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The highlighted text indicates the actual changes required to made by the editor.
CID 5486
	CID
	Page
	Clause
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Resolution

	5486
	109.44
	9.6.0a
	Clause 17, 18, 19, and 20 are mentioned in discussing TxTime.  What about clause 15?
	Add clause 15.
	Reject – this is out of scope of TGn, and also technically incorrect because clause 15 does not provide PLME_TXTIME primitive.


CID 5608
	CID
	Page
	Clause
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Resolution

	5608
	109.57
	9.6.0b
	"The BasicMCSSet field of the HT Information element shall indicate which MCS values are supported by all HT STAs in a BSS."

This is a normative requirement across multiple STAs - which is not possible.
	Replace with: "The BasicMCSSet field of the HT Information element indicates which MCS values are supported by all HT STAs in a BSS."
	Accept


CID 5533
	CID
	Page
	Clause
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Resolution

	5533
	109.62
	9.6.0b
	The following paragraph is confusingly-worded:
"In 9.6.0d (Rate selection for Data and Management frames (#2164)) and 9.6.0e (Rate selection for control frames) when a MCS from the BSSBasicMCSSet is required and the BSSBasicMCSSet is empty, the STA shall select a rate from the BSSBasicRateSet. (#2179)"
	It would read better to just put a "(see 9.6.0d and 9.6.0e)" at the end and strike the "In 9.6.0d (Rate selection for Data and Management frames (#2164)) and 9.6.0e (Rate selection for control frames)" from the lead-in.
	Counter – deletion of the reference may change the context of the sentence.  To clarify, reword thus; “When a MCS from the BSSBasicMCSSet is required in 9.6.0d and 9.6.0e but the BSSBasicMCSSet is empty, the STA shall select …” 
See also resolution to CID 5300 and 5461.


CID 5300
	CID
	Page
	Clause
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Resolution

	5300
	109.64
	9.6.0b
	Isn't the following expressed in the subsequent subclauses: "when a MCS from the BSSBasicMCSSet is required and the BSSBasicMCSSet is empty, the STA
shall select a rate from the BSSBasicRateSet." plus - in those subclauses the question of what to do when both sets are empty is answered.
	Change "shall select" in the cited text to "selects" - maybe consider adding declarative (non-normative) text to mention the double-empty case falling to mandatory rates as well.
	Counter – to clarify and simplify the subclauses related to multirate support, the rules when Basic Rate, Basic MCS, and Basic STBC MCS are needed but are empty should be unified into one place.
See resolution in doc2992r2.


Proposed resolution:  Counter
TGn Editor: Add the following subclause before 9.6.0b, in page 110, line 11.
9.6.0a Basic Rate Set (Editor’s note: Insert this subclause before the 9.6.0a in D3.02 and re-number the following subclauses)
The BSSBasicRateSet parameter indicates the rates that are supported by all STAs in a BSS. An AP shall refuse an association or reassociation request from a STA that does not support all the Rates in the BSSBasicRateSet parameter
(Note to TGn Editor: move the sentence above, and the equivalent for Basic MCS, to an appropriate home in 11.3.2)
When a rate from the BSSBasicRateSet is required in 9.6.0d and 9.6.0e but the BSSBasicRateSet is empty, the STA shall select a rate from the mandatory rate set.
TGn Editor: Add the following at the end of subclause 9.6.0c Basic STBC MCS, page 110, line 42.

When an MCS from the Basic STBC MCS is required in 9.6.0d and 9.6.0e but the Basic STBC MCS is not defined, the STA shall select an MCS from the mandatory MCS set.
TGn Editor: Delete the following sentence in page 111, line 8. 

If the Basic STBC MCS is not defined (see 9.6.0c (Basic STBC MCS (#2806, 2179))), any MCS within the

Mandatory MCS set for the attached PHY shall be used to transmit these frames.
TGn Editor: Change the sentence in page 111, line 59 to the following. 

In the case where the supported rate set of the receiving STA or STAs is not known, the transmitting STA shall transmit using a rate in the BSSBasicRateSet or BSSBasicMCS Set parameter.
TGn Editor: Change the two paragraphs in page 112, line 23 through 35 to the following. 

