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	CID
	Commenter(E)
	Page
	Clause
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	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Resolution

	6254
	Stephens, Adrian
	
	General
	
	What is the time interval between a 2.4GHz non-HT RTS and CTS transmitted by a Clause 20 PHY? The answer is SIFS. And what is SIFS? The answer is given in table 20-24, i.e. 16us. But this is not the same as the SIFS expected by .11b devices.
	This needs some work. But we need to adopt the "signal extension" mechanism used by .11g to tolerate a 16us interval between OFDM PPDUs while keeping the timing between non-OFDM PPDUs to the legacy 10us.
	

	6090
	Chaplin, Clint
	15.09
	7.1.3.3.5
	
	"the transfer of the MSDU or A-MSDU (or fragment thereof), as defined in 7.2.2.1,"
	To be consistent with the change in 7.1.3.3.4, this should be "the transfer of the MSDU (or fragment thereof) or A-MSDU , as defined in 7.2.2.1,"
	Accept.

	6126
	Chu, Liwen
	23.04
	7.1.4
	
	RD can not use single protection, otherwise it is difficult for a RD responder to know when to stop the transmission.
	Clearly say that "RD shall use multiple protection".
	Accept – TGn editor shall make changes shown in document 11-08-xxxxry under any heading that includes CID 6126.


	6122
	Chu, Liwen
	23.56
	7.1.4
	
	In section 7.1.4, the draft said that "Within a frame (excluding a Data frame containing QoS CF-Poll) transmitted under EDCA by a STA that initiates a TXOP, there are two classes of duration settings: single protection and multiple protection.". Does this include PSMP? It seems to me that PSMP can not use single duration protection setting.
	Please change the text accordingly.
	Accept – TGn editor shall make changes shown in document 11-08-xxxxry under any heading that includes CID 6122.


	6093
	Chaplin, Clint
	23.60
	7.1.4
	
	"In multiple protection, a frame protects up the estimated end of a sequence of multiple frames." "protects up"? Is that what was intended? I have no idea what that is supposed to mean.
	Please clarify. I have no idea what was intended here, so I can't offer anything more specific than that.
	Accept – TGn editor shall make changes shown in document 11-08-xxxxry under any heading that includes CID 6093.


	6121
	Chu, Liwen
	23.65
	7.1.4
	
	Dual CTS protection is missing from Single protection settings
	Please add single protection settings for dual CTS protection.
	Accept – TGn editor shall make changes shown in document 11-08-xxxxry under any heading that includes CID 6121.


	6125
	Chu, Liwen
	37.64
	7.2.2.2
	
	All the MSDUs in an A-MSDU may be received by a same group receivers if RA is a broadcast/multicast address.
	change the sentence to "all the MSDUs are intended to be received by a single receiver of a same group receivers if RA is a broadcast/multicast address," 
	Counter – accept in principle – TGn editor shall make changes shown in document 11-08-xxxxry under any heading that includes CID 6125.


	6208
	Marshall, Bill
	38.52
	7.2.3.1
	
	Order numbers are to be assigned by the Task Group Technical Editor, and coordinated with other pending amendments
	Assign the correct order numbers for the frames in 7.2.3.
	ANA does not currently include this information in the database. Do we need to make a request to ANA to start providing numbering?

	6209
	Marshall, Bill
	38.61
	7.2.3.1
	
	An AP that supports a/b/g/n, but is currently operating only a/b/g is still required to transmit the two new HUGE information elements in the Beacon. LB115/5414 was rejected, but the response claimed that the AP has the option to not include them. That is not what the spec says. While we seem to agree on what should happen, it isn't what the spec says. 
	Change the "Notes" for HT Capabilities and for HT Information to "when dot11… is true and the Beacon is being transmitted by the Clause 20 PHY"
	Counter – TGn editor shall change all occurrences of dot11HighThroughputOptionImplemented to dot11HighThroughputOptionEnabled. You can keep a pair of yellow manolos in your closet without telling the world that they are there. A beacon-transmitting STA can either include the elements or can choose not to include the elements by simply controlling the value of its dot11HTOptionImplemented MIB variable.

	6249
	Scarpa, Vincenzo
	105.60
	9.2.5.4
	
	This behaviour is very similar to what is described in section 9.2.5.4 of the standard 802.11-2007 about the use of RTS/CTS. I guess one aSIFSTime should be added to the formula to allign it with the basic standard rules.
	As in the comment.
	Accept – see CID 6224.

	6224
	Morioka, Yuichi
	105.64
	9.2.5.4
	
	Because L-SIG Duration of the initial PPDU covers up to the end of response frame, NAV Reset should occur "aSIFSTime + aPHY-RX-START-Delay + (2 x aSlotTime)" after the expiration of the L-SIG Duration.
	Add "aSIFSTime +" before aPHY-RX-START-Delay in line 64 of page105.
	Accept – TGn editor shall make the changes proposed by the commenter.

	6005
	Adachi, Tomoko
	106.48
	9.2.5.5a.1
	
	We cannot expect a non-AP legacy STA to create an optional non-STBC CTS frame because it cannot understand the dual CTS protection. 
	Change "a non-AP STA" to "a non-AP HT STA". 
	Accept – TGn editor shall make the changes proposed by the commenter.

