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116 bal |l ot objections,

coment s,

and editori al

The followi ng table sunmarizes the resolutions. Co

obj ecti on,

comment ,

or editorial

follows the table.

ERN #9

ERN #10
ERN #11
ERN #12
ERN #13
ERN #14
ERN #15
ERN #16
ERN #17
ERN #18
ERN #19
ERN #20
ERN #21
ERN #22
ERN #23
ERN #24
ERN #25
ERN #26
ERN #27
ERN #28
ERN #29
ERN #30
ERN #31
ERN #32
ERN #33
ERN #34
ERN #35
ERN #36
ERN #37
ERN #38
ERN #39
ERN #40
ERN #41
ERN #42
ERN #43
ERN #44
ERN #45
ERN #46
ERN #47
ERN #48
ERN #49
ERN #50
ERN #51
ERN #52
ERN #53

Balloter's ID

[ coordi nati on]

[ coordi nati on]

[ coordi nati on]
[martin-1]

[j osey- 9]

[j osey-4]

[ dwe- 5]

[ KAMPOO7]

[ dwe- 1]

[ KAMPOO1]

[j osey- 8]

[ KAMPO04]

[ dwe- 2]

[ KAMPO09]

[j osey- 3]

[ KAMPOO3]

[ KAMP010]

[ KAMPOOO5]

[ dwe- 3]

[ KAMPO02]

[ buer ger-1]

[ dwe- 4]

[ KAMPOO6]

[ KAMPOO08]

[ KAMPO11]

[ LynuxWer ks #11]
[ LynuxWer ks #12]
[ LynuxWer ks #13]
[ KAMP012]

[ KAMP013]

[ LynuxWer ks #1]
[ LynuxWer ks #14]
[ buer ger-2]

[ LynuxWer ks #2]
[j osey-1]

[ dwe- 6]

[ buer ger- 3]

[ LynuxWer ks #15]
[ LynuxWer ks #3]
[ LynuxWer ks #16]
[ schl ei cher-1]

[ LynuxWer ks #17]
[ buer ger-5]

[ schl ei cher- 3]

[ dwe- 7]

[ schl ei cher-2]

[ buer ger - 4]

[ dwe- 8]

[ dwe- 9]

[ dwe- 10]

[ schl ei cher-5]

[ schl ei cher - 4]

[ KAMPO14]

comrent and its d

Resol uti on

Accept as
Accept as

Accept as
Accept as

Accept as

Accept
Accept as
Duplicate
Accept
Duplicate
Accept
Accept as
Accept as
Rej ect
Rej ect
Accept as
Rej ect
Accept as
Rej ect
Accept
Rej ect
Duplicate
Accept
Accept
Rej ect
Accept as
Rej ect
Rej ect
Accept
Duplicate
Duplicate
Accept as
Rej ect
Accept as
Accept
Accept as
Accept
Rej ect
Rej ect
Rej ect

conments were received

mpl ete text of each
etail ed resolution

mar ked
mar ked

mar ked
mar ked

mar ked

mar ked
of ERN #19

of ERN #19

mar ked

mar ked

mar ked

mar ked

of ERN #36

mar ked

of ERN #42
of ERN #42
mar ked
mar ked

mar ked
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ERN #54 [ KAMPO15] Rej ect

ERN #55 [ dwe- 11] Accept

ERN #56 [ dwe- 12] Accept

ERN #57 [ dwe- 13] Accept

ERN #58 [ dwe- 14] Accept

ERN #59 [ dwe- 15] Accept as marked
ERN #60 [ dwe- 16] Accept as marked
ERN #61 [ dwe-17] Accept

ERN #62 [j osey-T7] Accept as marked
ERN #63 [ dwe- 18] Accept as marked
ERN #64 [ KAMPO16] Accept

ERN #65 [ dwe- 19] Accept as marked
ERN #66 [ dwe- 20] Accept

ERN #67 [ dwe- 21] Accept

ERN #68 [ dwe- 22] Accept

ERN #69 [j osey- 6] Accept as marked
ERN #70 [ schl ei cher- 6] Accept

ERN #71 [ LynuxWor ks #4] Dupl i cate of ERN #70
ERN #72 [ buer ger - 6] Dupl i cate of ERN #70
ERN #73 [ dwe- 23] Accept

ERN #74 [j osey-5] Accept as marked
ERN #75 [ buerger-7] Accept

ERN #76 [ buer ger-10] Accept

ERN #77 [ KAMPO17] Accept

ERN #78 [ KAMPO18] Rej ect

ERN #79 [ dwe- 24] Accept

ERN #80 [ dwe- 25] Accept

ERN #81 [ buer ger- 8] Accept

ERN #82 [ KAMPO19] Rej ect

ERN #83 [ KAMPO20] Rej ect

ERN #84 [ dwe- 26] Accept

ERN #85 [ dwe- 27] Accept

ERN #86 [ dwe- 28] Accept

ERN #87 [ dwe- 29] Accept

ERN #88 [ dwe- 30] Accept

ERN #89 [ dwe- 31] Accept

ERN #90 [ dwe- 32] Accept

ERN #91 [ dwe- 33] Accept

ERN #92 [ dwe- 34] Accept

ERN #93 [ dwe- 35] Accept

ERN #94 [ dwe- 36] Accept

ERN #95 [ dwe- 37] Accept

ERN #96 [ dwe- 38] Accept

ERN #97 [ dwe- 39] Accept

ERN #98 [ dwe- 40] Accept

ERN #99 [ LynuxWor ks #18] Rej ect

ERN #100 [ dwe- 41] Accept

ERN #101 [ dwe- 42] Accept

ERN #102 [ LynuxWor ks #5] Duplicate of ERN #101
ERN #103 [ dwe- 43] Accept

ERN #104 [ dwe- 44] Accept

ERN #105 [ LynuxWor ks #6] Accept

ERN #106 [ buer ger-9] Dupl i cate of ERN #105
ERN #107 [ dwe- 45] Accept as marked
ERN #108 [ LynuxWor ks #7] Accept