9.6.0e.2 Rate selection for control frames that initialize a TXOP
If a control frame other than a BlockAckReq or BlockAck that initiates a TXOP is carried in a non-HT PPDU, the transmitting STA shall transmit the frame using one of the rates in the BSSBasicRate set parameter.
If a BlockAckReq or BlockAck that initiates a TXOP is carried in a non-HT PPDU, the transmitting STA may transmit the frame using a rate supported by the receiver STA, as reported in the Supported Rates element and/or Extended Supported Rates element in frames transmitted by that STA. In the case where the supported rate set of the receiving STA or STAs is not known, the transmitting STA shall transmit using a rate from the BSSBasicRateSet parameter.
TGn Editor: Change subclause 9.6.0e.3s in page 112, line 43 to the following. 
9.6.0e.3 Rate selection for CF_End control frames
If not operating during the 40MHz phase of PCO, then CF_End control frame shall be sent at any rate in BSSBasicRateSet if the BSSBasicRateSet.

If operating during the 40MHz phase of PCO, then the CF_End control frame shall be sent at any rate within the BSSBasicMCSSet parameter if the BSSBasicMCSSet parameter.
TGn Editor: Change sentence in page 113, line 5 to the following. 
If a control frame that is a BlockAckReq or BlockAck and that is not a control response frame is not the first frame transmitted within a TXOP and the control frame is carried in a non-HT PPDU, the transmitting STA shall transmit the control frame using a rate supported by the receiver STA, as reported in the Supported Rates element and/or Extended Supported Rates element in frames transmitted by that STA. In the case where the supported rate set of the receiving STA or STAs is not known, the transmitting STA shall transmit using a rate from the BSSBasicRateSet parameter.
TGn Editor: Change sentence in page 113, line 14 to the following.
If a control frame that is not a control response frame is not the first frame transmitted within a TXOP, is not the frame that terminates a TXOP (CF_End), and is carried in an HT PPDU, the transmitting STA shall transmit the frame using an MCS supported by the receiver STA, as reported in the Supported MCS field in the HT capabilities element in management frames transmitted by that STA. In the case where the supported rate set of the receiving STA or STAs is not known, the transmitting STA shall transmit using an MCS in the BSSBasicMCSSet parameter.
CID 5461
	CID
	Page
	Clause
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Resolution

	5461
	109.65
	9.6.0b
	When a frame is to be sent in a MCS from a BasicMCS, the HT/non-HT PPDU selection is already concluded.  Therefore forcing it to be sent in BasicRate when BasicMCS is empty will contradict with the PPDU selection rules defined in subclause 9.6.0e.6.
Therefore change "rate" to "MCS" and "BSSBasicRateSet" to "Mandatory MCS Set"
	As suggested.
	Counter – accept in principle.
Reword the quoted sentence as follows;

“In 9.6.0d (Rate selection for Data and Management frames) and 9.6.0e (Rate selection for control frames) when a MCS from the BSSBasicMCSSet parameter is required and the BSSBasicMCSSet parameter is empty, the STA shall select an MCS from one of the mandatory MCSs corresponding to single spatial stream.

”



CID 5301
	CID
	Page
	Clause
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Resolution

	5301
	110.07
	9.6.0c
	Should have the word "term" in this sentence for clarity when reading the next sentence.
	Add "term" as appropriate to allow an explicit connection between the nouns of the sentences in the two paragraphs of this subclause.
	Counter – add the word “term” after the first “The” in 110.36 in D3.02


CID 5610
	CID
	Page
	Clause
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Resolution

	5610
	110.15
	9.6.0d.1
	I think the rules for Beacon frames are mutually contradictory:  we say "send using a basic rate or mandatory phy rate" in one place and "When a STA has the MIB attribute dot11TxSTBCOptionEnabled set to true, it shall use the basic STBC MCS when it transmits an STBC Beacon frame" in another.

Also 9.6.0d.1 is complicated by the exclusions for Beacon/PSMP.
	Create a new subclause "Rate selection for non-STBC Beacon and PSMP frames" and move the bits specific to non-STBC Beacon/PSMP there. 

Create a new subclause for "Rate selection for STBC group addressed data and management frames" and put the STBC rules there.

Then in 9.6.0d.1 change title to "Rate selection for other group addressed data and management frames" and call out that it excludes frames mentioned in the new subclauses.
	Accept


CID 5611
	CID
	Page
	Clause
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Resolution

	5611
	110.40
	9.6.0d.1
	"If the Basic STBC MCS is not defined (see 9.6.0c (Basic STBC MCS)), any MCS within the Mandatory MCS set for the attached PHY shall be used to transmit these frames."

