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	CID
	Page(C)
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Resolution

	5378
	69.44
	Allow PSMP capable STAs to use PSMP in IBSS mode of operation (this was allowed in earlier TGn Drafts)


	The intent is to have the aggregation mechanism available in the standard. Based on the need leave it to the devices if they want to use it or not. Will have a submission to include changes in the Draft text to allow PSMP usage in IBSS mode (although it would be limited usage because of lack of TSPECS in IBSS mode).
	Reject : Use of PSMP in IBSS has limited use case  

	5592
	79.26
	S-PSMP cannot be used in an IBSS,  so it should be reserved in an IBSS.
	Change "reserved in IBSS" to Y for S-PSMP.

Likewise for the Service Interval Granularity field.
	Accept 

	5379
	79.26
	I don't know if it is possible to actually use the setting for S-PSMP and Service Interval Granularity fields in IBSS mode. During the discussion I thought it might be okay but now I am not sure if that is even feasible.
	I will have a submission to address the issue of use of S-PSMP in IBSS mode (no TSPECS).
	Counter : Resolution for CID 5592

	5004
	79.32
	S-PSMP Support bit is reserved in IBSS but the encoding describes only the case in an AP.
	Change "AP" appearing in two places of the encoding column of S-PSMP Support bit to "STA." 

Or, change the reserved in IBSS ? columns of S-PSMP Support and Service Interval Granularity
	Accept : Change "AP" appearing in two places of the encoding column of S-PSMP Support bit to "STA."

	5526
	148
	The first sentence says that RIFS and SIFS can be used to separate adjacent PSMP-DTTs but doesn't say if other values can be used too. My interpretation is that RIFS should be the minimum allowed value. The second sentence is redundant (since covered by the previous one) and could lead to wrong interpretations.
	Clarify the purpose of the first sentence as indicated in the comment. Remove the second sentence.
	Counter : A change in RA can possibly include a change in TX power. Disallow use of RIFS as a possible IFS between PSMP-DTT’s.
Modify the following text “Adjacent PSMP-DTTs may be separated by RIFS or SIFS as specified above.“ to “PPDU’s from adjacent PSMP-DTTs are separated by SIFS.”

Change the following text
"This means that PPDUs to different RA may be separated by RIFS or SIFS" to "This means that PPDUs to different RA are separated by SIFS"

	5646
	148
	"In a PSMP sequence, multiple RA are supported by separate PPDUs separated by RIFS or SIFS"

This sentence adds nothing to 148.13: "PPDUs to different RA may be separated by RIFS or SIFS."
	Delete first cited text.
	Accept : Delete the cited text





Abstract


Addressing comments from TGn LB115 from the PSMP Operation Tab (11-07-2706r8) based on TGn Draft 3.0
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