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CID 5516
	CID
	Page
	Clause
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Resolution

	5516
	103.34
	9.2.5.4
	The situation when L-SiG Duration and MAC Duration endpoints are different is the typical case for the 802.11 protocol even when L-SIG TXOP protection is not used. It is not clear why only L-SIG TXOP capable stations can be allowed to reset their NAV. Such behaviour could cause unfairness with legacy and HT stations that do not support L-SIG TXOP protection.
	Remove the quoted text.
	Counter – according to the definition found in page 141 line 62 of D3.02, L-SIG Duration is only defined when the L_LENGTH value extends beyond the actual packet, i.e. only when L-SIG TXOP is used.

Therefore, the unfairness pointed out , only exists when

a) L-SIG TXOP is used

b) When the RTS/CTS handshake fails

In discussion for resolution to D2.0, the TG have decided that the use of wasted medium is more important, which is the same rationale for allowing “optional” NAV reset in the original 802.11.
To add clarity, add the following after the quoted text;

“For details of L-SIG Duration see 9.13.5 L-SIG TXOP protection” 


CID 5516
	CID
	Page
	Clause
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Resolution

	5602
	103.35
	9.2.5.4
	The reference to 9.13.5.2 is wrong.  It should refer to 9.13.5.4 L-SIG TXOP protection NAV update rule.
	Correct it to refer to 9.13.5.4 L-SIG TXOP protection NAV update rule.
	Accept 
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Abstract


This submission proposes resolutions to CIDs 5516 and 5602 related to L-SIG TXOP..





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