ERN #109 [ KAMPO21] Accept

ERN #110 [ LynuxWor ks #8] Rej ect

ERN #111 [ LynuxWor ks #9] Accept

ERN #112 [j osey-2] Accept as marked
ERN #113 [ dwe- 46] Accept

ERN #114 [ dwe-47] Accept
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ERN #115 [ LynuxWer ks #10] Accept as marked

ERN #116 [ dwe- 48] Accept

COWVMVENT Enhancenent Request Nunber 1
Coordi nati on Bug in 1003.13 D2.1 (rdvk# 116)

[ coordi nati on]

Accept X Accept as marked bel ow

Rationale for rejected or partial changes:

Duplicate

Page: 0 Line: 0 Section: O

Probl em
SCC 14 (Quantities, Units and Letter Synbols) Coordination:

Date: Tue, 04 Mar 2003 16:33: 14 -0500

FR Joe Gm nn <gwi nn@ ayt heon. cone

TG Bruce Barrow <b. barrow@rol s. conr

Subj ect: Re: CC of ballot for P1003. 13 Revision from b. barrow@ eee. org

Bruce,

At 05:45 PM 2003-03-03 -0500, Bruce Barrow wote:

>Joe,

>

>Not to worry. | "coordinated", which nmeans that, on behalf of SCCl4 (which
>worries about netric practice and stuff), | looked it over. | don't vote,
>but | can nake coments. In this case | had no conments.

We of course had coordination in the old paper-based days, and the
coordination ballot either said it was OK as is, or nmade sone conments
whi ch had the practical effect of negative ballots.

I guess the | EEE needs to add a choice "coordinated; no comments" or the
like, so the intent is clear in the electronic copy.

Joe

Acti on:

None

COMMVENT Enhancenment Request Nunber 2
Coor di nati on Bug in 1003.13 D2.1 (rdvk# 115)

[ coordi nati on]

Accept __ X Accept as marked bel ow

Rationale for rejected or partial changes:

Duplicate

Page: 0 Line: 0 Section: O

Pr obl em
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| EEE Staff Editorial Review Coordination:
MEMO

TO Bal | oti ng Center

FROM Savoul a Amanati di s

DATE: 6 March 2003
RE: Edi torial Coordination of P1003.13/D2.1

I have reviewed P1003.13/D2.1 and it nmeets all the requirenents for
Editorial Coordination.

Si ncerely,

Savoul a Amanati di s
Managi ng Editor, |EEE Standards Activities

Voice: +1 732 562 3831 Fax: +1 732 562 1571

Emai | : s.amanati di s@eee. org

Acti on:

None.

COMMVENT Enhancenment Request Nunber 3
Coor di nati on Bug in 1003.13 D2.1 (rdvk# 114)

[ coordi nati on]

Accept __ X Accept as marked bel ow

Rationale for rejected or partial changes:

Duplicate

Page: 0 Line: 0 Section: O

Probl em
SCC 10 (I EEE Dictionary) Coordination:
MEMO

TO Bal | oti ng Center

FROMW Savoul a Amanatidi s

DATE: 6 March 2003

RE: SCC10 Coordination of P1003.13/D2.1

I have reviewed C ause 3 Definitions of P1003.13/D2.1 and it neets all
the requirenents for SCCLO Coordination.

Si ncerely,

Savoul a Amanatidi s

Managi ng Editor, |EEE Standards Activities

Voice: +1 732 562 3831 Fax: +1 732 562 1571
Enmai | : s.amanatidi s@eee.org
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Acti on:

None

COWMMVENT Enhancenent Request Nunber 4
Roger Martin Bug in 1003.13 D2.1 (rdvk# 107)
[martin-1]

Accept Accept as marked below X Duplicate Reject
Rationale for rejected or partial changes:

f all of Don Cragun's actions accepted, Accept; else Reject.

Page: 0 Line: 0O Section: all

Probl em

I have reviewed and amfamiliar with the objections and comments

included in the the negative ballot subnmitted by Don Cragun, Sun

M crosystens. | support those objections and comments.

Acti on:

Take the required actions as proposed in Don's ballot.

COWVMVENT Enhancenent Request Nunber 5
Andr ew Josey Bug in 1003.13 D2.1 (rdvk# 88)
[j osey-9]

Accept Accept as marked below X Duplicate Reject
Rationale for rejected or partial changes:

f all of Don Cragun's actions accepted, Accept; else Reject.

Page: 0 Line: 0 Section: O

Pr obl em

I amfamliar with the ballot of Donald W Cragun and

support his conments.

Acti on:

Resol ve the comments from Donald W Cragun.

COMMVENT Enhancenment Request Nunber 6
Andr ew Josey Bug in 1003.13 D2.1 (rdvk# 83)
[j osey-4]

Accept __ X Accept as marked below Duplicate_ Reject

Rationale for rejected or partial changes:
Status: Done. Made the foll owi ng changes:

- Droped the requirement for POSI X_CH LD MAX=25, because it is
already in the new PCSI X. 1

- Droped the requirenment for POSI X NGROUPS MAX=8, because it is
al ready in the new POSI X. 1
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- Droped the PRI ORI TY_RANGES option, because it is no |onger
necessary (several changes al ong the docunent)

- Added the nmap() and munmap() functions to the
PCSI X _TYPED MEMORY_OBJECTS option in annex 2 (in two table entries)

- Added the sched get priority max, sched get priority mn,
sched rr_get _interval functions to the
PCSI X_THREAD PRI ORI TY_SCHEDULI NG option in annex 2 (in two table
entries)

- Replaced I EEE Std 1003.1-2001 with | SO | EC 9945: 2003 in the
nornati ve references section. The later is identical to | EEE Std
1003. 1- 2001 with TCl. Changed in various places in the docunent.