	6006
	Adachi, Tomoko
	106.60
	9.2.5.5a.1
	
	"A QoS Null frame with Ack Policy field set to NoAck and addressed to the AP may be used instead of a CTS in this case." How about instead of a CTS in the case above? Is there any reason a QoS Null frame cannot be sent instead of a non-STBC CTS addressed to the AP?
	Add the same sentence in p.106, line 50. 
	Accept – TGn editor shall make the changes proposed by the commenter.

	6186
	Kakani, Naveen
	119.56
	9.7
	
	Why is A-MSDU not included ?
	Change "MSDU" to "MSDU or A-MSDU"
	Accept – TGn editor shall make the changes proposed by the commenter.

	6012
	Adachi, Tomoko
	121.22
	9.7c
	
	"or more QoS data MPDUs" This conflict with what is said in p.120, line 65. 
	Delete "or more QoS data MPDUs". 
	Accept – TGn editor shall make the changes proposed by the commenter.

	6013
	Adachi, Tomoko
	122.22
	9.7d.3
	
	It seems better to clarify here that the use of A-MSDU with group address within A-MPDU is disallowed. 
	Add the following sentence after the first sentence in 9.7d.3. "An HT AP shall not transmit an A-MPDU containing an A-MSDU with a group addressed RA." 
	Accept – TGn editor shall make the changes proposed by the commenter.

	6187
	Kakani, Naveen
	123.52
	9.9.1.2
	
	Why do you need b) ? The rules are for TXOP holder so is there a possibility to have the scenario 1) DATA TX by TXOP Holder to recepient 2) ACK and DATA TX by the recepient 3) ACK transmission by TXOP holder. If this is true (as indicated by Note 1) why is the recepient be allowed to send data when the TXOP value is "0" ?
	Delete "Any required acknowledgement" ?
	Counter – there needs to be a restriction against giving an RDG=1 when TXOP Limit = 0. Not sure where to put it.

	6282
	Stephens, Adrian
	142.01
	9.13.3.3
	
	"RIFS sequence shall not be used unless the RIFS Mode field of the HT Information element is set to 1." A RIFSsequence is not defined.
	Replace with: "A STA shall not transmit PPDUs separated by a RIFS unless the RIFS Mode field of the HT Information element is set to 1."
	Accept – TGn editor shall make the changes proposed by the commenter.


CID 6126, 6122, 6093, 6121
TGn editor: Change the text found in subclause “7.1.4 Duration/ID field (QoS STA)” on page 23 of TGn Draft 4.0 beginning at about line 56 as follows:

Within a frame (excluding a Data frame containing QoS CF-Poll and excluding a PSMP frame and excluding a frame that has the RDG/More PPDU bit set to 1) transmitted under EDCA by a STA that initiates a TXOP, there are two classes of duration settings: single protection and multiple protection. In single protection, the duration field value of the frame can set a NAV value at receiving STAs that protects up to the end of any following Data, management or response frame plus any additional overhead frames as described below. In multiple protection, the duration field value of the frame can set a NAV that protects up to the estimated end of a sequence of multiple frames. Frames that have the RDG/More PPDU bit set to 1 always use multiple protection. Frames that do not match any condition in the listing for single protection use multiple protection. The STA selects between single and multiple protection when it transmits the first frame of a TXOP. All subsequent frames transmitted by the STA in the same TXOP use the same class of duration settings.

TGn editor: Change the text found in subclause “7.1.4 Duration/ID field (QoS STA)” on page 24 of TGn Draft 4.0 beginning at about line 21 as follows:

5) For management frames, non-QoS data frames (i.e., with bit 7 of the Frame Control field set to 0), and individually addressed data frames with the RDG/More PPDU bit of the HT Control field set to zero and with the Ack Policy subfield set to Normal Ack only, the Duration/ID  field is set to one of the following:

i) The estimated time required for the transmission of one ACK frame (including appropriate IFS values), if the frame is the final fragment of the TXOP, or

ii) The estimated time required for the transmission of one ACK frame plus the time required for the transmission of the following MPDU and its response if required, plus applicable IFS durations.

6) For individually addressed QoS data frames with the RDG/More PPDU bit of the HT Control field set to zero and with the Ack Policy subfield set to No Ack or Block Ack, management frames of subtype Action No Ack, and for group addressed frames only, the Duration/ID field is set to one of the following:
CID 6125
TGn editor: Change the text found in subclause “7.2.2.2 Aggregate MSDU format (A-MSDU)” on page 39 of TGn Draft 4.01 beginning at about line 65 as follows:

An A-MSDU only contains (#5575) MSDUs whose DA and SA parameter values map to the same RA and TA values, (#1004) i.e., all the MSDUs are intended to be received by a single receiver or by a single group of receivers, and necessarily they are all transmitted by the same transmitter. The rules for determining RA and TA are independent of whether the Frame Body carries an A-MSDU.
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Abstract


This document proposes resolutions for a set of miscellaneous comments from the MAC adhoc subgroup of the LB124 comment resolution group.
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