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CID 2092
	CID
	Page
	Clause
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Owning Ad-hoc

	2092
	71.06
	6.2.3.2
	MA-UNITDATA-STATUS.indication is almost cleaned up from looking like it was a guaranteed delivery service. But, there are minor hints of this left, like the last two paragraphs of 6.2.3.2 which use past tense to describe the data unit transfer. MA-UNITDATA-STATUS.indication is a local indication that the MAC has accepted the request, or not (and why not), and is not synchronized to the actual frame/unit data delivery. The past tense implies a synchronization that has been a confusion for many readers.
	Change "that was used" to "that is anticipated to be used" in the penultimate paragraph of 6.2.3.2, and "used" to "that will be used" in the ultimate paragraph of 6.2.3.2. Also, start both of these paragraphs with, "If the transmission status is Successful," to clarify that these parameters may not make sense in the unsuccessful cases.
	MAC


Discussion:  agree partly with the commenter.  The commenter wants to change the language to imply that the primitive occurs before transmission –i.e., is synchronous with the request.  I believe there is no such implied timing (which may be an error).  Given that lack of specification in the standard,  I believe the correct change is to remove any implication of future or past,  so that the language is correct regardless of when the primitive is emitted.

Proposed resolution:

Accept in principle.  Change 6.2.3.2 as shown in 11-10/xxxxr0.  This removes any implication about the relative timing of this primitive and the related act of transmission.
Change 6.2.3.2 (D2.04) as follows:
6.2.3.2 Semantics of the service primitive(#27)
The parameters of the primitive are as follows:
MA-UNITDATA-STATUS.indication(#1147)
(
source address,

destination address,

transmission status,

provided priority,

provided service class

)

The SA parameter is an individual MAC sublayer entity address as specified in the associated MA-UNITDATA.request primitive.

The DA parameter is either an individual or group MAC sublayer entity address as specified in the associated MA-UNITDATA.request primitive.

The transmission status parameter is used to pass status information back to the local requesting LLC sublayer entity. IEEE Std 802.11 specifies the following values for transmission status:

Successful.

Undeliverable (excessive data length).

Undeliverable (non-null source routing).

Undeliverable: unsupported priority (for priorities other than Contention or ContentionFree at a non-QoS STA; or for priorities other than Contention, ContentionFree, or an integer between and including 0 and 15 at a QoS STA).

Undeliverable: unsupported service class (for service classes other than  ReorderableGroupAddressed(#1359) or StrictlyOrdered for non-QoS STAs and service classes other than QoSAck or QoSNoAck for QoS STAs).

Unavailable priority (for ContentionFree when no PC or HC is available, or an integer between and including 1 and 15 at a STA that is associated in a non-QoS BSS, or an integer between and including 8 and 15 at a STA that is a member of an IBSS, in which case the MSDU is transmitted with a provided priority of Contention).

Undeliverable: unavailable service class (for StrictlyOrdered service when the STA’s power management mode is other than “active” for non-QoS STAs; QoS STAs do not return this value as they do not provide the StrictlyOrdered service).

Undeliverable (no BSS available).

Undeliverable (cannot encrypt with a null key).

At a STA where dot11RejectUnadmittedTraffic is(#1685) true, Undeliverable: un-admitted traffic (for a requested priority(#2093) between and including 0 and 7 at a STA because there is no admitted TS for this priority and admission control is required for the AC).(#1685)

If the transmission status parameter is Successful, the provided priority parameter specifies the priority for the associated data unit transfer (Contention, ContentionFree, or an integer between and including 0 and 15); otherwise the provided priority parameter is not present.
If the transmission status parameter is Successful, the provided service class parameter specifies the class of service for the associated data unit transfer; otherwise the provided service class parameter is not present. In non-QoS STAs, the value of this parameter is  ReorderableGroupAddressed(#1359) or StrictlyOrdered. In QoS STAs, it is QoSAck or QoSNoAck.

CID 2181
	2182
	108.26
	7.3.1.4
	Editor’s Note: One of the surrounding statements is incomplete because the non-AP Probe Response isnot mentioned. Also note that the general rule for STAs above (in which it PBCC subfield is a capability)conflicts with the specific rules for APs (above) and STAs in an IBSSS (below) in which it is a property ofthe BSS.
	Resolve conflict and remove note.
	MAC


Discussion:
We had a very similar comment on the short preamble subfield text (CID 2181).  We resolved that by indicating that in Beacons transmitted by IBSS STA, the field represents the capability of the device, not whether operation using that capability is “allowed” or not.
The text of that resolution follows:

“AGREE IN PRINCIPLE (MAC: 2010-01-19 07:11:48Z) - Insert the following phrase before the closing period of the first sentence: "; STAs in an IBSS set the short preamble subfield to 1 in transmitted Beacon frames when dot11ShortPreambleOptionImplemented is true."  Delete the paragraph at line 10 and its preceding editor's note.”

Note, it is necessary to “non-AP” in the second para to avoid introducing a conflict over what goes in the probe response case.   The may appear to leave the case for the DLS request and DLS response frames,  
when transmitted by an AP unspecified.  This is not actually a problem because these transmissions are forwarding of the frame received from the non-AP, and the capability information in them is the non-AP STA’s,  not the AP’s.

Also note, we don’t need to do anything notable with the editor’s note.  It disappeared all by itself into a puff of red smoke, courtesy of CID 2211.

Proposed resolution:

Accept in principle.  Make changes to 7.3.1.4 as shown in 11-10/xxxxr0, which clarify the IBSS case reflects the device capability, and adds the missing probe response case.

Change the cited text (D2.04) as follows:
An AP (#1385)(#29)sets(#2184) the PBCC subfield to 1 in transmitted Beacon, Probe Response, Association Response, and Reassociation Response management frames to indicate that the packet binary convolutional code (PBCC) modulation option, as described in 18.4.6.6 (DSSS/PBCC data modulation and modulation rate (optional) and 19.6 (ERP-PBCC operation specifications), is allowed within this BSS; a STA in an IBSS sets the PBCC subfield to 1 in transmitted Beacon frames when dot11PBCCOptionImplemented is true. To indicate that the PBCC modulation option is not allowed, the PBCC subfield is(#29) set to 0.

A non-AP STA (#29)sets(#2184) the PBCC subfield to 1 in transmitted Probe Response, Association Request, Reassociation Request, DLS Request, and DLS Response frames when (#1706)dot11PBCCOptionImplemented is true. Otherwise, a STA (#29)sets(#2184) the PBCC subfield to 0.





Abstract


This submission contains proposed resolutions for two comments assigned to the author: CID 2092 and CID 2182.
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