Page: 0 Line: 0 Section: Al

Probl em
Need to sync with I EEE Std 1003. 1-2001 Corr 1

Acti on:
Need to sync with Technical Corrigendum Nunber 1 to
| EEE Std 1003. 1-2001

COMMVENT Enhancenment Request Nunber 7
Don Cragun Bug in 1003.13 D2.1 (rdvk# 15)
[ dwe- 5]

Accept Accept as marked below X Duplicate_ Reject

Rationale for rejected or partial changes:

| EEE said it was ok to acknow edge peopl e who worked on the previous standard,
and SSWG RT decided to do so. That is why there are two |ists.

SSWG-RT will clarify which are the old participants and which are the new
participants (although the lists are already so annotated, the difference is
subtl e and easily overlooked) in a style sinilar to that of 9945-1:1996

Status: Added unnunbered headers for "participants” and "participants
in 1998 version". Myved the new participants in front of the

ol d ones
Page: xxiii Line: O Section: Participants
Probl em
(ol d participants list)
This draft doesn't have a section titled "Participants" |like there is in

POSI X. 1-2001. The participants list you show on Pxxi-xxiii was for
POSI X. 13-1998.  You have a draft participants list for PCSIX 13-200x. You
don't need both lists.

Acti on:
Del et e pages xxi through xxiii.

Add a new "Participants" section heading at the top of Pxxiv.
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OBJECTI ON Enhancenent Request Nunber 8
Joerg Kanprmann Bug in 1003.13 D2.1 (rdvk# 65)
[ KAMPOO7]

Accept Accept as marked below X Duplicate Reject

Rationale for rejected or partial changes:

This is not normative text (and thus may not be "objected" to). The balloter
does not supply the text that will satisfy his objection. Reject changes to
lines 14 and 25 because they do not appear relevant here in this introductory
background materi al

Because SSWG RT have decided to profile 1003.26 in this docunent,
add posi x_devctl () to line 33 as suggest ed.

St at us: Done

Page: xv Line: 5-41 Section: Basic_Realtime_Miltitasking_and_Synchroni sation

Probl em
The whole list is not very stringent. e.g.

line 14 "Inter-thread communi cati on mechanism..
of "bl ocki ng" and "non. -bl ocki ng"

or

line 25 "Systemtime in units of clock ticks"

or

line 33 "M ni mal synchronous ..

is mssing a statenent

Acti on:

for line 14: add a remark of bl ocki ng and non-bl ocki ng | PC

for line 25: add a remark of the fact that clock ticks are normally
adjustable, so that granularity of timng events can be enhanced

for line 33: here is necessary a hint to | EEE 1003. 26 (posi x_devctl ())

COVMENT Enhancenent Request Nunber 9
Don Cragun Bug in 1003.13 D2.1 (rdvk# 11)
[ dwe- 1]

Accept X Accept as marked below Duplicate Reject

Rational e for rejected or partial changes:

St at us: done

Page: ii Line: 5 Section: ChangeHi story

Pr obl em

(Change History doesn't match draft.)

The change history in this draft says that P1003.13 draft 2 produced in July
2002 is the first ballot draft. But, this is the first ballot draft and it
is draft 2.1 produced in February 2003.

Acti on:
Correct the change history to specify that draft 2.1 is the first ball ot
draft and indicate what changed between drafts 2 and 2.1

EDI TORI AL Enhancenent Request Nunber 10
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Joerg Kanprmann Bug in 1003.13 D2.1 (rdvk# 59)
[ KAMPOO1]
Accept Accept as marked below Duplicate Reject X

Rationale for rejected or partial changes:

These paragraphs address entirely different issues, and are thus separate
par agraphs for a reason. SSWG-RT will delete the word "four” fromthe first
par agr aph (page xi, line 39) to alleviate future confusion.

St atus: done

Page: xii Line: 11 Section: |ntroduction

Probl em

The content of this paragraph is in sone parts simlar to the content of
par agr aph page xi line 39-46 (p.xii - Line 11: Four profiles have been
defined .../p.xi Line 39:...specifies four realtinme profiles ...)

Acti on:

Try to conbine these two paragraphs into one.

EDI TORI AL Enhancenent Request Nunber 11
Andr ew Josey Bug in 1003.13 D2.1 (rdvk# 87)
[j osey- 8]

Accept X Accept as marked below Duplicate Reject

Rationale for rejected or partial changes:

St atus: done

Page: xi Line: 20 Section: Introduction

Probl em
Use the ISO I EC reference in preference
to the |EEE Std ?

Acti on:

Now we have the |SQO | EC 9945: 2002 st andard
it would seem preferable to nention it
either in place or as well as | EEE

Std 1003. 1-2001.

EDI TORI AL Enhancenent Request Nunber 12
Joer g Kanpnann Bug in 1003.13 D2.1 (rdvk# 62)
[ KAMPO04]

Accept Accept as marked below X Duplicate Reject

Rationale for rejected or partial changes:

SSWG will insert "(AEPs)" here, but note that this is non-nornmative
introductory material. The term"Application Environnment Profile" and its
acronymare already in the Definitions (3.2.1), and the Abbreviations (4.2.7).

St at us: done
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Page: xiv Line: 20 Section: Rational e_on_Background

Probl em

Par agr aph reads:...describes a set of application environnent profiles ..

Acti on:

Here is a good place to introduce the acronym"AEP" - as well as in a gl ossary
COWMMVENT Enhancenent Request Nunber 13

Don Cragun Bug in 1003.13 D2.1 (rdvk# 12)

[ dwe- 2]

Accept X Accept as marked below Duplicate Reject

Rationale for rejected or partial changes:

St atus: done

Page: xi Line: 21-23 Section: Introduction

Probl em

(partial list of amendnents)

| EEE Std 1003.1-2001 is a revision of |IEEE Std 1003. 1-1990 and | EEE Std
1003.2-1992 with material included fromseveral |EEE Std 1003.1x and | EEE
Std 1003. 2x anmendnents and draft anendnents, and material nerged in from
ot her sources. Listing sone of the amendnments while not mentioning sone of
the other anmendnents calls into question whether you really mean | EEE Std
1003. 1- 2001 or only sel ected pieces of it.

