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Thursday, March 21, 2002

Attendence:

Bain

Allen

Gilb

Shvodian

Schrader

Heberling

Karaoguz

Called to order 12:10 PM EST

San Diego:  Gilb asked if we can get text done in time to avoid the meeting.  Clauses will be distributed this Friday.  Do we need to have the meeting and what would the agenda be.  No one really wanted the call especially with the cost of the may trip.

Gilb will close the ad hoc meeting out tomorrow.   

Gilb asked about comment 56: bounding the time for association.  Was it sent to the reflector?  Thought it was fixed and will send it out again.  It may have not got into document 02/129.  It was forwarded to list for comment by email.

Delayed ACK - Shvodian is working on it still.  He thinks that delayed ACK request should get a response during the same GTS rather than the other guy's GTS.  You may want to do several during a GTS.  Sounds cleaner.  Gilb mentioned that the at the 1394 conference, it was mentioned that TGe dropped delayed ACK and was going to burst ACK.   There was a related discussion on fragmentation.

Async traffic:  Some folks at Intel want to handle it, but our needs were for low power approach to streams.  There is a trade off between these and Shvodian is working on a proposal.  Gilb is concerned that it is getting late for these changes.  Shvodian will work out a proposal that is low impact, and may combine it with power save instead of using the CAP.  He will focus on Delayed ACK and it will be posted to email, and discussed Tuesday.  02/100r5 will be the document.

Any other business?:

There were sponsor ballot questions and some discussion about TG1.

12:45PM Adjourned

Tuesday, March 26, 2002

Attendees:

Shvodian

Allen

Bain

Huang

Singer

Whyte

Bailey

Schrader

Heberling

Roberts

Sarallo

Welborn

Gilb

Alfvin

Sturik

Rasor

Barr

Karaoguz

Minutes:

Re the Ad hoc meeting - James et al felt that we don't need the San Diego meeting.   Barr will send out a "meeting deferment" message and Alfvin modified the web site.   

Australia Schedule - briefly covered the contents of the AC call.   What do we need to schedule?  

Comment resolution.  Barr wants to leave some holes for activities like SG3a.  

Who is going to Australia?  Everyone on the call except Singer, that is: 17 people on this call. 

Who has not registered?  6 or 7 have not registered yet. 

Rasor will post the name of the hotel contact to the list. 

A quorum question came up:  P802.15 has 90 voters, 22 "nearlies".  We need 46 people for a quorum.

Gilb suggested we alternate holes.  Barr would also like to have more time for dinner. 

Karaoguz also wants to make sure we can survive the time zone by matching the work load.  

Barr to look at the schedule of LBs.  Can we move this up a few days because we need to leave for Sydney early.   

Update on security changes.  

Allen needs to get the minutes out.

James has not reassigned the clauses for changes yet. 

Security cause discussion followed.  There is a problem getting all of the mode one stuff done. 

Bailey has a document 02130 that is in Frame.  Bailey will add that part and give it to James and to Rasor. 

Bailey to look at assigning OIDs and to see if other numbering systems exist from a different external reference. 

Allen to look at providing an IEEE office number to see if this already exist within the IEEE 

Allen brought up that 02/117r2 was not approved in St. Louis.  Rasor had comments to make that are still pending.  We agreed to let 02/117r2 stand and Barr will talk to Heile about a LB for approving the minutes.

Comment resolution:

Gilb took over and there was a discussion about document  02/100r5 

Delayed ACK is the topic. 

Gilb asked if we were going to use sequence numbers.  This was discussed a lot and we decided that it is not broken, but is not deliberate.  They may need to "punt" by default due to lack of better solutions. 

The part about what the target does in a replay and what it sends still needs to be written. 

02/129 there is a reference for text that does not exist yet.  Gilb asked for that text also.

The rest of the Delayed ACK discussion will be on Thursday.   It is in the MAY folder.

CTAs were briefly discussed.  

Comment database has been posted and all but 5 done.  It 02/055r13.zip is posted.

