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Abstract

This document contains the meeting minutes of the IEEE 802.11ac ad hoc meeting on 2012-09-13.

Ad Hoc meeting time: 2012-09-12, 9:00 PDT
Attendees present:

· Osama Aboul-Magd (Huawei) – Chair

· David Xun Yang (Huawei) –Secretary
· Reza Hedyat (Cisco)
· Brian Hart (Cisco)
· Minho Cheong (ETRI)
· Jaesung Lee (ETRI)
· Eldad Perahia (Intel)
· Adrian Stephens (Intel)
· Matthew Fischer (Broadcom)
· Eric Wong (Broadcom)
· Vinko Erceg (Broadcom)
· Yong Liu (Marvell)
· Hongyuan Zhang (Marvell)
· Simone Merlin (Qualcomm)
· Youhan Kim (Qualcomm)
· Allert Van Zelst (Qualcomm)
· Chunhui Zhu (Samsung)
· James Wang (MediaTek)
· Chao-Chun Wang (MediaTek)
· Jianhan Liu (MediaTek)
· Bo Sun (ZTE)
· Kaiying Lv (ZTE)
· Raja Banerjea (CSR)

· Peter Loc (Huawei)
Agenda:

· Review of IEEE 802 & 802.11 Polices and Procedures.  http://standards.ieee.org/board/pat/pat-slideset.pdf
· Overview of comment resolutions
· Comments Resolution
· 12/0987r1 Proposed Resolutions on Misc PHY comments (Eric Wong, Broadcom)

· 1032/r0 Sounding comment resolutions (Yong Liu, Marvell)

· 1037/r1 Resolutions for CIDs Related to DLS and TDLS (James Wang, MediaTek)

· 1074/r0 Comment Resolution – Clause 22.3.4 (Minho Cheong, ETRI)

· 1032/r1 Sounding comment resolutions (Yong Liu, Marvell)

· 0988/r1 proposed resolutions to comments on clauses 10.39.1 through 10.39.4 (Eric Wong, Broadcom)

· 1075/r1 LB188 Comment resolutions for sub-clause 9.7.6.6 (Kaiying Lu, ZTE)
The chairman starts the meeting at 9:01 am.
The chairman reviews the status of unresolved comments.

Adrian reviews the left unassigned comments.
The chairman calls for submission update, and check the leftover from teleconferences.
Presentation #1: 12/0987r1 Proposed Resolutions on Misc PHY comments (Eric Wong, Broadcom)

Eric presented
6752, 
Yong: Mark may want to add a table here.

6753,
No comment
6754, 
Yong: The reason that we remove the Note is that we can find the same content somewhere else.

Yong, Osama and Eldad help to look for the place of the content. It is in clause 8.6.1.
6755, 
Adrian: It makes sense for HT STA and DMG.
Eldad: But it also applies to VHT, right? Further, this rule is in the clause for A-MPDU. If you don’t support A-MPDU, you should skip this clause.

6038, 6039, 6113, 6040, 6114, 6556, 6284, 6555, 6676, 6759, 6286, 
No comment

No objection noted to the comment resolutions to CID 6752, 6753, 6754, 6755, 6038, 6039, 6113, 6040, 6114, 6556, 6284, 6555, 6676, 6759 and 6286 as in doc 12/0987r1.
Presentation #2: 1032/r0 Sounding comment resolutions (Yong Liu, Marvell)
Yong presented
6414, 6294, 6498, 
Adrian: “Carried” is not appropriate.
Yong: How about saying “CTS that is +HTC”?

Simone: This also changes the behaviour for HT STA.

Yong: No, it doesn’t.

6175, 6388, 6834, 6559, 6092, 6560, 6835, 6833, 6831, 6095, 6702, 6296, 6096, 6367, 6679, 6097, 6056, 6098, 6099, 6167, 6501, 6500, 6297, 6057, 6058, 6059, 6298 (Open), 6463, 
No comment

6380,
Youhan: The purpose to have this rule (full load of each MPDU) is to ensure all the beamforming report information to be sent in one PPDU.

