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Minutes of IEEE P802.11 Task Group E Interim
 Teleconference
QoS Baseline Development
Call to order – John Fakatselis

Roll Call :

	John Fakatselis                        
	Intersil

	Menzo Wentink                      
	NWN/Intersil

	Wim Diepstraten                   
	Lucent

	Sunghyun Choi                        
	Philips

	Michael Fischer                        
	Choice Microsystems/Intersil

	Greg Chesson                     
	Atheros

	Wei Lin                             
	AT&T

	Jin-Meng Ho                         
	Texas Instruments

	Jin-Meng Ho                         
	Texas Instruments

	Khalid Turki                  
	Texas Instruments

	Liwen Wu      
	Cisco

	Fujig Wabanabe      
	Cisco

	Khaled Turki    
	Texas Interments

	Dave Richkas     
	Intel

	Raju Gubbi            
	Broadcom

	Dowia Sebastias            
	Sharewave

	Harry Worstell        
	AT&T

	Mathilde Benveniste     
	AT&T

	Jim Mollenenaure       
	EnrichNet

	Shrini Kandelh       
	Sharp

	George Kondylis       
	BroadCom

	Greg Parks       
	Sharewave

	Bob Meier       
	Cisco


Agenda:

Summary of last meeting.

Work forward to develop a draft standard to be voted on by the committee.

Discuss collapsing one or two of the levels of the present structure.

Summary of last meeting:

The Power Point document 00/367r1 that was distributed by Jin-Ming Ho was discussed

1. Channel Access Mechanism

2. A set of proposed rules and frame format modifications

3. Provided partial performance characteristics of the Point coordinated QoS delivery with out the rigidity of the contention free period as defined for the existing PCF - Hybrid Coordination Function

4. If this scheme was implemented, it was indicated that there may be little or no practical difference between the presently defined "level 1" and level 2" other than the contention free period as defined in "level 2". This may also provide much of the avoidance of collisions between BSS's

Discussion continued on the Bob Meier's paper No. 00/448.

1. Similar proposal to Jin-Ming's paper that adds polling capabilities to DCF

2. Point Controlled Contention

3. Illustrates an operational model

4. Key component is a deterministic channel access method

5. AP to gain the channel quickly during the contention period and arbitrate contention

6. It is a point controller located at the AP

7. Two contention tiers (AP population and Client population) 

This discussion migrated to the collapsing the levels. It was suggested that levels 1,2 and 3 might be collapsed into only one level. It was pointed out that all levels other than level 3 only provide identified relative priority by the traffic category mechanism. Currently the mechanism by which the additional information for use in the parameterised QoS case is communicated is remapping of the duration ID field which is only possible in a contention free period.  To collapse the parameterised functionality of level 3, a mechanism  must be provided to move information around in the header so that there is a possibility of doing level 3 without requiring it to be in a CFP.

Hybrid Coordination Function

1. There is a Point Coordinator which, rather than performing all of its operations during a CFP that lasts a substantial portion of the beacon interval, sends the beacon and for most of the beacon interval there would be a contention period under the enhanced DCF where there would be a distributed channel access mechanism where there was an additional provision that there is a preferential mechanism for low latency channel access by the coordinator and a mechanism under which a DCF station which has won the right to transmit on the medium for a periodic time access having a mechanism requesting to the coordinator to be polled so that when it does get access to the medium to start this process it can expect to receive if the coordinator chooses to allocate the bandwidth.

Lengthy discussions continued on the details of the Hybrid mechanisms and the tiered concept. It was suggested that the DCF channel access mechanisms be further defined to move the process forward. This empty box will need to be completed before balloting.

 It has been restated a number of times that these are ad-hoc meetings to speed up the process and no final decisions can be concluded in these meeting. All decisions will be  done in the formal meetings. It was further stated that the papers that are presented must be given document numbers and sent to the reflector and placed on the WEB site and not just to a small group of individuals. 

Agenda for next meeting:

Hybrid Coordination

Channel Access mechanism for distributed access

Contention Algorithms - p-DCF - Tiered

The meeting was adjourned 
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