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Amendment List for Portland – 10 July 2001

During the Portland meeting the System Subcommittee worked on the following issues.  It is proposed that these changes be reflected in draft 0.6.  The following amendments are proposed:

1. The RX and TX vectors need sizes in bits or bytes

Resolution: Need to add parameter field size in bytes or bits … editorial issue.  

Propose the following values …

TX Vector

	DataRate
	1 byte

	Length
	2 byte

	TxPowerLevel
	1 byte

	TxMacHead
	12 byte

	AntSelect
	1 byte


RX Vector

	DataRate
	1 byte

	Length
	2 bytes

	RSSI
	1 byte

	RxMacHead
	12 bytes


2. There is mention in Clause 6 of Reorderable and Strictly Ordered Service class.  I think this was cut and pasted from 802.11.  There is no mention of this in 802.15.3 outside of Clause 6.  Will 802.15.3 support these service classes? I don't recall this anywhere in requirements, proposals or any question on this at any time in 802.15.3.  (Bill Shvodian and Raju G.)

Resolution: References to Reorderable and Strictly Ordered will be removed.  

3. The following MAC PIB entries need to be added: (Bill Shvodian)

· MACPIBCoordinatorDes-Mode truth, default=0, 1=designated coordinator (where is this referenced in document?)
· MACPIBCoordinatorCapable  truth, default=0, 1=coordinator capable (where is this referenced in document?)
· Need to add the Des-mode bit into the MAC PIB ... see clause for 7.4.3 capabilities and clause 8.1.3 usage.  Name is MACPIBPNCDesMode.  See draft 0.4.

Resolution: Add entries as required by updates from the MAC amendment doc 01/298r0.

4. MaxStream: number of max streams that can be supported at this station.  Is this something we should add to the MAC PIB?
Resolution: Add this to the MAC PIB.  Should also be added to clause 7.  Reference 8.4 … stream management.  (defines how many streams this device does support).

5. Review MACPIBMediumOccupancyLimit ... left over from 802.11 FH.  Should this be deleted?
Resolution: Delete

6. In Clause 8.4 … should there be a MLME-STREAM-CONNECT.confirm and a MLME-STREAM-DISCONNECT.confirm?  We currently have a *.request and *.indicate.

Resolution: Add in these confirms and responses.  The confirms need related error codes.  Get input from Bill and Raju.

7.  Are the following items from table 64 of draft 0.4 MAC PIB items?

· aChannelScan 

· aCSFrameBroadcast 

· aADAdressReuseTime 

· aRXTXTurnaroundTime

· aMaxBurstDuration

· aMaxCFPDuration (also called CFPMaxDuration in table 30, draft 0.4)

· aConnectionTimeOut

· aAssocRespConfirmTime 

· aAssocTimeoutPeriod 
Resolution: From draft 0.5, extract this table and add these to the MAC PIBs.  

8. Open Editor Notes …

· Clause 6.3.9.1 MLME-START.request
· Editor Note: Are DTIM’s being used in 15.3?

· Resolution: Remove

· Clause 6.6.8 PHY PIB CCA Compliance Group
· NOTE: It is not clear at this time that we need more than one CCA mode. The editor is looking for input that argues why we need more than one CCA mode 

· Resolution: From ad-hoc on Monday … resolution to remove.  
· Clause 6.7.2.1.2  Effect of receipt
· Ed. note: Shouldn’t the MAC wait until the PHY says the packet got through? 

· Resolution: The note is miss interpreting intent of the MA-UNITDATA-STATUS.indication.  The status set to “successful” means the packet was transmitted to the MAC and does not mean it got across the channel ok.  Remove the comment. Add to outstanding draft issues pending further study of 802.2 and 802.11 usage.
· Clause 6.7.2.2  MA-UNITDATA.indication
· Ed. note: Do we want to do this? In voice traffic, a bad packet might still have some good information? Just a question. 

· Resolution: Have the MAC committee resolve the following issue … can a packet with errors still be passed to the LLC despite CRC failure?  If the answer is no then discard this comment. 
9.  From PHY Committee Monday Morning Ad-hoc

· Remove reference to OperationalRateSet and PiconetBasicRateSet

Resolution: Shall be removed

· Add to the PHY PIB PHYPIB_LQI_max with a max value of 31 for the 2.4 GHz PHY

Resolution: Shall add

· Add to the PHY PIB PHYPIB_RSSI_max with a max value of 7 for the 2.4 GHz PHY

Resolution: Shall add

· Add the following to the PHY PIB: 

a. PHYPIB_TxMaxPower

b. PHYPIB_TxPowerStepSize

Resolution: Shall Add 

· Add the following to the PHY PIB (and table 47):

a. PHY_CCAStart.request

b. PHY_CCAStart.confirm

c. PHY_CCAEnd.request

d. PHY_CCAEnd.confirm

e. PHY_CCA.indication

    Resolution: Shall Add

· Change PHY_RxNap commands to the following:

a. PHY_RXEND.request

b. PHY_RXEND.confirm

    Resolution: Shall modify
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