The "these" is not clear.  Is it any frame mentioned in this subclause,  or only STBC beacon frames?  If the latter,  it makes no sense and there is no need to say what to do when the Basic STBC MCS is not defined,  because according to 9.6.0b,  it will be defined.
	Remove the cited sentence.
	Counter – the cited sentence is removed.  See resolution for CID 5300


CID 5799
	CID
	Page
	Clause
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Resolution

	5799
	110.40
	9.6.0d.1
	 If the Basic STBC MCS is not defined (see 9.6.0c (Basic STBC MCS)), any MCS within the Mandatory MCS set for the attached PHY shall be used to transmit these frames
	This sentence is not clear and if it is related to the paragraph above it is not true. Make it clear
	Counter – the cited sentence is removed.  See resolution for CID 5300


CID 5612
	CID
	Page
	Clause
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Resolution

	5612
	110.41
	9.6.0d.1
	"NOTE--If a data or management frame other than a Beacon, with a group address in the Address 1 field is sent in a non-HT PPDU, the TXVECTOR parameter CH_BANDWIDTH is set to either NON_HT_CBW20 or NON_HT_CBW40 for that frame."

I really don't see what value this note adds
	Remove cited note.
	Accept 


CID 5613
	CID
	Page
	Clause
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Resolution

	5613
	110.45
	9.6.0d.1
	"NOTE--If a data or management frame with a group address in the Address 1 field is sent in an HT PPDU, the TXVECTOR parameter CH_BANDWIDTH is set to either HT_CBW20 or HT_CBW40."

I don't see what value this note adds.
	Remove cited note.
	Accept


CID 5800
	CID
	Page
	Clause
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Resolution

	5800
	111.10
	9.6.0d.4
	"A STA shall not transmit a frame using a rate or MCS that is not supported by the receiver STA or STAs, as reported in any Supported Rates element, Extended Supported Rates element or Supported MCS field and in the management frames transmitted by the receiver STA." The mentioned elements and filed can be sent only in the management frames so no need for "and"
	A STA shall not transmit a frame using a rate or MCS that is not supported by the receiver STA or STAs, as reported in any Supported Rates element, Extended Supported Rates element or Supported MCS field in the management frames transmitted by the receiver STA.
	Accept - change the quoted sentence as suggested in the proposed change column.


CID 5614
	CID
	Page
	Clause
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Resolution

	5614
	111.19
	9.6.0d.4
	"In the case where the supported rate set of the receiving STA or STAs is not known, the transmitting STA
shall transmit using a rate in the BSSBasicRateSet parameter, or using a mandatory rate or MCS when the
BSSBasicRateSet and BSSBasicMCSSet are not available."

The relevance of the BSSBasicMCSSet is not clear,  because it is not used in this normative statement.
	Replace with:
"In the case where the supported rate set of the receiving STA or STAs is not known, the transmitting STA
shall transmit using a rate in the BSSBasicRateSet parameter or using an MCS from the BSSBasicMCSSet  or using a mandatory rate or MCS when the BSSBasicRateSet and BSSBasicMCSSet are not available."
	Counter - the cited sentence is clarified in resolution to CID 5300.


CID 5462
	CID
	Page
	Clause
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Resolution

	5462
	111.49
	9.6.0e.2
	In the "before 11n" specification, BAR is sent at any rate supported by the receiver and the BA is sent at the same rate as the BAR.  We found this to be a problem because we can not assume symmetrical tx/rx capability.
Understanding that it makes non HT devices non-conformant, we have decided to limit the BA to be sent at basic rate or MCS.
Following the same logic, although it may make non-HT device non-conformant, because a TXOP initiating control frame should be heard by all members of the BSS to provide protection, suggest to remove the exception for BAR.
	Remove the exception of BAR and BA in line 49 of page 111.  Remove lines 54 through line 60 in the same page. 
Also remove the exception of BA and BA in line 16 of page 112. Remove lines 28 through line35 in the same page.  
	Counter – instead of fixing the non HT problem, fix the HT problem by only excluding Basic (legacy) BA/BAR.

Add the word “Basic” before BAR/BA. In the first two para of 9.6.0e.2 Rate selection for control frames that initialize a TXOP.