Yong: Consider the memory allocation; it may be easier not to have this limit. STA can allocate the load for each sub-frame based on the PHY requirement.
Adrian: I don’t believe the argument of buffer or memory allocation.
Youhan: If you can transmit with 2 MPDUs, you cannot employ 3 MPDUs in A-MPDU for feedback.
6299, 6176
No comment
No objection noted to the comment resolutions to CIDs 6414, 6294, 6498, 6175, 6388, 6834, 6559, 6092, 6560, 6835, 6833, 6831, 6095, 6702, 6296, 6096, 6367, 6679, 6097, 6056, 6098, 6099, 6167, 6501, 6500, 6297, 6057, 6058, 6059, 6463, 6380, 6299 and 6176 as in doc 1032r1.
Presentation #3: 1037/r1 Resolutions for CIDs Related to DLS and TDLS (James Wang, MediaTek)
James presented
6265, 6302, 6160, 6123, 6158, 6159, 
No comment

6631 (Open), 
Adrian: The person who is responsible for this comment is Menzo.
Matt: It is better to change in TGmc.
Adrian: We can change the text on page 159 for consistence.
Matt: There is another comment strongly related to this one. It suggests deleting the text for off channel. We’d better consider both of them together.
6630
No comment

No objection noted to the comment resolutions to CIDs 6265, 6302, 6160, 6123, 6158, 6159 and 6630 as in doc 12/1037r2.
Presentation #4: 1074/r0 Comment Resolution – Clause 22.3.4 (Minho Cheong, ETRI)
Minho presented
6320, 
No comment

6340, 
People discuss on the name of frequency subblocks/parts/segments.
Youhan: Subblocks refer to the baseband part internally, while segments refer to the division in the air.
6581, 6582, 6583, 6584, 6585, 6586, 6587, 6588
No comment
No objection noted to the comment resolutions to CIDs 6320, 6340, 6581, 6582, 6583, 6584, 6585, 6586, 6587 and 6588 as in doc 12/1074r1.
Presentation #5: 1032/r1 Sounding comment resolutions (Yong Liu, Marvell)
Yong presented
6093, 6094, 6295, 6298 
No comment

No objection noted to the comment resolutions to CIDs 6093, 6094, 6295 and 6298 as in doc 12/1032r1.
Presentation #6: 0988/r1 proposed resolutions to comments on clauses 10.39.1 through 10.39.4 (Eric Wong, Broadcom)

Eric presented
6561, 6703, 
People discuss a lot on the text change to P164L38 on its accuracy.

6011, 6303, 6304, 6398, 6562, 6157, 6013, 
No comment

6704, 
Brian: The channel switch wrapper element must be present when announcing a switch to 40MHz.
Simone: Does the wrapper have to be present when announcing a switch?

Brian: When extended channel switch element is sent, the wrapper does not have to be present. If the channel switch element exists and the channel switches to 40MHz, the wrapper has to be there.
6781, 6065, 6507, 6306, 6810, 6307
No comment

No objection noted to the comment resolutions to CIDs 6561, 6703, 6011, 6303, 6304, 6398, 6562, 6157, 6013, 6704, 6781, 6065, 6507, 6306, 6810 and 6307 as in doc 12/0988r1.
Presentation #6: 1075/r1 LB188 Comment resolutions for sub-clause 9.7.6.6 (Kaiying Lu, ZTE)

Kaiying presented
6279, 

Adrian: Why do we need the bandwidth signalling TA in CF-End frame?
Matt: It is for the hidden node or OBSS scenario. When a TXOP is set up using dynamic RTS/CTS, the bandwidth is fixed to be part of the BSS bandwidth. In this case, only the bandwidth signalling TA can let the STAs as a hidden node or in OBSS know which band is cleared.

Yong: CF-End shall be sent in non-HT format.
No strawpoll.
The meeting was recessed at 5:39 pm.
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