March, 1994
      DOC: IEEE P802.11-94/xxx

November 2001          
 IEEE P802.15.3 doc:. 02/128r0


IEEE 802.15 Wireless Personal Area Networks(
	Project
	IEEE 802.15 Working Group for WPANs(

	Title
	IEEE 802.15 TG3 Minutes Schaumburg to St. Louis 

	Date Submitted
	[5 March 2002]

	Sources
	Jim Allen

Appairent Technologies, Inc.

150 Lucius Gordon Dr.

Rochester, NY 146586
	Voice (585) 214-2465
Fax:
E-mail:james.d.allen@ieee.org

	Re:
	[]

	Abstract
	[IEEE 802.15.3 TG3 meeting minutes]

	Purpose
	[Minutes of the Task Group 3 from Schaumburg's ad hoc to the St. Louis Plenary.]

	Notice
	This document has been prepared to assist the IEEE P802.15.  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 acknowledges and accepts that this contribution becomes the property of IEEE and may be made publicly available by P802.15.


                               Table of Contents (Hot Linked)

2Tuesday, March 05, 2002


6Thursday, March 07, 2002




DRAFT

TG3 Minutes from Schaumburg to St. Louis

Tuesday, March 05, 2002

Attendees:

Bob Huang

John Barr

Rick Roberts

James Gilb

Rene Struik

Richard Alfvin

Dan Bailey

Jeyhan Karaoguz

Bill Shvodian

Allen Heberling

Knut Odman

Jay Bain

Gregg Rasor

Before the meeting was called to order, Huang asked about St. Louis.  He suggested that we start with basic security summary of the ad hoc meeting.  He wanted to add one presentation about the issues regarding trust model, the topology and the areas were we need to make decisions.  Barr thought that would be a great idea.  If the presenters change their needs or approaches, let Huang know so he can adjust his presentation.   Huang estimate it would take 45 minutes for the total.

11:08PM  Called to order by Barr.

Schedule - When is the last time for accepting presentations:  March 8th, 5PM CST.

Struik asked if we allowed time in St Louis for Architecture discussions.   Barr said since we could not come to agreement in Schaumburg, these have to be in the presenter's materials in St Louis.

The final decisions will be made Wednesday.  Alfvin asked about the voting format and what needed to be prepared.

Rasor asked if Gilb received the email resolving his security comments.  Yes, but they are not in the database yet. 

Beginning comment resolution:

Reference document 02/075r12

1724 - Tabled until the security text is done.

48 - We replaced the timing in this section.   Bain was asked to review this and resolve it by email today. 

[This was accepted later on in the meeting.]

365 - Accepted, no comments

53 - Accepted

54  - Accepted. No objections

1560 - Accept in principle.

Heberling asked if all the rev's we were working in are in the data base.  Yes, Gilb has updated the database as r9 and has all of the Schaumburg work.

1561 - Added, "If a DEV's beacon follows rules for CTS transmitting and receiving as in clause 8.4.3.1. " Accepted with change.  We talked about the MLME.  Gilb asked Shvodian to write it, and Shvodian thinks it is already done.  We'll accept this and Shvodian will write it if we can't find it. 

[He found it later in document 02/100r2 regarding comment 1413, and will rename it accordingly]

376 - Accepted.

1120 - Waiting until Schrader arrives.

378 and 1563 will be resolved in 1120 anyway so we referenced that one.

379 - Accept in principle except "originator be the source of the receiving" and "all but the target…."

383 - Accepted

391- Accepted

413- Accepted

1566 - Accepted

1567 - Shvodian is concerned about testing this in the certification phase.  Odman says that .11 has the same problem, and that this is a PHY parameter.  It is also defined in two different locations.   This was tabled do to a lack of resolution.

1565 -Accepted

385 - We are accepted option one from Gilb's suggested comments.

1569 - Discussion followed about rewriting the sentence. Change it to read: 

"…. if the DEV does not receive an Imm-ACK it may start a transmission after the duration of an Imm-ACK frame plus two SIFS …… "  per 02/075r13.   Resolved.

