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Overview

• Initial SA Ballot passed with 80% approval and an 80% 
response rate!

•211 Total Comments (including 4 non-ballot 
comments).
• General – 6
• Editorial – 73
• Technical – 132
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Ballot Statistics
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CATEGORY
TOTAL %

Yes 68 80.95%
No 16 19.05%
Voting Yes or No 84 100.00%
Abstain 4 4.55%
Respondents 88 80.73%
Ballot Pool 109
Non-voting 1
No. of commenters 26 29.55%
No. of comments 211
TR 98 46.45%
T 34 16.11%
ER 30 14.22%
E 43 20.38%
G & GR 6 2.84%

All Respondents



Responses
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Name Current Vote Comments Name Current Vote Comments
Abdul Jabbar Abstain N Matthias Fritsche Abstain N
Adee Ran Disapprove Y Max Turner Approve N
Alon Regev Approve N Maximilian Riegel Approve N
Arumugam Paventhan Approve N Michael Dood Approve N
Atsushi Sato Disapprove Y Michael Montemurro Approve N
Bansi Patel Approve N Oliver Holland Approve N
Bartien Sayogo Approve N Oren Yuen Approve N
Benjamin Rolfe Disapprove Y Paul Cardinal Approve N
Boon Chong Ang Approve N Paul Nikolich Approve N
BUTCH ANTON Approve N Paulo Goncalves Approve N
C Huntley Disapprove Y Pin Chang Approve N
Cam Posani Approve N Piotr Karocki Approve N
Christian Boiger Approve N Pranav Jha Approve N
Christophe Mangin Abstain N Radhakrishna Canchi Approve N
David McCall Disapprove Y Raj Jain Approve N
David Tepen Approve N Rajesh Murthy Approve N
Dieter Proell Approve Y Rich Boyer Approve N
Dorothy Stanley Approve Y Richard Bugg Approve N
Ganesh Venkatesan Approve Y Richard Mellitz Approve N
Gary Stuebing Approve N Richard Tse Disapprove Y
Gavin Lai Approve Y Richie Pearn Approve N
Geoffrey Garner Disapprove Y Rodney Cummings Disapprove Y
Glenn Parsons Disapprove Y Scott Mansfield Approve Y
Greg Luri Approve N Scott Willy Approve N
Harry Bims Approve N Silvana Rodrigues Disapprove Y
Hyeong Ho Lee Approve N Stefan Aust Approve N
Janos Farkas Approve N Stephan Kehrer Disapprove Y
Janusz Zalewski Approve N Stephen Haddock Approve N
Jessy Rouyer Approve Y Stuart Kerry Approve N
Jhony Sembiring Approve N Sven Meier Disapprove Y
Jingfei Lv Approve N Sven Zeisberg Approve N
John Vergis Approve N Tomoko Adachi Disapprove Y
Jonathon Mclendon Approve N Travis Breitkreutz Approve Y
Jordon Woods Approve Y Vern Brethour Approve N
Lei Yang Approve N Veselin Skendzic Approve N
Lokesh Kabra Approve N Walter Struppler Approve N
Ludwig Winkel Disapprove Y Werner Hoelzl Approve N
Maik Seewald Approve N William Armstrong Approve Y
MARC EMMELMANN Approve N Yanjie Gong Approve N
Marcel Kiessling Disapprove Y Yongbum Kim Approve N
Marco Hernandez Approve N Yongsen Ma Abstain N
Marek Hajduczenia Approve N Yu Yuan Approve N
Mark Hantel Approve Y Yukimasa Nagai Approve N
Martin Mittelberger Disapprove Y zhiman chen Approve N



Non-ballot comments
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• In addition, the editor has received a total of 6 comments from 2 different 
members of the Ballot pool who did not submit their ballots by the deadline

• The editor proposes including these as non-ballot comments



Non-ballot comments
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Category Page Subclause Line # Comment Proposed Change Must Be Satisfied

Technical 56 6.2.5 1842

The error generation limits are only specifying the timestamp 
accuracy of the timestamps in the Sync/follow_up frames. 
There are no error generation limits for the accuracy of the 
timestamps affecting the MeanPathDelay measurements.Any 
error in the MeanPathDelay will also affect the accuracy of the 
time delivery.

It is proposed to use the same metric for PTP performance as in 
other standards, specifically the ITU-T performance metric cTE 
and dTE. These specify the accuracy time delivery (using all the 
timestamps being used in the PTP protocol) instead of focusing 
only on the egress Sync timestamp.

NO

Technical 56 6.2.5 1842

Using a mean value as a spec limit is not testable. How long 
time must the measurement time be?? Seconds, minutes, days, 
years?
If the error is +17ns for 5 minutes and -17ns the next 5 minutes
it will meet the spec

It is proposed to use the same metric for PTP performance as in 
other standards, specifically the ITU-T performance metric cTE 
and dTE or even an MTIE mask. These specify the accuracy of 
the time delivery (using all the timestamps being used in the 
gPTP protocol) instead of focusing only on the egress Sync 
timestamp. Other metric can be used, but they must accurately 
specify the measurement period

YES

Technical 57 6.2.5 1850

Using a mean value as a spec limit is not testable. How long 
time must the measurement time be?? Seconds, minutes, days, 
years?
If the error is +12ns for 5 minutes and -12ns the next 5 minutes
it will meet the spec

It is proposed to use the same metric for PTP performance as in 
other standards, specifically the ITU-T performance metric cTE 
and dTE or even an MTIE mask. These specify the accuracy of 
the time delivery (using all the timestamps being used in the 
gPTP protocol) instead of focusing only on the egress Sync 
timestamp. Other metric can be used, but they must accurately 
specify the measurement period

YES

Technical 57 6.2.5 1850

Error generation for a PTP relay should be specified from input 
to the relay to output of the relay and not relative to the internal 
time of a connected Grandmaster. The allowed error from the 
the Grandmaster is higher than allowed by the PTP Relay.

It is proposed to use the same metric for PTP performance as in 
other standards, specifically the ITU-T performance metric cTE 
and dTE. These specify the accuracy time delivery (using all the 
timestamps being used in the gPTP protocol) instead of 
focusing only on the egress Sync timestamp.
Performance should be specified with an ideal time input to the 
DUT (both Sync frames and Pdelay_req/resp and Pdelay_resp 
Follow_up.) and the resulting time error at the output port 
should be measured, making resulting time calculations based 
on the transmitted frames.
The specification of the accuracy of RR, nRR and rateRatioDrift 
are OK except for the missing calculation period for the mean 
value. 

YES



Thank you
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