Has final assignments for final editing done?

Jeyhan has the clause and wanted to know what he has to do.  Alfvin and Gilb will be working on this.

There are no comments against 10 because it is a new clause. 

Gilb will send out the meeting notice.

12:00 PM EST  Adjourned by Barr.

Tuesday, April 02, 2002

Attendees:

Singer 

Bailey

Whyte

Lieman

Barr

Allen

Roberts

Shvodian

Sarallo 

Struik

Alfvin

Bain

Huang

Gilb

John Santhoff

Karaoguz

Rasor

Email Agenda:

- Comment resolution status - James

 - Document editing assignments - James

 - Agenda items for Sydney - John

 - New Business

 - Any Required Comment Resolution - James

11:06 AM EST - Called to order 

Comment resolutions.  Same 5 are open, two of which are TRs.  Bill and Jay sent out text which may close them.  We just have to discuss what he posted.  Inputs were received.

Gilb announced that he has asked Sarallo to pick up clause 6 after he gets the clause back from Heberling.  Gilb talked about the process:  take data base, sort by clause 02/055r13, make changes to clauses, if anything goes outside of their clause, tell the other author and send a note to Gilb.  All of the comments and resolutions are in the database.

Alfvin will look at adding a "done" field to the database.   Comments about how to manage or add xrefs in the text.  Same for figure numbers.   Changes which need to be made, who do they get exposed?  For editorials, don't bother; other substantive changes are done by email list.

Security is due the 5th and the rest is due the 12th.  The Re-circulation is due out on the 19th. 

Barr asked if the access control list is resolved.  Bailey said he has the task to include this in his clause update for the 12th. 

Security suite text will be clause 9, but remember that clauses have names, not numbers.  That being said, algorithms will be in 11 and the protocol will be in clause 10.   This might change.  This may add 110 new pages.

PICs are informative.  SDLs will be added when available.  When clauses are done, to make a change, they have to get the clause back.  Only one version of a frame file Shall be active at a time.  

Two documents are not approved from St. Louis 02/117r2 and 02/122r0.  Barr will ask for a LB on these. 

An Intel guy asked Barr to" add stuff to the agenda".  Barr told him to send an email and he hasn’t responded yet.  It might be for Roberts' agenda (SG3a).

New business - No

Comment resolution:

Gilb asked Bain if he read his response.  Barr asked if more details and complexity was added for delay.  Bain said it adds a field but not command.  A discussion followed.  Agreements to the text were made and it was asked that every one comment on the text, and any problems with all the different modes that are possible (such as pseudo-static).  

Delayed ACK is in the 02/100 document that went out this morning from Shvodian.  It was discussed.  

Sequence and Fragment number usage was changed to avoid confusion with 802.11.  Odman and Heberling are working on more text for delayed ACK.  Alternatives were discussed.  To change fragment settings, you have to do another set up requests. 

There will be a call on Thursday.  Gilb will send this out.

There was a request for the milestone summary.   This [snip] is from document 02/127r7.

[snip]

 March Plenary

 Comment resolution

 Prepare for re-circulation

Between meetings - Letter Ballot re-circulation
 April 5th Security Text due.
 April 12th Circulate the new Draft D10
· Ad hoc announced for April 15th to 17th in San Diego. (Noon to 5 PM )

 April 19th - D11 released for 20-day re-circulation.
 Comment collection
 Comment resolution
· Sponsor ballot pool work

May 13-18th Interim Meeting,  Sydney, Australia. 
 If re-circulation passes:

 Initiate ExCom LB requesting Sponsor Ballot

 If re-circulation fails:

 Comment resolution

 Prepare for Re-circulation
 Update Project Plan.
 Prepare Excom for potential Sponsor Ballot before July meeting.

Between Meetings

Resolve comments and re-circulate.

July 8-12, 2002 Vancouver, BC Canada, Hyatt Regency, 802 Plenary Meeting. 

· D12 available before the meeting.

· Initiate Sponsor Ballot if not started before by LB.