CID 5615
	CID
	Page
	Clause
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Resolution

	5615
	111.59
	9.6.0e.2
	"the mandatory rate set" - there is no such beast
	say "using a mandatory rate of the attached PHY"

Check for other uses of "the mandatory rate set" and make similar changes.
Same comment/change for "mandatory MCS set".
	Accept – although the quoted sentence is removed, make the suggested changes throughout the text.


CID 5519
	CID
	Page
	Clause
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Resolution

	5519
	111.63
	9.6.0e.2
	Is there a valid reason to have a "shall" when L-SIG TXOP Protection is not used and a "should" when it is used?
	Use "shall" for both cases, in order to maximize the probability that Control frames can be understood by as much stations as possible.
	Reject – in case when L-SIG TXOP is used, the control frame need not be heard by third party because L-SIG portion can virtually convey the duration information.


CID 5801
	CID
	Page
	Clause
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Resolution

	5801
	111.63
	9.6.0e.2
	"When L-SIG TXOP protection is not used, an HT STA shall select an MCS from the BasicMCSset for HT PPDU control frames that initiate a TXOP" There is no need for such strong rule. TxOP initialization is not the same as TxOP protection. And if the intent to use the control frames is not to use it for protection but to use is for training for example there is no need to limit the control frame to BasicMCSset.
	Replace the Basic MCS by "Supported MCS of the intended receiver" in this sentence and add sentence that if the HT PPDU control frame that initializes the TxOP is used for protection  it shall be chosen from BasicMCSset
	Counter – accept in principle.  Reword the cited text as follows;
“When L-SIG TXOP protection is not used and when an HT PPDU control frame initiates a TXOP, an HT STA shall select an MCS from the BasicMCSSet parameter when protection is required (as defined in 9.13) and shall select an MCS from the SupportedMCSSet of the intended receiver when protection is not required.”


CID 5368
	CID
	Page
	Clause
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Resolution

	5368
	112.05
	9.6.0e.3
	what is MandatoryRateSet?
	
	Counter – see resolution in CID 5615


CID 5024 – continue discussion here 080114
	CID
	Page
	Clause
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Resolution

	5024
	112.08
	9.6.0e.3
	"If operating during the 40MHz phase of PCO, then the CF_End control frame shall be sent at any rate within the BSSBasicMCSSet if the BSSBasicMCSSet is non-empty, and at one of rates in the MandatoryMCSSet if the BSSBasicMCSSet is empty." This is misleading because it looks as though if the BSSBasicMCSSet is not empty, you can select any rate from it. But if there is no MCS with the TXVECTOR parameter CH_BANDWIDTH set to HT_CBW40, then you cannot select from the BSSBasicMCSSet. The same thing applies to the MandatoryMCSSet. 
	Change it to "If operating during the 40 MHz phase of PCO, then the CF-End shall be sent at any rate within the BSSBasicMCSSet if there is any MCS in the BSSBasicMCSSet that meets the condition described in 11.16 (Phased Coexistence Operation), or else at one of the rates in the MandatoryMCSSet that meets the condition." 
	Counter – accept in principle.  Add “or if none of the MCS meets the condition” after “BSSBasicMCSSet is empty” in subclause 9.6.0b.  Add a similar text in 9.6.0a BSSBasicRateSet and 9.6.0c BSSSTBCBasicMCSSet.
See also resolution to CID 5300.
Strawpoll: do you want to add text that says, if you support 40MHz transmission, you shall support 40MHz transmission in all MCSs in Mandatory in single SS?




CID 5024 – discussion

Inside and outside of PCO, there may be a need for defining a 40MHz MCS that all members supporting 40MHz in the BSS can hear, e.g., RTS/CTS in 40MHz PPDU.

I think there are several paths we can take.
Strawpoll1: Which choice do you prefer?
1. If you flag support for 40MHz, you need to support transmission of all MCS in BasicMCS at 40MHz: Y8/N0
2. Define a separate set for 20MHz Basic MCS and 40MHz BasicMCS: Y0/N11
3. Define the single lowest MCS within the 20MHz Basic MCS as the 40MHz Basic MCS: Y1/N7
4. Define the 40MHz Basic MCS as the 20MHz Mandatory MCS: Y0/N5
5. Do nothing: Y3/N4

Strawpoll2: If you support 40MHz, do you need to support tx/rx of all MCS in the mandatory MCS at 40MHz? Y9/N0

CID 5369
	CID
	Page
	Clause
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Resolution

	5369
	112.10
	9.6.0e.3
	what is MandatoryMCSSet?
	
