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	LB110  Comment Resolution


1. COMMENT:  [From Spreadsheet]  INSERT Original Comment Here:
	ID
	Commenter
	Clause
	Pg
	Ln
	Type
	Comment
	Suggested Remedy
	Recommended Resolution

	516
	Cole, Terry
	D
	24
	22
	TR
	I believe a comma is missing. This would be obvious if you displayed the entire SEQUENCE being modified in context.
	Please make this syntactially correct and display the enditre SEQUENCE being modified to make context more clear.


	Not certain what is meant by the commenter.

	517
	Rai, Vinuth
	Annex D
	24
	39
	TR
	The text associated with the dot11WAVEServicesEnabled attribute says “An STA will use the defined WAVE procedures if and only if this attribute is true.”  It would be good to use the term “Wave mode” here.  Also, the convention in 802.11-2007 is to use the article “a” before “STA,” rather than “an”.
	Modify the beginning of the first sentence from “An STA will use” to “A STA will be in WAVE mode and use”.


	Accepted the suggested remedy.

	518
	Malinen, Jouni
	D
	25
	5
	TR
	7.2.3.1 seems to indicate that there may be multiple WSIEs in the beacon frames (“may optionally include one or more WSIEs”. However, dot11WAVEWSIE in Anned D is limiting the range of this information in 0..255 octets which would fit into a single WSIE. If multiple WSIEs are to be added into beacon frames, where would their contents come from?
	Either modify 7.2.3.1 to state that there may only one WSIE in the beacon frames or modify dot11WAVEWSIE description to indicate how data for multiple WSIEs would be configured.


	Accepted in principle- It is proposed to modify subclause 7.2.3.1 that the WAVE beacon includes zero or more WIEs. For dot11WAVEWIE is concerned, each WIE size is 0..255. There may be multiple WIEs in the WAVE beacon.

	519
	Rai, Vinuth
	Annex D
	25
	13
	TR
	the text for the WSIE object should note that the WSIE is an optional field in the Wave advertisement.  Also, (as noted in an earlier comment), the term “On-demand management frame” should be “On-demand beacon frame” for consistency.
	Replace “a field” with “an optional field” and replace “management” with “beacon” in this text.


	Accept the suggested remedy.

	520
	Cole, Terry
	D
	25
	17
	TR
	The sequence 1 appears without the element 1 appearing before it.
	Please remove this table or make it syntactially correct.


	TBD

	521
	Malinen, Jouni
	D
	25
	49
	ER
	DESCRIPTION for dot11PHYType claims WAVE 5 GHz to use value “07” even though that is the value used for HT.
	Replace “07” with “8” in the description for WAVE 5 GHz.


	This comment is deemed editorial and delegated to the document editor for consideration in developing future drafts. Please note that the IEEE standards are edited professionally prior to publication.

Accept the suggested remedy

	522
	Marshall, Bill
	D 
	25
	49
	TR
	on line 35, the SYNTAX says WAVE has value 8, but the comment shows value 7
	change comment at line 50 to use value 8


	Accept the suggested remedy

	523
	Cole, Terry
	D
	25
	50
	TR
	The value assigned to WAVE is the same as the value assigned to HT
	Please renumber. I believe the number assigned for ht should be prefixed with a 0 to be consistent.


	It is proposed to assign value 8 for wave: “WAVE (8)”

	525
	Cole, Terry
	D
	27
	49
	TR
	dot11StationClass is shown as inserted but it was shown as preexisting on page 26.
	Please make these edit marks consistent and reballot. (If not changed from base,  please remove them.)


	TBD


2. Background, Explanation, Discussion, etc.:

These Comments are associated with comments related to “Annex D - Additional” comments classification.
3. Recommended Resolution of the Comments:

See the right column above for the resolutions of the individual comments.
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Abstract


This paper addresses the comments addressing “Annex D Additional” comments.  It includes responses to CR#: 516, 517, 518, 519, 520, 521, 522, 523, and 525.
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