Acti on:
Change " (which includes... 1003.19-2000)" on Pxi, L21-23 to ".".

COVMENT Enhancenent Request Nunber 14
Joer g Kanprmann Bug in 1003.13 D2.1 (rdvk# 67)
[ KAMPOO9]

Accept Accept as marked below Duplicate Reject X

Rationale for rejected or partial changes:

This is covered in paragraph beginning at |line 28, though no specific file
systens are nentioned. Balloter's action includes no specific "newer" file
systens, so this would seem adequate. Renenber this is non-normative
background materi al

Page: xvi Line: 21 Section: local _filesystem

Probl em

this paragraph seenms to be a bit outdated for a nmodern standard (I rmean
the reference to RT-11 or RSX-11M - there are nore nodern fil esystens,
per haps | eave the I egacy stuff in there including also QpenVMS but add
newer ones.

Acti on:
al ready nmentioned in Probl em
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EDI TORI AL Enhancenent Request Nunber 15
Andr ew Josey Bug in 1003.13 D2.1 (rdvk# 82)
[j osey-3]

Accept X Accept as marked below Duplicate Reject

Rational e for rejected or partial changes:

St at us: Done

Page: xiii Line: 24 Section: Introduction

Probl em
M suse of the UNI X trademark in the term"typically non-UN X tni.

See http://ww. uni x.org/trademark. html for a pointer to the
trademar k usage gui de

Acti on:

consult guide for guidance on approved formats for usage of the

regi stered trademark or remove words in parentheses. Change TMto the
regi stered trademark synbol (R) if the trademark continues to be used

OBJECTI ON Enhancenent Request Nunber 16
Joer g Kanprmann Bug in 1003.13 D2.1 (rdvk# 61)
[ KAMPOO3]

Accept Accept as marked below Duplicate Reject X

Rationale for rejected or partial changes:

This is not normative text (and thus may not be "objected" to). Therefore
we are treating this as an editorial coment.

The text in the draft is the intended text. M ninum hardware required or
"a bit less" is precisely what we want. This standard cannot have any for nal
har dwar e requirenents.

Page: xiii Line: 35 Section: Szenario

Probl em
m ni mum hardware typically required is specified. This has a semantic
of either mninmumhardware required or "a bit | ess”

Acti on:
Leave out "typically". The sentence will then read: ... m ni num hardware
required is specified.

COWMMVENT Enhancenent Request Nunber 17
Joerg Kanpnann Bug in 1003.13 D2.1 (rdvk# 68)
[ KAMP010]

Accept Accept as marked below Duplicate Reject X

Rationale for rejected or partial changes:

There is no current POSI X standard or study group on this subject. This is a
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list of related standards activities.

Page: xix Line: 37 Section: Related Standards_ Activities

Probl em
sone of the newer RTOSes have a philosophy of HA (high availability) -
| am m ssing a remark addressi ng HA

Acti on:
Include a |ist-el enent of HA

OBJECTI ON Enhancenent Request Nunber 18
Joerg Kanpnann Bug in 1003.13 D2.1 (rdvk# 63)
[ KAMPOOO5]

Accept Accept as marked below Duplicate Reject X

Rationale for rejected or partial changes:

This is not normative text (and thus may not be "objected" to). Therefore
we are treating this as an editorial coment.

FAQ is neither a product nor a standard. The term"realtine" is defined in
POsSI X. 1- 2001, and 1003. 13 cannot redefine it.

Page: xiv Line: 39 Section: Rational e _on_Background

Probl em
I ammssing a reference to the FAQ of conp.realtimnme, where you can find
a very good definition of "real-time" and "real-time operating systenms (RTOS)

Acti on:

Try to introduce the basic ideas of these FAQinto the standard at this place
E.g. Like: a RTOS has the following 6 (six) properties:

- Multiple flow of control (multithreadi ng/ nultitasking)

- different priorities assigned to different processes/threads

- preenptive scheduling

- priority inheritance/priority ceiling

- synchroni sation of processes / threads

- know edge of maxi mum duration of systemcalls, interrupt |atency, and

how | ong the processor is in state of "interrupt disabled"

COMMVENT Enhancenment Request Number 19
Don Cragun Bug in 1003.13 D2.1 (rdvk# 13)
[ dwe- 3]

Accept __ X Accept as marked below Duplicate_ Reject

Rationale for rejected or partial changes:

St atus: done. Searched for the references on the Wb

Page: xiv Line: 42-49 Section: Rational e_on_Background

Pr obl em
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(strange trademarks)
Except for the WWorks trademark attribution, all of the attributions on
this page are strange or inconplete.

Acti on:
Change "pSOS is now' on Pxiv, L43 to "pSCS is".

Change "VRTX32 is now' on Pxiv, L44 to "VRTX32 is".
Change Pxiv, L46 to be a conplete attribution for RT-Linux.
Change Pxiv, L47 to be a conplete attribution for QNX

Change Pxiv, L48 to be a conplete attribution for RTEMS.

COMMVENT Enhancenment Request Number 20
Joer g Kanpmann Bug in 1003.13 D2.1 (rdvk# 60)
[ KAMPOO2]

Accept Accept as marked below X Duplicate_ Reject

Rationale for rejected or partial changes:

Actually, there are 3 appendices, and they have nothing to do with | SPICS,
what ever that may have been in sone earlier draft. SSWoRT will fix these to
correctly identify the appendices. No need define ISPICS, because it wll

no longer appear in the draft. SSWGRT will fix the rest of the "Organization
of this Standard" section to reflect current organization.

St at us: Done.