	Counter – see resolution in CID 5615


CID 5520
	CID
	Page
	Clause
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Resolution

	5520
	112.13
	9.6.0e.4
	I guess the real issue is not whether the Control frame initializes the TXOP or is in the middle, the issue is always (i.e. regardless of the position within the TXOP) to maximize the probability that a Control frame (that is not a control response) can be understood by as much stations as possible and that the NAV is properly set everywhere in the BSS in order to minimize collisions. Always using a rate from the BSSBasicRateSet would significantly simplify the protocol with no losses in terms of performance (there is no significant gain in terms of transmission time in using HT format and modulation for so short frames) and higher robustness.
	Remove the text in clause 9.6.0e.4 and use a common rule for all Control frames that are not Control response frames as suggested in the comment.
	Reject – although the intent of the commenter is understood, the TG feels that there is difference between whether of not the control frame is a TXOP initiating frame.  If the frame initiates a TXOP it needs to play an important role of protecting against third party, where if it is not, it only needs to re-enforce the protection provided by the initiating frame.
Therefore, we feel that there is a need for different set of rules.


CID 5521
	CID
	Page
	Clause
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Resolution

	5521
	112.47
	9.6.0e.5
	Same comment as CID 1885 of LB97. Too many rules/combinations. It is difficult to understand which Rate/MCS can be used for Control response frames during any frame exchange. The submission 07/2442r2 accepted during LB97 didn't solve the problem. Control frames are usually so short that allowing too many MCS/rates for their transmissions is useless since it doesn't add any benefit in terms of performance but it just increases the complexity of the protocol: limiting the choice to fewer mandatory rates/MCSs would solve the problem. 
	Suggest to define a BSSBasicControlMCSset including the MCSs that all 11n devices must support. Rates/MCSs for protection mechanisms and Control response frames should be chosen from this BSSBasicControlMCSset in case only 11n devices are associated to the BSS, from the BSSBasicRateSet in case there are legacy stations associated. As usual in the standard, in the case of control responses, the rule should be to transmit at the highest rate/MCS in the BSSBasicRateSet /BSSBasicControlMCSset parameter that is less than or equal to the rate/MCS of the previous frame. 
	Reject – the intent of the commentor is reflected by requiring control frames be sent in basic rate or MCS, under the conditions described by the commenter.  The exceptions to this rule described in 9.6.0e.5.1 allows for TGn enhancements such as rate adaptation, STBC, and TxBF.


CID 5019
	CID
	Page
	Clause
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Resolution

	5019
	112.52
	9.6.0e.5.1
	Here, the selection rules of a rate or MCS for a control response frame are described. However, it is described under the assumption that the HT PPDU/non-HT PPDU selection is already done for the control response frame, where the HT PPDU/non-HT PPDU selection is described in 9.6.0e.6. 
	Add a reference to see 9.6.0e.6 at the beginning. 
	Reject – the quoted subclause is adequately referenced in 9.6.0e.1 General rules for rate selection for control frames.


CID 5802
	CID
	Page
	Clause
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Resolution

	5802
	113.01
	9.6.0e.5.1
	"The modulation class of the control response frame shall be selected according to the following rules:" There is not rule for modulation class of HT-PPDU control response
	Add
c) If the Control Response frame is carried in HT-PPDU the modulation class shall be HT PHY
	Accept


CID 5463
	CID
	Page
	Clause
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Resolution

	5463
	113.34
	9.6.0e.5.2
	Channel selection rules should be common to HT/non-HT PPDU, so this sentence should be moved up one subclause.
	Move the sentence starting in line 34 of page 113 to line 12 of page 113. 
	Accept - Move the sentence starting in line 15 of page 114 to line 57 of page 113 in D3.02.


