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Sunday 2-5PM

Agenda run through

No tutorial on SAP vs. API

802.1

· PAR raised to do an IEEE MAC service definition

· Include the QoS stuff still

· Focusing on AV bridging now

· Management

· Comment that having common management isn’t feasible

· Comment that pushback was more political than technical to doing this

· Comment that coordinating across groups is beyond our reach and capabilities

· The interface MIB has been successful (done outside IEEE)

· However IETF has stopped doing MIBs, told IEEE to do it from now on

· Suggest to discuss intersection of 802 technologies instead of commonality

· Comment that making register level management common across MACs not that useful

· Comment that we might need common management over heterogeneous networks

· Comment we don’t have a structure for doing work across all working groups

· Contrary to that is 802.1f which was unpopular

· Comment that mgmt in IEEE has been “bottoms up” for al time

· Comment that SNMP is used by all MACs

· But rebuttal that large scale wireless networks don’t use SNMP

· .16 is using CORBA and object definitions

· Comment that the .16j PAR might be a good place to start doing common design / management w 802.11s and 802.15.5’s mesh

· Argument that these won’t have commonality at the end of the work

· Comment that seamless roaming is an exceedingly challenging problem

· Comment that TGU was considering sending the requirements to letter ballot

· Comment that the requirements phase is potentially the place to inject other stuff

· Comment that 802.1 doesn’t do requirements, but tries to make a clear scope statement

· Comment that 802.3 do objectives, which are similar to requirements

· Comment that 802.21 work should have been done in 802.1

· Comment that link aggregation is buried in 802.3 instead of being on 802.1

· Comment that in 802, PARs tend to be very wide in scope

· Narrowing the scope demands doing the requirements in the study group, which only have 6 mos. officially

· Perhaps have an “announcement” phase that is part of the SG phase

· .11 has WNG for doing more “research” or early investigation

· Max frame size for 802.3 et al

· Comment that 802.15 has 128 byte hard limit frame size

· Position/location awareness

· Comment that radio devices can be tracked and found

· Comment that IETF might use position to do location based authorization

· Comment that there should be a way to export the PHY idea of position to the application

· The PHY has an idea where devices are in relation to each other but not absolute location

· Comment that TR41 have in the LLDP, a location info report

· Comment from the chair that it’s not a LAN problem, it’s higher layer

· Comment that GPS doesn’t work everywhere so it could be useful for devices to indicate their location

· Counter argument that this is not a MAC service

· No consensus that location awareness is something the MAC should provide

Wireless Architecture sub group

· Tom Siep says there will be a meeting tomorrow 8-11

Tutorial on service interface vs. API

· Refer to “Pages from 802-1aq-d0-1.pdf”

· Primitives w/ parameters used to describe service execute and cause the information to be transmitted from one MAC peer to another

· Chair says the MAC address is both an address and an ID

ACTION: Present on how .21 defines management

ACTION: Service discovery presentation

ACTION: 802 wide tutorial from .21 at next plenary

Monday 3/6 8:00 A.M.
Discussion of having more meeting during the week

· Straw poll shows some interest in a wrap up meeting Thursday eve

· Seem to agree 6:30 Thursday, maybe supply dinner so it can work

· Tom S will address how to get fixed time

Michael Williams gives 5 minute overview of 802.21

Discussion of the wireless architecture ad hoc topics

Location awareness was understood as geodesic location, but relative is useful to

· Comment that .22 might use location awareness for transmitter control

· Comment that “DRM” might use location awareness, only permit transmit to machines in specific safe areas

· Comment that no case has been made that location is a wireless architecture issue, because it doesn’t affect multiple working groups

Common management interface discussion

· Different media have different MIBs, different semantics or syntax even for similar aspects

· Device and service discovery different

· IETF no longer working on MIBs

· Assignment for various people to do 2 slideset on management functionality for each technology

· GuoQiang Wang will do 16d

· Tom Siep to do some .15, Joel?? others

· Michael Williams do .21

· Tom took action to prompt .20 for input

· Others assigned

API vs. service definition

· Nobody realy uses 802.2, discussion of it’s possible use or to request remove it

· Chair had presented snippets from a new draft

· Suggestion that x.210 is a better choice than the old doc from 1989 on OSI for use in defining SAP

· Comment that wireless and wired look at service delivery (indication of service having been delivered) differently

· Question asked about why the .1 document referred to MAC service as connectionless or that it defines something called a connectivity association

· Comment that the DLNA group talks about how to use the aspects of protocols in each protocol use case

MTU discussion

· Comment that .11 MAC MSDU size bigger than .3 so it’s easy for an AP to adapt MTU size

· If there becomes large frames on .3 it will cause trouble

Presentation of Darwin’s issues on .16j

· Discussion of process to get collaboration between WGs

· Comment that changing the 5C form is one way to get WG’s to have changes to their standards going forward

· Comment that items of commonality could be submitted directly into the WG/TG proceedings by an “architecture group” 

Straw polls:

1 – Support strongly encouraging 16j to have joint meetings with other mesh? Failed

2 – Formation of a relay/mesh TAG? Passed strongly

3 – Chang the 5C or PAR process to get specific arch conformance going forward? Passed lightly
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