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Introduction

Interpretation of a Motion to Adopt

A motion to approve this submission means that the editing instructions and any changed or added material are actioned in the TGn Draft.  This introduction, is not part of the adopted material.

Editing instructions formatted like this are intended to be copied into the TGn Draft (i.e. they are instructions to the 802.11 editor on how to merge the TGn amendment with the baseline documents).

TGn Editor:  Editing instructions preceded by “TGn Editor” are instructions to the TGn editor to modify existing material in the TGn draft.   As a result of adopting the changes, the TGn editor will execute the instructions rather than copy them to the TGn Draft.

Summission Note: Notes to the reader of this submission are not part of the motion to adopt.  These notes are there to clarify or provide context.

Coex Protection
	CID
	Page
	Clause
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Resolution

	234
	146
	9.13.3
	The use of the term "detected" in this clause and perhaps elsewhere is ambiguous. Detection is mainly used in the context of channel scanning to mean detected by immediate RF reception. However, STAs, BSSs, APs and channel width parameters may be detected by other means as well. According to 11k, a STA may have received a Beacon Measurement report indicating the presence of a certain kind of STA, AP, or operating channel parameter. These measurement reports do indicate the presence of HT or non-HT STAs, or BSSs. Furthermore, a STA may receive or have access to a Neighbor Report element which can also indicate the presence of HT or non-HT STAs, or BSSs. Other means of detecting the presence of these STAs or BSSs may also exist. In clause 11, the 11n draft is very careful to define a limited set "trigger events" which are explicitly and exclusively used to define detection. The same care is not applied in clause 9 when using the term "detected". This same ambiguity may also exist in other clauses in the 11n draft.
	Clarify the use of "detected" in this clause. If originally intended, limit detection to mean direct, firsthand RF reception via channel scanning. If the intended meaning here is to include other valid means of detection, those should be explicitly listed or indicate that detection is "by any means".
	see below

	164
	147
	9.13.3.1
	Clarify some wording in 9.13.3.1 - table 9-6 First row, second column as shown in the proposed change box, where the wording is ambiguous as to which case is being described.
	The text "The protection requirements for HT transmissions using HTgreenfield

format are specified in 9.13.3.1.

The protection requirements for HT transmissions using

RIFS within the HT transmission burst are specified in

9.13.3.3.

The protection mechanism is based on one of the sequences

defined in Table 9-7."

Should be reworded as follows, adding the phrase "for other transmissions not already described above":

"The protection requirements for HT transmissions using HTgreenfield

format are specified in 9.13.3.1.

The protection requirements for HT transmissions using

RIFS within the HT transmission burst are specified in

9.13.3.3.

The protection mechanism for other transmissions not already described above is based on one of the sequences

defined in Table 9-7."
	See below

	111
	148
	9.13.3.1
	Table 9-7 only includes HT protection mechanisms. I can not find HT-greenfield only protection mechanisms. Sure the mechanisms in Table 9-7 can be used for HT-greenfield protection since they protect HT transmission. But in a no protection mode and 20MHz protection mode, it seems to me that a different method can be used: first HT_MF PPDU and responding HT_MF PPDU.
	Update the draft accordingly.
	See below


CID 234
Agree
One of the statements in question is 9.13.3.1, pg 146, line 24 “All STAs detected in the primary or the secondary channel are HT STAs,”.  The use of detected is intended to be by any means.  Therefore accept the proposed change to add by any means as a qualifier to detected in following locations.
TGn Editor change 9.13.3.1, page 146, line 24 as follows:
All STAs detected (by any means) in the primary or the secondary channel are HT STAs, and

TGn Editor change 9.13.3.1, page 146, line 32 as follows:
A non-HT STA is detected (by any means) in either the primary or the secondary channel or in both the primary and secondary channels, that is not known by the transmitting STA to be a member of this BSS, and

TGn Editor change 9.13.3.1, page 146, line 32 as follows:
All STAs detected (by any means) in the primary and all STAs detected (by any means) in the secondary channel are HT STAs and all STAs that are members of this BSS are HT STAs, and

CID 164

Agree

TGn Editor change 9.13.3.1, page 147, line 30, Table 9-7 as follows:
The protection mechanism for other transmissions not already described above is based on one of the sequences defined in Table 9-7.

CID 111

Agree in Principle
On pg 147, line 3, “When the HT Protection field is set to no protection mode or 20 MHz protection mode and the Non-greenfield HT STAs Present field is set to 1, HT transmissions that use the HT-greenfield format shall be protected.”  There does not seem to be a definition of how to protect.  As the commenter points out, the techniques in Table 9-7 (all involving a non-HT PPDU) could be used but are not necessary since HT Protection field is set to no protection mode.  A HT-MF PPDU may also be used.
TGn Editor change 9.13.3.1, page 147, line 3 as follows:
When the HT Protection field is set to no protection mode or 20 MHz protection mode and the Non-greenfield HT STAs Present field is set to 1, HT transmissions that use the HT-greenfield format shall be protected.  This protection may be established by transmiting a PPDU with the TXVECTOR FORMAT parameter set to HT_MF or any of the methods described in Table 9-7.



Abstract


This document contains proposed changes to the IEEE P802.11n Draft to address the following SB comments:


234,  164,  111





The changes marked in this document are based on TGn Draft version P802.11n D7.0.pdf.
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