· Party
Adjourned at 12:06 PM EST.

End of version "r0"

Thursday, April 04, 2002

Deim

Allen

Sarallo

Schrader

Barr

Heberling

Gilb

Shvodian

Alfvin

Bottoms

Brabenaic

Mangharam

Odman

Bain

Bailey

The agenda is simple

   - Roll call

   - Any other comments on 56, PNC responsiveness - Gilb

   - Delayed-ACK - Shvodian

   - Asynchronous traffic - Shvodian

   - New business

   - Adjourn

12:07 EST called to order by Gilb.

Comment 56 - no other comments on the email resolution.  The shalls shall be turned into shoulds.  Accepted. 

Discussion on Email response to 02/100r8:

We need to keep the Pad Octet field.  Odman wants to have same size headers without pads.  The reason for having it is in the draft.  It was agreed it was OK to keep.  

64 fragments - Gilb thinks this is just enough.  Shvodian thinks 256 is a high number, and thinks 64 is adequate and not too many.

Specifying the fragment number helps memory management.

Segmentation and delayed ACK, fragment number, length and PDU number were discussed in detail.  There was a long discussion on the fragment issues, packet orders and process.

Schrader does not full understand this emailed proposal vs. what was discussed in St. Louis and wants to re-read it.  

ACTION: Gilb will send out a summary of fragment numbers, methods and the advantages of each.

ACTION: Odman to send out the referenced on the other method to the list server.  

Barr is concerned about priority.   Why does a receiver need to know priority?  The target doesn't know priority.  Why is it there?  We couldn't figure it out on the call real-time, but we wanted to think about it.  

ACTION: Barr will send out an email questioning how priority is handled for general responses.  

It was originally a way for the PNC to know how to allow channel time.   

It would be nice to have priority field bits for reserve bits. 

Section 7.2.1.7 in comments to 02/100r8 were discussed in sequence.  

Is an unused SDU the next SDU or some other numbering systems?  Can we usa a null frame?  We may need a rule that says zero data packets are not passed up the stack.   

ACTION: Odman suggested that we think of an easier method.  

Transmission sequence re-synchronizing is an issue.  We may let the transmitter give up and let the rcvr time out.   

ACTION: Gilb will send out a recommendation on changes, and need, that will solicit inputs from the team.  

Are there other comments on the delayed ACK proposal?  Schrader just wants to re-read it.  

Odman et al will try to better describe the SDU counter.   

Schrader said that we can also do other delayed ACK policies at upper layers.  Shvodian warned that TCP doesn’t like loosing frames, so that the practical side of implementation is to have this functionality in the MAC. 

Gilb repeated the action items from today and asked that the get done today. 

Gilb asked Shvodian if he would post document 02/100r9.  Yes.

Asynch Traffic:

This is a new item based on emails from Gilb.  Polling was discussed.  Barr asked if this needed to be in the MAC?  Shvodian thinks there needs to be some minimum capability in the MAC.  This became a replacement to CSMA.  How is the slot time measured if there are several messages within a slot?   

Brabenaic and Mangharam had comments about polling comments.  

There was open and directed polling - did we intend this frame format to be both or any frame?  It can be a directed frame that has an implied ACK, but he is not always sending the command frame.  Can any kind of frame be sent? Yes.     Seems like there are lots of open questions about this still.    Shvodian indicated that if we can't get this done on time, he might be OK with withdrawing it.

ACTION: Odman will look at what a destination list bit map might look like.

Odman proposes polling to handle async data and keep power management in mind.

New Business:

1:32 PM - We are out of time a new meeting will be held tomorrow at the same time.

End of Version "r1"

Friday, April 05, 2002

Shvodian (co-secretary)

Odman

Barr

Gilb

Schrader

Bain

Allen (co-secretary)

Alfvin

Bailey

Sarallo

Rahul Mangharan

The call chair will be James Gilb

The agenda will be:

   - Roll call

   - Delayed-ACK, ref 02/100r9


- Review action items


- Discuss new issues

   - Asynchronous traffic, ref 02/164r0

   - Polling for asynchronous traffic, ref 02/100r9

   - New business

   - Adjourn

12:08 PM EST - Called to order by Gilb 

Delayed ACK: James sent out suggestions for delayed ACK

Knut: Delayed ACK doesn't correspond to what was discussed yesterday

James: Yes it does

Knut 4 bit fragment number?