386 - We will delete the sentence  "... the retransmission of the frame … of the time slot".  Accepted as modified.

387 - Already defined in 8.4.2.  No objections.

1568 - Accepted. 

1155 - Accepted

1156 - Reference should be to page 159, line 32.   Accepted by Roberts and Bain.

388 - Resolved with 1156.  OK with Gilb.

1571 - Accepted by Shvodian, no objections. 

1157 - Accepted

389 - Changed to "may".  Accepted.

1576 - Accepted. 

392 - Accepted.  No objections.

1578 - Accepted.  There may be a move to add a secure ACK.

396 - Removed keeping the piconet quiet in this section.   Odman will write up a suggestion for us on how to do channel control based on HiperLAN

1581 - Rejected. Ok by Shvodian.

1583 - Rejected.  Ok by Shvodian

710 - Accepted

1162 - Accepted

28 - Accepted.

1166 - Accepted, no comments.

1585 - Accepted.

1568 - Accepted.

1629 - Tabled. Shvodian wants to see text.  Expect Shvodian's to be done by end of week and Bain expects 02/0118r0 done Thursday.

1168 - Roberts wants the ability to disagree with need for power management.  Gilb said yes, it can be revisited in the re-circulation but it is discouraged.  Heberling asked if we will see the text before D10.  Yes.  Roberts accepted the rejection.

1651 - Accepted in principle. 

We went back to 1120.  Schrader was not on line to address this issue.  This was tabled. 

Please look at the email comments.  More are on their way. 

Heberling asked how we were going to sync up the databases.  Gilb said he would finish his and then send it to Heberling to modify. 

12:31 PM - Adjourned.

Thursday, March 07, 2002

Attendees:

Mark Schrader

Jay Bain

James Gilb

Jim Allen (Acting Secretary)

Rick Roberts

Allen Heberling

Knut Odman

William Shvodian

Jehyan Karaoguz

Called to order at 12:05 PM EST (Eastern Secretary Time).

Gilb asked, "Are there any questions about the email consensus items?"


Yes, Roberts asked about items 1174,1175.    1174 is OK, their questions are really related to 1175.  Odman and Roberts looked at this and it was explained.  It was OK in the end and the resolutions are accepted.

1363 - Several changes were made to Shellhammer's document.  This was accepted.   Roberts recapped Shellhammer's request, and Gilb explained the needs and why this resolves the comment.  Karaoguz mentioned that the 802.11b calculations are not correct.  It looks like they copied the numbers from the previous standard without compensating for the changes in data rate.  The same was done for 11g.    Karaoguz will submit this to .11g's letter ballot.

700 - Accepted.  If it gets added it will be added to the table.

1564 - Tabled for a few minutes

1600 - Accepted the rejection.

1601 - Shvodian explained that his comment about a GTS was perhaps wrong but the time was still to short. Gilb explained how this sequence changed direction by earlier resolutions and that 5ms was probably too long.   If this is done in the MTSs, it may be more than two long messages long.  Odman thought this might have to be done at a different layer. We are making assumptions and needed data.  Gilb suggested we then define the issues now.  Odman thought that the down stream MTS is always allocated from the PNC to the DEV.   Shvodian asked that we table this and include it in the association document 02/109r0 and the text will be 01/037r0.  It should be available Sunday night.  Gilb asked for parts of it ASAP so we can attack the open 40 items in pieces. 

1564 - Re-opened this fragmentation comment.   Odman suggested that the current header does not support fragmentation.  Shvodian discussed the old method of fragment mapping that he and Gubbi discussed.   They think we need a beginning, end and sequence number for the fragments. 