CID 5303
	CID
	Page
	Clause
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Resolution

	5303
	114.01
	9.6.0e.5.2
	I believe that the very last item c) in this subclause should be either a step 4) for the last set of steps, or should somehow be adjusted to reference only item b) and not item a) - maybe a subclause split is in order. I.e. note that it refers to step 3), but there are at least two steps 3) in the subclause.
	Clarify that the very last item c) in the subclause 9.6.0e.5.2 Control response frame MCS computation actually only applies to the last three numbered steps shown, and not to the numbered set of three steps shown above the last three
	Accept – change the labelling of last step “c)” to “4)”


CID 5878
	CID
	Page
	Clause
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Resolution

	5878
	114.01
	9.6.0e.5.2
	"If there is no MCS that meets the condition in step 3), then repeat step 3) including the set of MCS with the NSS value that is one less than the NSS value found in step 2) from the CandidateMCSSet and continue likewise until step 3) produces a non-empty result."  This, as written, may not converge.  The problem is that you want to decrement the NSS value each time through the loop, and yet this sentence doesn't do that.
	Fix the algorithm description.
	Counter – reword step c) to the following;

“If there is no MCS that meets the condition in step 3), then repeat step 3) beginning with the set of MCS with the NSS value that is one less than the NSS value found in step 2) from the CandidateMCSSet and continuing with successively decrementing Nss until step 3) produces a non-empty result.” 


CID 5370
	CID
	Page
	Clause
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Resolution

	5370
	114.06
	9.6.0e.5.3
	This alternative rate section adds more computation/complexity for rate selection.  I can see there are some benefits for using the alternative rates, but if so why have this section in the standard with a very weak "may be used".  
	either change all "may" to "shall" or at least "should" in this section or just simply delete this section.
	Reject – the section existed with a weak “may” from the baseline spec.  The TG feels there is not a strong need for the section to change.


CID 5464
	CID
	Page
	Clause
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Resolution

	5464
	114.59
	9.6.0e.6
	There is ambiguity what to do when both NDP and staggered sounding formats are supported by the responder.
	Add statement in an appropriate place that when both NDP and staggered sounding formats are supported at both rx and tx, staggered shall be used.  This would result in a change in line 59 of page 114, deleting the mention of NDP announcement field.
	


Need Discussion
CID 5803
	CID
	Page
	Clause
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Resolution

	5803
	115.17
	9.6.0e.7
	"the responding STA generates a response with the TXVECTOR parameter CH_BANDWIDTH set to either NON_HT_CBW20 or HT_CBW20" The terminology is not consistent with  definitions of the table 9-2 Modulation classes
	Change either direction to make it consistent
	Reject – selection of modulation class is described in 9.6.0e.5.1.  The cited subclause is used to determine PPDU width and therefore does not relate to table 9-2.


CID 5826
	CID
	Page
	Clause
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Resolution

	5826
	115.20
	9.6.0e.7
	The phrase "...rules in 9.6.0e.6…" is a poor reference.  I only find one rule in 9.6.0e.6, and multiple exceptions.  If "rules" in this phrase refers to all of 9.6.0.0e.6, then it should reference the entire clause.  If it is referring to the rule with some subset of the exceptions, then it should specify which exceptions apply.  If I am wrong and there is more than one rule in 9.6.0e.6, then this phrase should be clarified to "...all rules..."  or "the following rules..."  or "...any rule...".
	Please clarify the "…rules in 9.6.0e.6…" reference.
	Counter – accept in principle change “rules” to “the rule” found in page 116, line 6.


CID 5007
	CID
	Page
	Clause
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Resolution

	5007
	117.35
	9.6.2
	Not all the cases are covered in Table 9-2a. When MCS is 34, 35, 41-45, or 56-64, the modulation of stream 1 is 64-QAM, R=1/2. 
	Add a row for 64-QAM, R-1/2 in Table 9-2a. How about 48 Mbps for the non-HT reference rate for it?
	Accept


CID 5465
	CID
	Page
	Clause
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Resolution

	5465
	117.36
	9.6.2
	Add a row for 64-QAM code rate = 1/2 as this combination is allowed for unequal modulation.
	Add;
64-QAM, 1/2, 36(Mb/s)
After line 34 page 117.
	Counter – see CID5007


References:
Draft P802.11n_D3.02.pdf




Abstract


This submission proposes resolutions to CIDs 5007, 5019, 5024, 5300, 5301, 5303, 5368, 5369, 5370, 5461, 5462, 5463, 5464, 5465, 5486, 5519, 5520, 5521, 5533, 5608, 5610, 5611, 5612, 5613, 5614, 5615, 5799, 5800, 5801, 5802 ,5803, 5826, and 5878 related to Multirate support..





The changes proposed in this document are based on 802.11n D3.02.
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