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Minutes of Tge Simulation Ad Hoc Group

Session on August 22, 2000

Call to order 10:10 PST

Chair: Greg Parks

Secretary: Greg Parks

Roll Call taken.

Agenda

(a) Continue discussion of traffic models.

(b) Discuss priorities and admittance if there is time

Discussion

Slide 8 (Traffic Models):

· First Bullet (Voice Stream): with Keith Amann present we discussed which of the two models better represented the real world and decided in favor of the 20mS framing model (50 64-byte packets per second w/ 20mS framing)

· Keith pointed out that this model was probably not sufficient in that it did not include TCP/IP overhead and that with these small packets that overhead was significant. It was agreed to add a Zeroth Bullet requiring that all packet sizes defined in the traffic models were without TCP overhead but that such overhead must be added as part of the model

· Second Bullet (PM3/low quality video stream): for the benefit of Keith (having not been in the previous teleconference) we once again discussed the intent behind this model and came to no additional conclusions, leaving it intact

· Third Bullet (MPEG2/medium quality video stream): John Kowalski came back with a recommendation that the CBR rate should be 5 mbps rather than 4; he also recommended that the VBR portion of this stream range from 0 – 3 mbps rather than 0 – 4 and that the model to be used should be a log-normal distribution of packet sizes over a two second period (allowing for 2 two-second periods within the overall four second simulation). It should be noted that this recommendation is probably too stringent for the 802.11b 11mbps system model to actually meet, so based on my experiments with achievable rates at 11 mbps I am recommending we use the log-normal VBR distribution of 0-2 mbps added to a CBR rate of 4 mbps.

Slide 9 (Traffic Models, cont.)

No further changes were made.

Slide 10 (Priorities and Admittance)

· First Bullet: it was agreed that 8 priorities can be specified using 802.3d priority tag bits

· Second Bullet: it was agreed that there was no requirement to tag the bits in the traffic model, but if the bits were tagged they would be used according the the definitions for traffic types in the 802.3d document.

· Third Bullet: it was agreed that there was no requirement that a MAC proposal do anything with the tag bits, but if the priority information was used it would be used according to the definitions in the 802.3d document.

· Fourth Bullet: no change – it was agreed that response to RSVP/SBM requests is up to but not required by a particular MAC proposal.

Action items: 

· No new action items

Planning

Next meeting to be held on August 29 at 10:00 PDT

Agenda is to begin discussing Topological Models

Conference Call Attendees


Greg Parks, ShareWave, chair

Greg Parks, ShareWave, secretary

John Kowalski, Sharp Labs

Keith Amann, Spectralink

Thierry Walrant, Philips
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