Page: xii Line: 45 Section: Organization_of this_standard
Pr obl em
ISPICS is a not well known term- read would not understand what is neant

Acti on:
Put it into a glossary or define it right at that spot

EDI TORI AL Enhancenent Request Number 21
Paul Buer ger Bug in 1003.13 D2.1 (rdvk# 10)
[ buer ger-1]

Accept____~ Accept as marked below __
Rationale for rejected or partial changes:

Duplicate X Rej ect

See ERN 19.

Page: xiv Line: 46-48 Section: unspecified

Probl em
There seens to be sonme information mssing in footnotes 4 through 6

Acti on:
Supply the m ssing words.
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COWVMVENT Enhancenent Request Nunber 22
Don Cragun Bug in 1003.13 D2.1 (rdvk# 14)
[ dwe- 4]

Accept X Accept as marked below Duplicate Reject

Rationale for rejected or partial changes:

Status: done. Searched the web for the references. RT11 and RTX11M
are now trademar ks of Mentec |nc.

Page: xvi Line: 47-48 Section: Local File System

Probl em
(strange trademarks)
The RT-11 and RSX-11M attributions on this page are strange.

Acti on:
Change "RT-11 is now' on Pxvi, L47 to "RT-11 is".

Change "RSX-11Mis now' on Pxvi, L48 to "RSX-11Mis".

OBJECTI ON Enhancenent Request Nunber 23
Joerg Kanpnann Bug in 1003.13 D2.1 (rdvk# 64)
[ KAMPOO6]

Accept Accept as marked below Duplicate X Reject

Rationale for rejected or partial changes:

See ERN 19.
(Note to Technical Editor: Here is the a possibly complete attribution for QNX)

St at us: done.

Page: xiv Line: 47 Section: footnotes

Probl em
M ssing continuation of lines for RT-Linux, QNX, RTEMS

Acti on:
As of QNX the Iine should be read as foll ows:
5. QNX is a registered tradenmark of QNX Software Systens Ltd. (QSSL)

OBJECTI ON Enhancenment Request Nunber 24
Joer g Kanpmann Bug in 1003.13 D2.1 (rdvk# 66)
[ KAMPOO8]

Accept __ X Accept as marked below Duplicate_ Reject

Rationale for rejected or partial changes:

SSWG RT believes the conpany is now HP. Technical editor will insert the
correct nane.

Status: | found in the web that it belongs to Mentec Inc.
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Page: xvi Line: 47 Section: footnotes

Pr obl em

2. RT-11 .... of Conpaq
3. RSX-11M ... of Conpaq
the nmerger of Conpaq with HP should be nentioned here

Acti on:

correct the two lines to the proper conpany name (which I do not know exactly!)
OBJECTI ON Enhancenent Request Nunber 25
Joerg Kanpnann Bug in 1003.13 D2.1 (rdvk# 69)

[ KAMPO11]

Accept Accept as marked below X Duplicate Reject

Rationale for rejected or partial changes:

SSWG RT agree the text is difficult to parse - "technical" is not the
right fix though.

SSW& RT will use "PSE51 systems are typically enbedded in |larger systens...".
This will align this text with our own definition of emnmbedded.

St at us: done.

Page: 2 Line: 42 Section: 1.3.1_M nimal

Probl em

These systens are typically enbedded in systens dedicated to ....

| see the recursiveness of this definition however there may be a source
of msunderstanding. W normally call the first kind of systens ("these
systens") (IT- or data processing) systens and the second kind of systens
("enbedded in systens dedicated ...") technical systens; e.g. a washing
machine with a little processor inside doing all the control stuff: the
processor with its control-software is the (I T- or data processing) system
and t he washing machine is the technical system And the processor is

dedi cated to unattended control of the 1/0O devices controlling the technica
system (I hope this is neant by the author of that paragraph...)

Acti on:

for a non-native English speaking individual | would suggest sonething |ike:
"These systens are typically enbedded in _technical _ systens. They are
dedi cated to control "

EDI TORI AL Enhancenent Request Nunber 26
Arun Subbar ao Bug in 1003.13 D2.1 (rdvk# 99)
[ LynuxWor ks #11]

Accept Accept as marked below X Duplicate
Rationale for rejected or partial changes:

SSWE RT agree that the table should include both kinds of interfaces
(functions and external variables), and that several of the latter have been
omitted or misnanmed in the table.
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SSW& RT will Change title of second colum in table to be
"I'ncluded Interfaces".

SSWG RT wi || add:

environ to POSI X_SI NGLE_PROCESS

errno to POSI X_SI NGLE_PROCESS
h_errno to PGSl X _NETWORKI NG

optarg to POSI X_STRI NG_MATCHI NG
optind to PCSI X_STRI NG_MATCHI NG
opterr to POSI X_STRI NG_MATCHI NG

opt opt to PCSI X_STRI NG_MATCHI NG

si gngam to XSl _C _LANG_SUPPORT

stderr to PCSI X DEVICE | O

stdin to POCSI X_DEVICE IO

st dout to PCSI X_DEVICE | O

SSWG RT will fix:

dayl i ght ()->dayl i ght in XSl _C _LANG SUPPORT
ti mezone()->ti mezone in XSI _C LANG SUPPORT

St at us: done.

Page: 4 Line: 26 Section: unspecified

Probl em

Vari abl es defined in Table 1-1, Units of Functionality, are handl ed
inconsistently. The only variable listed is tzname in the

POSI X_C LANG SUPPCRT Unit of Functionality. Optarg, opterr,

optind, optopt, stderr, stdin, stdout, h_errno, environ, errno,

and si gngam are m ssi ng.

Action
Change Table 1-1 to nake the handling of variables nore consistent.

