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Minutes for the IEEE 802.11bc Teleconference on May 25th, 2021
TGbc Chair:

Marc Emmelmann (Koden-TI)
Vice Chair Present:
Hitoshi Morioka (SRC Software), Stephen McCann (Huawei)
Secretary:

Xiaofei Wang (InterDigital Inc.)

Technical Editor: 
Carol Ansley (Cox)

1. The chair called the meeting to order at 9:32 am ET.

1.1. Chair introduced himself

1.2. Agenda for teleconference 11-21/892r0 was presented.
1.2.1. Order of presentation of 11-21/599 and 11-21/600 is changed at the request of the author

1.2.2. Agenda updated to r1. The agenda was unanimously approved by the attendees.

2. Chair reminded participants on the meeting, patent, and copyright policies.

2.1. Chair called for essential patents and none was indicated.
2.2. Chair reminded participants of the IEEE copyright policy

3. The following attendees participated in the teleconference:
3.1.  Marc Emmelmann (Koden-TI)

3.2. Hitoshi Morioka (SRC Software)
3.3. Stephen McCann (Huawei)
3.4. Carol Ansley (Cox)

3.5. Abhishek Patil (Qualcomm)
3.6. Xiaofei Wang (InterDigital)
3.7. John Wullert (Perspecta)

3.8. Lei Huang (OPPO)

3.9. Pei Zhou (OPPO)

3.10. Mark Rison (Samsung)

3.11. Mike Montemurro (Huawei)

3.12. Peter Yee (NSA-CSD)

3.13. Antonio De La Oliva (InterDigital)

3.14. Christy Bahn (IEEE SA)
4. Editor’s Report
4.1.1. D1.03 in the process of being prepared
4.1.2. Covers all approved resolutions as of May 2021 virtual interim meeting

4.1.3. Editor to distribute D1.03 to chair as well as vice chairs soon so that they will be able to distribute to selected TG members for preview before posting
5. Presentations:
5.1. Resolutions for Clause 9
11-21/768r6 11-21/239r2    
Hitoshi Morioka (SRC Software)

5.1.1. CID 1409: 
5.1.1.1. Discussion on the proxy deciding whether a traffic is EBCS and all traffic needs to go through the proxy first before decision. Also discussion on passing through the proxy is only needed for unassociated STAs; discussion on whether there is any mechanisms to faciliate EBCS traffic streams requiring association. Clarification that 802.1x blocks only individually addressed data traffic. Discussion why we need pass through through proxy and since 802.1x is optional anyway. Multiple comments that ARC SC should be involved in architecture related discussions.

5.1.1.2. Definition of EBCS Data frame is changed. 
5.1.1.3. Discussion whether the proxy is only at AP, author clarifies that it is for both AP and non-AP STA since EBCS traffic stream at receiving STA may be blocked by 802.1x. For associated cases it will go through 802.1x and otherwise go through proxy. 
5.1.1.4. In EBCS TIM element, discussion that it is for associated or unassociated cases. Discussion on size of the bitmap for EBCS TIM element. Discussion how EBCS TIM indication may not work in certain use cases, such as regional TV broadcast. EBCS TIM should be optional. 
5.1.1.5. Comment that the term proxy may not be good for DL case. Discussion that EBCS Proxy box in the architecture is not needed since 802.1x is optional anyway and filtering is based on state machine. Comment that since 802.1x is optional and can add some description to 802.1X box to include filtering for EBCS, no need to add an additonal box. But additional box makes sense for 802.11bc. 
5.1.1.6. Discussion whether EBCS TIM should be moved to EBCS Info frames. Discussion how would a client know which beacon to parse to detect EBCS TIM.
5.1.2. Author will conduct offline discussion
5.1.3. Author is asked to present again during next week’s teleconference; Chair will ask members from the ARC SC to be present for the discussion.

5.2. Discussion on EBCS Request ANQP-element 11-21/599r1 11-21/600r1 Pei Zhou (OPPO)
5.2.1.  Propose to add to EBCS Request ANQP element a Requested Time To Termination subfield.

5.2.2. Discussion on how this subfield is used, and whether more security is needed. No security since it is ANQP. Comment that using similar language as in the EBCS negotiation process, EBCS broadcaster has the authority to determine the Time to Termination. That can alleviate some of the security concerns.

5.2.3. Straw poll 30: 

5.2.3.1. Do you agree to make the following changes to EBCS Request ANQP-element format (as shown in slide 5 of 11-21/599r1)? 
5.2.3.2. Add the Enhanced Broadcast Services Request Control subfield and the Requested Time to Termination subfield into the Enhanced Broadcast Services Request Tuples field.
5.2.3.3. Add the Requested Time to Termination Present subfield into the Enhanced Broadcast Services Request Control field. 
5.2.3.4. Additional discussion on security needed
5.2.3.5. Y/N/A: 6/1/4
5.2.4. The text proposal 11-21/600r1 is presented

5.2.5. Comment that Requested Time To Termination subfield has been changed to “0 or 3” bytes in a related CR document earlier. 

5.2.6. Chair suggests conducting more offline and reflector discussions and then re-present in the TG.
5.3. EBCS Handover Issues 

11-21/891r0 

Antonio De La Oliva (InterDigital)
5.3.1.  Propose to add a Group ID for APs that share the same groups of EBCS traffic streams.

5.3.2.  Discussion who assigns the group ID; Group ID could be defined in the MIB or by the operator. Discussion how to prevent duplication of group ID. Discussion will continue offline. 

5.3.3. Discussion on group ID needs some mechanism to avoid overlap. 

5.3.4. Suggestion to derive group ID from Content ID or hashing SSID. 
5.3.5. Author will discuss offline with TG members
6. Other business: none

7. Meeting is adjourned at 11:16 am ET.
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