Gilb thinks this belongs in the MAC and Odman thinks it belongs in a convergence layer.  Gilb explained that fragmenting things like tables might need to be done at higher layers.  Odman thinks that parameters affecting the timing of the state machine need to be in the same frame.  ACKs on every fragment make it real complicated.  All agreed that the fragments have to be ACK'ed until you can send a confirm or indication, no matter where they are implemented.   Odman asked why we need it.  Ans: Because we were concerned that a command may be too long.  Security is an example.  Odman suggested that this be done at higher layers and Shvodian didn’t know if he agreed and gave an example.   Gilb suggested that we identify which commands should not be fragmented and then get an answer based on what is left.   Oman wants a Max size of the command frame.  Gilb said it was set by the PHY (packet size) but Odman thought it was necessary to spec a max. Command size.

We tabled this until next week.  Odman thinks this is a complex problem and will get back to us on a date.  We'll discuss it Monday afternoon. 

1220 - Withdrawn

1604 - Accepted.  

1603 -  64,535 Bytes.  This is what is used Internet Protocol.  Accepted.

1464 - XSI engineers would like to move this higher in the stack and were ever the fragmentation is done.   Perhaps the Common Support Sub-layer.  They don't want to put buffers in the MAC.  Gilb suggested we don't confuse the logical and physical location of the buffers.  This way implementers can change where it's located.  Tabled.

1151 -  Tabled

1570 -  Tabled

1346 - A lot of this discussion was done by email.  There is one dissenter at XSI but otherwise they believe we don't have to worry about it.  Bain said #3 is the base line and #1 can satisfy the #3.   Shvodian asked if this causes problems with folks who want to place the pseudo static next to the beacon.  Discussion followed.  Odman asked it this was an implementation problem? Shvodian thought it was potentially an interop. problem.  Heberling suggested we make it a super guard time.  Gilb asked for suggestions for the number.  The MTS slot was suggested but a Min. time was not suggested.  Gilb asked Bain to write a resolution form this discussion.  Due Monday morning in St. Louis

57 - same as 1346.

576, 662, 717, 718, 661, and 700 were skipped as not addressable until the association document is done.

467 - in document 01/469r3.  Accepted. May be deleted if frame formats change.

380 - Clause 8 doesn’t' say how it's done.  It will be in 01/469r3.   Gilb closed his comments in anticipation of text today or tomorrow.

602 - Are MLMEs done?   It will be part of 01/469r3 reviewed on Monday.

725, 726, 1716 - When is 037 and 026 due out?  It will be part of 01/469r3.   Will be reviewed in Monday.

1533 - Withdrawn.

32 - Accepted.

1645 - Accepted.  Schrader said that there are two states are Sleep and Awake, and the modes are APS, SPS and Active.   Accepted as modified.  This will update the whole document.  Bain wants a definition in clause 3 but this will be discussed off line.

1586 - Same as 1645.  Accepted.

1631 - Shvodian suggested that we do this after the new text is done rather than fix what is there.  02/118 is the draft text being done.  Accepted by Shvodian.

402 - This is OK with Gilb since the text is being rewritten.

1635 - Similar to 402. Accepted by Shvodian.

1637 - Solo EPS is gone.  Gilb asked what Shvodian wants to do with this.  It wasn't clear to Shvodian how and if the channel time is addressed in this new text.  Schrader explained the process.  Shvodian said that the answer has to be better explained in the text. Gilb suggested we use item 1584 to address this SPS issue.   Shvodian accepted in principle since the text is pending.

1636- Accepted.

1191 - This was modified per Gilb's 02/075r14 document.  Accepted. 

Point of order:   The secretary notified the chair that it was 1:28PM and asked if this were a problem with the attendees. Yes.  The discussion the focused at what could be done fast with the on-line team.

1649 - Accepted like in 1191.

1650 - Accepted like in 1191

753 -  Accepted  like in 1191

1188 - Still open.

1185 - Tabled

The rest of the items queued up for today will be moved to email.  They are items 41, 

1584, 1209, 1633, 1210 and 1213. 

1:30 PM EST Adjourned 





























































Submission
Page 

D. Kawaguchi, Symbol Technologies
Submission
Page 
 of 1
Jim Allen, Appairent Technologies                                                                                        