EDI TORI AL Enhancenment Request Number 27
Arun Subbar ao Bug in 1003.13 D2.1 (rdvk# 100)
[ LynuxWor ks #12]

Duplicate Reject X

Accept ___~ Accept as nmarked below_
Rationale for rejected or partial changes:

Section E.1 of PCSI X 1-2001 is an informative annex which suggests an exanpl e
set of units. PCSI X 1-2001 defers to the profiles for the exact set to be
used for profiling. The profiles are not constrained to use the set in
PCSI X. 1-2001. In this case all profiles require threads, so there is no
reason to separate thread safe functions fromtheir non-thread safe versions
SSWG RT could do this, but doesn't think it would add anything to 1003. 13.

Page: 4 Line: 26 Section: unspecified

Probl em

The Units of Functionality listed in Table 1-1 do not match
those listed in Section E.1 of the POSI X. 1 spec. A mmjor
difference is that the thread reentrant routines are not split
out into XXX R Units of Functionality as they are in POSIX. 1

file:/lIC|/IMy%20Documents/1003.13_D2.1_rdvk.txt (15 of 57) [8/4/03 1:17:37 PM]



file:/lIC{/My%20Documents/1003.13_D2.1_rdvk.txt

Acti on:
Table 1-1 Units of Functionality should be consistent with the PCSI X 1003. 1 standard.

EDI TORI AL Enhancenent Request Nunber 28
Arun Subbar ao Bug in 1003.13 D2.1 (rdvk# 101)
[ LynuxWer ks #13]

Accept_ ~ Accept as marked below__
Rationale for rejected or partial changes:

Duplicate Reject X

The unit of functionality is not required in the sane profiles as
POSI X_DEVI CE_I O This is enough and needs no further explanation. The
reason for individual profile requirenments is in each profile chapter.

Page: 7 Line: 8-9 Section: unspecified

Pr obl em
Uncl ear

Acti on:

POSI X_EVENT_MANAGEMENT shoul d have a footnote, explaining why
it's functionality has been split out of the POSI X DEVICE | O
Unit of Functionality.

OBJECTI ON Enhancenent Request Nunber 29
Joer g Kanprmann Bug in 1003.13 D2.1 (rdvk# 70)
[ KAMP012]

Accept Accept as marked below X Duplicate Rej ect

Rationale for rejected or partial changes:

Add posix_devctl () in an appropriate spot, which is not here. It is wong
to include it as a POSI X.1 Unit of Functionality. Rather, it needs to be a
table of its own in section 1.6 (follow ng table 1-20, perhaps titled
"Requirements for Other Standards") and be enunerated in each of the
profiles in which it is required. SSW&RT will add 1003.26 (conditionally)
to the normative references, with an editorial note allow ng the date of
approval to be filled in once approved, or all references to 1003.26 and
posi x_devct!l () to be renmoved if not approved.

Status: Done.
| added the new table.
| al so added a new subcl ause to each of the chapters 6-9 describing
the profiles:
X.2.2. POSI X. 26 Requirenments (C Language Option)
An i mpl enentation conform ng to PSE51 shall conformto POSI X 26

I also added the follow ng paragraph to the rationale, in sections
"X.6.1.5 Input and Qutput Primtives"

The posi x_devct!l () function defined in POSIX 26 is required to
support control operations on I/O devices.
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Page: 7 Line: 10 Section: Table_1-1

Probl em
a link to | EEE 1003. 26 (posi x_devctl ()) is mssing

Acti on:
Add this systemcall to the PCSI X_FD M3V

OBJECTI ON Enhancenment Request Number 30
Joer g Kanpmann Bug in 1003.13 D2.1 (rdvk# 71)
[ KAMPO13]

Accept Accept as marked below Duplicate_ Reject X

Rationale for rejected or partial changes:

There is no need to discuss this rationale at this point. The
i ndividual profiles requiring this unit of functionality have their own
rationale for the requirenent.

These networking calls satisfy networking requirenments, not necessarily real -
time requirenments. The perfornmance of inplenentations varies.

Page: 7 Line: 28 Section: Table_

Probl em
the authors of this table list nost of the tcpip-service-calls in this part.
A question arises whether networking of tcpip has real-tine properties.

Acti on:
clarify the manner inhowfar these calls satisfy real-tinme requirenments of

the application ...

EDI TORI AL Enhancenent Request Nunber 31
Arun Subbar ao Bug in 1003.13 D2.1 (rdvk# 89)
[ LynuxWor ks #1]

Accept Accept as marked below X Duplicate
Rationale for rejected or partial changes:

Once this draft is synchronized with | EEE Std 1003. 1- 2001 Corr 1 (See ERN 6),
this unit of functionality will no | onger be required (since the functions

it provides will be available if either Priority Scheduling or Thread Priority
Schedul i ng options are supported). SSWG-RT will renove this unit of
functionality entirely.

St atus: Done.

Page: 7 Line: 43 Section: unspecified

Probl em
PCSI X_PRI ORI TY_RANGES does not have a footnote, explaining
that it's functionality is a subset of _POSI X PRI ORI TY_SCHEDULI NG

Acti on
Add a footnote, explaining that PCSI X PRI ORI TY_RANGES functionality
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is a subset of _POSI X _PRI ORI TY_SCHEDULI NG

COMMVENT Enhancenment Request Number 32
Arun Subbar ao Bug in 1003.13 D2.1 (rdvk# 102)
[ LynuxWor ks #14]

Accept _ Accept as marked below Duplicate Reject X

Rationale for rejected or partial changes:

Section E.1 of PCSI X 1-2001 is an informative annex which suggests an exanpl e
set of units. PCSI X 1-2001 defers to the profiles for the exact set to be
used for profiling. The profiles are not constrained to use the set in
PCSI X. 1-2001. In this case SSW&G RT chose a nore descriptive nane. SSW& RT
prefers this nane because it better describes the functionality of these

i nterfaces.

Page: 8 Line: 23 Section: unspecified

Probl em
I nconsi stent usage of POSI X C LI B EXT

Acti on:

The POSI X. 1 spec defines PCSI X_C LI B _EXT which contains the
same functions as POSI X _STRI NG MATCHI NG whi ch is used throughout
POSI X. 13.

