAT then please send an e-mail to Liwen Chu (liwen.chu@nxp.com) and Jeongki Kim (jeongki.kim.ieee@gmail.com)
6. The Chair asked whether there is comment about agenda in 11-22/1730r2. The agenda was approved.


 Submissions
1. 1373r1 CR for CID 11700 						Abdel K. Ajami 	[1C-SP 10’]
The author goes through Option 2 only.
Discussion:
C: Could you explain the benefits of option 2? 
A: The idea is not related to TWT subfield itself. Option 2 is there is no addition. We don’t need to define new element for it.
C: What are you changing compared to baseline?
A: STA’s time mismatches the announced time. 
C: AP need to calculate two times?
A: This is for simplifying
C: What is the difference with baseline? Could you ok to review another option based on preference?

SP1: Which option as described above (11-22/1373r2) do you support to move forward with the resolution for CID 11700?
· Option 1 (proposed resolution related to adding Extended TWT element)
· Option 2 (proposed resolution related to keeping TWT field in TU resolution)
· Abstain
23 option 1, 41 option 2, 41 abstain
SP2:  Do you agree to the resolution in Option 2 for CID 11700 provided in doc 11-21/1373r2 to be included in the latest 11be draft?
11700
33Y, 18N, 39A

2. 1454r1 LB266 CR for CID 10674 				Abdel K. Ajami 	[1C-SP 10’]
C: What is point or benefits for latency sensitive traffic? After BSRP, STA can transmit BSR.
C: This can be the big item for UHR. 
A: This is based on comments. Basically we can see the group opinion.
C: Timestamp in MPDU may be complicated. UHR is better to discuss this topic.
C: Do you want to SP?
A: Based on the guidelines, we can SP and see whether this reach consensus by group.


SP: Do you support to accept the resolution in 11-22/1454r2 for the following CIDs?
10674, 10710, 12711, 13221, 11249, 12768
39Y, 24N, 27A


3. 1505r0 D2.0 CR subclause 35.3.18 part 3			Liwen Chu		[13C    20’]

SP: Do you support to accept the resolution in 11-22/1505r2 for the following CIDs?

10041, 10089, 13816, 10044, 10045, 11467, 14080, 13817, 11157, 12725,
	13647, 11163, 13649
No objection

4. 1278r0 LB266 CR for CIDs 10710, 12711 			Liangxiao Xin 	[2C	10’]
No discussion

The teleconference was recessed at 09:56.
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