Bill: PDU number is not broken, but SDU number would be more efficient.

James: 7 bit fragment number

Knut: don't need more than modulo 512 for SDU number

James would prefer PDU number for bitmap ACK.  

9+7 or 10+6 #fragments 

James would prefer PDU number but can live with SDU number.  SDU number it is.    

Shvodian: length field use the pad field.  Suggest text.  Round up or other use.  Need exact text.  

James: sum of fragment number and PDU number is 16.  9+7 or 10+6.  James prefers 9+7.  Knut agrees.  

Transmission Resequence command:  James sent out modified text.  Allows transmitter to flush out receiver.  No objection.  

Note: Bill will Check text to make sure that text in clause 8 for resync still applies.  Due Tuesday.

Delayed ACK resolved.  

Any new issues with delayed ACK.  NO.

Asynchronous Traffic

James and Knut did actions from yesterday.

Priority in the MAC header:  No opposition.  Priority field will be deleted.  Bill will add to document 02/100. and it will be posted for Monday. 

James: write better text for delayed ACK when there is not enough time left in the GTS slot.  Knut needs to post documents to the reflector.  

Reviewed comments from Knut's proposals in document 02/129.   

Odman thought there were a few problems with it.  It creates a large amount of overhead for every async frame.   Discussion and education followed.  The de-allocation is specified.  It is a combination of time and control.  

Odman is concerned about fair time allocation.  There was a discussion about how data rates are known by the system.  Odman would like to use the same time units for everything.

Bill concerned about managing 252 asynchronous destinations at once. Would require a asynchronous queue for each destination.  

It may be an issue that we don't have a way for the MAC to reject data from an upper layer because it could not handle due to implementation limitations.

Beacon 0 idea was previously suggested and rejected. Knut agreed to pull out beacon 0 idea. 

We will start with Gilb's document and make changes to that rather than accept a more complex recommendation.  Odman is concerned about locking out future needs such as polling and Gilb suggested he concentrate on putting the hooks in there and do the details later.  

We need text in an hour.  There will be a meeting Monday.  

ACTION: Shvodian has the action to rewrite the text for section 2.4 of 02/129r3 - ASAP due Sunday morning at the latest for the Monday meeting, 11 EDT  April 8th. 

Polling - Shvodian asked if it can be added later, and would like it added later and a letter indicating that it can be added later.  He would withdraw it if he could get this commitment.  Barr suggested that we do this under a maintenance PAR. This gets too be too much to do on such a short time and may have difficulty getting this into SG3A.  Barr doesn't think it it's possible.  

Barr asked if we finished the MTS work.  Discussion followed.   If there are more functions needed for the MTS, Gilb requested the name get changed to avoid confusion. 

1:28 PM - Adjourned

End of "r2"

Monday, April 08, 2002

Attendees:

Odman

Gilb

Shvodian

Sarallo

Allen

Schrader

Bain

Gilb called the meeting to order at 11:08 AM EDT.

02/100r9 was discussed.  

Gilb will send out a mark up to Bill. 

Several detailed changes were discussed.  Valid field sizes were discussed. 

Schrader thinks that delayed ACK is overloaded.  It refers to a frame that is delayed ACK'ed and the ACK itself.  Discussion follows.

No one read what was posted early this morning. We worked on document 02/164r2.

Odman explained his changes to Gilb's comments.   

02/125r5 - no comments.

Odman and Gilb will resolve the final issue on destination ID and will make recommendations on the Tuesday call.   Odman may not be able to make the call so will communicate his information to Shvodian.

No new business. 

Adjourned at 11:34 AM.

End of "r3"
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