EDI TORI AL Enhancenent Request Nunber 33
Paul Buerger Bug in 1003.13 D2.1 (rdvk# 1)
[ buer ger-2]

Accept X Accept as marked bel ow Duplicate

Rationale for rejected or partial changes:

St atus: done

Page: 9 Line: 5 Section: 1.4
Probl em
"seteuid" should be "seteuid()"

Acti on:
make it "seteuid()"

EDI TORI AL Enhancenent Request Nunber 34
Arun Subbar ao Bug in 1003.13 D2.1 (rdvk# 90)
[ LynuxWer ks #2]

Accept  Accept as nmarked below Duplicate Reject X

Rationale for rejected or partial changes:

Section E. 1 of POSIX 1-2001 is an informati ve annex whi ch suggests an exanpl e
set of units. POSI X 1-2001 defers to the profiles for the exact set to be
used for profiling. The profiles are not constrained to use the set in
PCSI X. 1-2001. In this case SSW&G RT chose a nore descriptive nane. SSW& RT
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prefers this nane because it is shorter.

Page: 9 Line: 7 Section: unspecified
Probl em
Unit of functionality incorrectly identified

Action
Change POSI X WDE CHAR 10 to POSI X WDE _CHAR DEVICE | O

COWVMVENT Enhancenent Request Nunber 35
Andr ew Josey Bug in 1003.13 D2.1 (rdvk# 80)
[josey-1]

Accept Accept as marked below Duplicate X Reject

Rationale for rejected or partial changes:

Use Don Cragun's suggested rewording in ERN 36, as we are renoving
_POSI X JOB_CONTROL as a POSI X.1 option entirely (see ERN 47).

Page: 10 Line: 15 Section: 1.4

Probl em

This states that there is a matching option in PCSI X 1 called
_POSI X JOB_CONTROL. There is no option in | EEE Std 1003. 1- 2001.
Its a synbolic constant. The functionality associated with

it is mandatory and not optional.

Acti on:
Repl ace text with

"This standard overl oads the POSI X. 1 synbolic constant
_POSI X JOB CONTROL with a set of related functions. Support for job
control is mandatory in | EEE Std 1003. 1-2001"

COWMMVENT Enhancenent Request Nunber 36
Don Cragun Bug in 1003.13 D2.1 (rdvk# 16)
[ dwe- 6]

Accept X Accept as marked below Duplicate Reject

Rationale for rejected or partial changes:

St atus: done

Page: 10 Line: 15-20 Section: 1.4

Probl em

(_PCSI X JOB_CONTROL option)

There was a job control option in earlier POSI X standards. |n PCSI X 1-2001
all of the functions in this group that were optional before are now
mandatory, so there is no | onger an option.

Acti on:

Change P10, L15-20 to:
a. There was a POSI X JOB CONTROL option in an earlier version of the POSI X
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standards that specified these functions. Al of these functions are
mandatory in POSI X. 1.

b. There was a _POSI X REGEXP option in an earlier version of the POSI X
standards that specified these functions. Al of these functions are
mandatory in POSI X. 1.

c. There was a _POSI X READER WRI TER LOCKS option in an earlier version of
the POSI X standards that specified these functions. Al of these
functions are part of the POSI X THREADS option in POSI X 1

EDI TORI AL Enhancenment Request Number 37
Paul Buerger Bug in 1003.13 D2.1 (rdvk# 2)
[ buer ger - 3]

Accept __ X Accept as marked bel ow

Rationale for rejected or partial changes:

Duplicate

St atus: done

Page: 16 Line: 16 Section: 1.4
Pr obl em
reference to Annex B shoul d be reference to Annex A

Acti on:
make it "Annex A"

EDI TORI AL Enhancenment Request Number 38
Arun Subbar ao Bug in 1003.13 D2.1 (rdvk# 103)
[ LynuxWor ks #15]

Accept ___~ Accept as nmarked below_
Rationale for rejected or partial changes:

Duplicate Reject X

This reference is on page 19, not page 17; and no it isn't a typo. The nane
in POSIX. 1 is indeed POSI X _SPI N_LOCKS

Page: 17 Line: 18 Section: unspecified

Pr obl em
Typo

Acti on:
PCSI X _SPI N _LOCKS shoul d be POSI X _SPI NLOCKS

EDI TORI AL Enhancenent Request Nunber 39
Arun Subbar ao Bug in 1003.13 D2.1 (rdvk# 91)
[ LynuxWer ks #3]

Accept Accept as marked below X Duplicate
Rationale for rejected or partial changes:

Once this draft is synchronized with | EEE Std 1003. 1- 2001 Corr 1 (See ERN 6),
this unit of functionality will no | onger be required (since the functions
it provides will be available if either Priority Scheduling or Thread Priority
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Schedul i ng options are supported). SSWG-RT will renove this unit of
functionality entirely.

St at us: done

Page: 17 Line: 32 Section: unspecified

Pr obl em

The "-" entries in the PSE53 and PSE54 col unmms do not have a
footnote, explaining that this functionality is a subset of
_POSI X_PRI ORI TY_SHEDULI NG which is required for these profiles.

Acti on:

Add a footnote that the "-" entries in the PSE53 and PSE54 col ums
explaining that this functionality is a subset of PCSI X PRI ORI TY_SHEDULI NG
which is required for these profiles.

EDI TORI AL Enhancenment Request Number 40
Arun Subbar ao Bug in 1003.13 D2.1 (rdvk# 104)
[ LynuxWor ks #16]

Accept _~ Accept as marked below Duplicate Reject X

Rationale for rejected or partial changes:

Section E.1 of PCSI X 1-2001 is an informative annex which suggests an exanpl e
set of units. PCSI X 1-2001 defers to the profiles for the exact set to be
used for profiling. The profiles are not constrained to use the set in
PCSI X. 1-2001. In this case SSW& RT chose a nore descriptive nane. SSW& RT
prefers this nane because it is shorter

Page: 17 Line: 46 Section: unspecified

Pr obl em
Typo

Acti on:
PCSI X WDE _CHAR | O shoul d be POSI X WDE CHAR DEVICE | O

OBJECTI ON Enhancenent Request Nunber 41
Di ane Schl ei cher Bug in 1003.13 D2.1 (rdvk# 108)
[ schl ei cher-1]

Accept  Accept as marked below Duplicate Reject X

Rationale for rejected or partial changes:

Al'l profiles have threads, and therefore per-thread CPU tinme can be measured.
PSE53 and PSE54 have nultiple processes; thus per-process CPUtinme is useful
PSE51 and PSE52 have a single inplicit process, and there is no need to neasure
per-process CPU time in these profiles. The difference between the two options
is described in POSI X 1-2001

Page: 18 Line: 39 Section: Table_1-20

Pr obl em
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_POsI X_CPUTIME is not set for PSE51 and PSE52, However,
_POsI X THREAD CPUTIME is set all four profiles.

Acti on:

Have the two _CPUTI ME options the sane or specify the difference between the

two options.

COVIVENT
Arun Subbarao
[ LynuxWor ks #17]

Enhancenent Request Nunber 42
Bug in 1003.13 D2.1 (rdvk# 105)

Accept X Accept as marked bel ow

Rational e for rejected or partial changes:

St at us: done

Duplicate

Page: 19 Line: 9 Section: unspecified

Pr obl em
I ncorrect definition

Acti on:

_POSI X_READER WRI TER_LOCKS shoul d not be required for any of the
profiles according to the Rationale sections for each of the individua

profile:

PSE51: Section 6.6.1.9 "Synchroni zati on"
PSE52: Section 7.6.1.9 "Synchroni zati on"
PSE53: Section 8.6.1.9 "Synchroni zati on"
PSE54: Section 9.6.1.9 "Synchroni zati on"

on
on
on
on

page 50
page 67
page 85
page 104

EDI TORI AL
Paul Buer ger
[ buer ger - 5]

Enhancenment Request Number 43
Bug in 1003.13 D2.1 (rdvk# 4)

Accept
Rationale for rejected or partial changes

See ERN 42.

St atus: done

Duplicate_ X Rej ect

Page: 19 Line: 9 Section: 1.6

Pr obl em

Tabl e 1-20 indicates that _POSI X READER WRI TER LOCKS is required for al
profiles. But, the descriptions of all profiles specifically exclude

it.

Acti on:
Mark _POSI X_READER WRI TER LOCKS as "-" for all four profiles.
OBJECTI ON Enhancenent Request Nunber 44

Di ane Schl ei cher

Bug in 1003.13 D2.1 (rdvk# 110)
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[ schl ei cher- 3]

Accept_ ~ Accept as marked below__
Rationale for rejected or partial changes:

Duplicate X Rej ect

See ERN 42.

St at us: done

Page: 19 Line: 9 Section: Table 1-20

Probl em

The option _POSI X READER WRI TER LOCKS is specified for all four profiles.
However, in sections 6.6.1.9 Synchroni zation, Pg. 50, Line 38; 7.6.1.9
Synchroni zation, Pg. 67, Line 30; 8.6.1.9 Synchronization, Pg. 85, Line 45;
and 9.6.1.9 Synchroni zation, Pg. 104, Line 25 it specifically states that
the Reader/Witer Locks are not required.

Acti on:

Either nodify the 1-20 Table with the option not set for any of the profiles
or nmodify the correspondi ng sections to indicate that the option is required.

OBJECTI ON Enhancenent Request Nunber 45
Don Cragun Bug in 1003.13 D2.1 (rdvk# 17)
[ dwe- 7]

Accept Accept as marked below X Duplicate Reject

Rationale for rejected or partial changes:
A d proposed resol ution:

SSWERT will delete this fromthis table. The associated functions are already
included in the POSI X SHELL_FUNC unit of functionality, already in another
tabl e.

SSWG RT will also delete POSI X SHELL fromtable 9-2, and add
POSI X_SHELL_FUNC to table 9-3.

SSWG RT will al so add another footnote to table 1-1, tied to POSI X SHELL FUNC,
whi ch says ("x" replaced by appropriate footnote letter):

X. There was a _POSI X SHELL option in an earlier version of
the POSI X standards that specified these functions. Al of these
functions are mandatory in POSI X 1.

Note to Technical Editor: Try to use footnote letter "d", and nove all the
followi ng footnotes to the next letter.

New Proposed resol ution:
SSWG- RT will delete this fromthis table.
SSWG RT will also delete POSI X SHELL fromtables 1-21, 9-2, and B-2.

St atus: done

Page: 19 Line: 16 Section: 1.6
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Probl em

(_PCSI X_SHELL)

There was a POSI X SHELL option in an earlier version of the PCSI X standards
and the synbol is retained in the current PCSIX. 1, but there is no such
option now. Al PCSIX 1 inplenentations are required to provide the shell.

Acti on:
Del ete P19, L16 (the POSIX SHELL entry in Table 1-20).

OBJECTI ON Enhancenent Request Nunber 46
Di ane Schl ei cher Bug in 1003.13 D2.1 (rdvk# 109)
[ schl ei cher-2]

Accept_ ~ Accept as marked below__
Rationale for rejected or partial changes:

Duplicate Reject X

Al'l profiles have threads; thus per-thread Sporadic Server scheduling is
useful to all profiles.

PSE53 and PSE54 have nultiple processes; thus per-process Sporadic Server
schedul i ng is useful

PSE51 and PSE52 have a single inplicit process; there is no need to support
per-process Sporadi c Server scheduling in these profiles.

Page: 19 Line: 19 Section: 