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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 TGaf Draft.  This introduction is not part of the adopted material.

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

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

	2006
	The opening sentence of this paragraph ("Before STAs are permitted to transmit in some regulatory domains, regulatory provisions for the use of frequencies are under the control of a GDB.") is poorly constructed.  I believe the intent is that a STA is not permitted to transmit until it knows the allowed frequencies and operating parameters for its location at the current time.  To determine this information, it consults the GDB.  Correct?
	Replace the first sentence with this text and remove the 2nd sentence. "In some regulatory domains, STAs must consult a GDB to determine permissable operating frequencies and parameters before transmitting.  Such STAs may operate..."
	Accepted


Discussion:
It seems that the first sentence is redundant with the second sentence. The proposed change is reasonable. 

Propose 
Accepted for CID 2006, per discussion and editing instructions in 11-13/0237r1.
	CID
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Resolution

	2007
	The phrase "STA fails to attain GDC attainment" is not well written.  The meaning of GDC attainment is not precise.
	Try "If the GDC dependent STA is unable to obtain a GDC Enablement Response from one GDC enabling STA, it may make further attempts with additional GDC enabling STAs....."
	Accepted


Discussion:
The proposed change is describing more precisely the meaning of the GDC attainment. 

Propose 
Accepted for CID 2007, per discussion and editing instructions in 11-13/0237r1.
	CID
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Resolution

	2030
	"The Map ID field is set to a number that is equal to the Map ID of the current identifies the current valid WSM"  -  The 'current' what?
	Add the appropriate word after "current" and may need to also add "and".
	Revised


Discussion:
The corresponding sentence has some grammer error and ambiguous point. 

Propose 
Revised for CID 2030, per discussion and editing instructions in 11-13/0237r1.

“The Map ID field is set to a number that is equal to the Map ID of the recently received WSM current identifies the current valid WSM. The WSM is defined in Table 8-14i (WSM information value fields) in 8.2.6.2.6 (WSM Information Values).”
	CID
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Resolution

	2098
	There is missing a general statement that applies to the use of 10.43 procedures.
	Insert paragraph "When a STA implements support for one or more of the procedures described in this subclause, it shall set dot11TVHTOptionImplemented to true. When dot11TVHTOptionImplemented is true, and a STA is initialized for operation in a band that requires geolocation database control, then dot11GDCActivated shall be true."
	Accepted


Discussion:
The comment is correct. Clause 10.43 is missing the description about MIB variable. 

Propose 
Accepted for CID 2098, per discussion and editing instructions in 11-13/0237r1.
	CID
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Resolution

	2064
	11AF/D2.0 contained clauses 8.4.5.6 and 8.4.5.7 describing the Neighbor Network Information query and response.  These useful elements of the RLQP protocol were deleted during LB189 comment resolution without proper justification.  The comment spreadsheet does not capture any reason for the deletion.  These elements are a crucial part of RLQP to maintain coexistence with other 802.11 neighbors in the crowded TVWS.
	Insert D2.0 clauses 8.4.5.6 and 8.4.5.7 describing the Neighbor Network Information query and response back into the current draft.
	Rejected


Discussion:
The main concern of the neighbour network information query and response procedure was that the gain achieved from the database query protocol is not obvious. It is recommended that the commenter submits the additional simulation result. You can fin the reason of the deletion of the neighbour information query and response procedure from IEEE 802.11-12/1119r1.
Propose 
Rejected for CID 2064, it is encouraged that the commenter will submit the proposal with the performance evaluation. 
	CID
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Resolution

	2160
	Remove GDC enablement request/response frame as there is no regulatory requirement for the enablement procedure in TVWS. Enabling signal together with CAQ is sfficient. Enablement procedure adds unecessary implmentation complexity to the standard.
	per comment
	Rejected


Discussion:
GDC enablement procedure provides additional feature to avoid the overloaded GDB access request from illegal TVBD. Please refer Figure 10-39—GDC dependent STA state transition diagram. So, evne though it is not explicitly mentioned by the regulatory requirement, GDC enablement procedure is needed for enabling operation in the TV White Spaces.
Propose 
Rejected for CID 2160, GDC enablement procedure provide additional feature that is not supported by CAQ procedure. 
	CID
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Resolution

	
	
	
	

	2161
	Remove GDC enablement request/response frame because after receiving the request, AP need to send the FCC ID of the slave device to database for verification. There will be not immediate response that can be sent to slave device. RLQP can handle this issue with delayed response.
	per comment
	Rejected


Discussion:
STA transmits GDC Enablement Request frame to AP. If AP correctly receives GDC Enablement Request frame, it replies with ACK frame. Then, AP validates the Device Identification Information of the STA before transmitting GDC Enablement Response frame. 
AP is not required to transmit GDC Enablement Response frame immediately after receiving GDC Enablement Request frame. So, there is no issue.
Propose 
Rejected for CID 2161, AP is not required to transmit GDC Enablement Response frame immediately after receiving GDC Enablement Request frame. 
	CID
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Resolution

	2109
	The Table E-12 WSM information value fields, e.g., channel number are not the same as used elsewhere in the standard. This can be changed to say the fields are managed by upper layers.
	Replace Length and Value fields of each with "Per EN 301 598 Device Parameters information.
	Revised.


Discussion:
WSM information value fields in Table E-12 shall be aligned with other upper layer standard (such as ETSI). 
Proposed change Length and Values fields with “Per EN 301 598 Generic Operational Parameters”. 

Propose 
Revised for CID 2109, per discussion and editing instructions in 11-13/0237r1.

TGaf Editor: Replace Table E-12 with the following:

	Name
	Length
	Value
	Scope

	Device Class
	Per EN 301 598 Generic Operational Parameters
	Per EN 301 598 Generic Operational Parameters
	WSM

	Map ID
	Per EN 301 598 Generic Operational Parameters
	Per EN 301 598 Generic Operational Parameters
	WSM

	Channel Number
	Per EN 301 598 Generic Operational Parameters
	Per EN 301 598 Generic Operational Parameters
	WSM, UK

	Maximum Power Level
	Per EN 301 598 Generic Operational Parameters
	Per EN 301 598 Generic Operational Parameters
	WSM, UK

	Validity 
	Per EN 301 598 Generic Operational Parameters
	Per EN 301 598 Generic Operational Parameters
	WSM, UK

	Maximum Channel Bandwidth 
	Per EN 301 598 Generic Operational Parameters
	Per EN 301 598 Generic Operational Parameters
	WSM, UK


	CID
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Resolution

	2113
	In some regulatory domains the AP is allowed to translate between the database information and what is communicated to/from slave STAs, while in other regulatory domains, the database information is transferred at upper layers, not layer 2. Revise the T:V field descriptions in Annex E to say whether the values can be translated, where they are not specified in upper layers.
	Add text to Table E-8 fields indicating when they are layer 2 specific, not from upper layers.
	Revised. 

	2114
	As IETF paws has nearly completed database communications in FCC regulatory domain, someone should remove from layer 2 things that are specified in upper layers, as all STAs opeating in FCC domain will have been homologated to show use of that information.
	Spectrum Mask descriptor and WSM field values can be specified in upper layers, and the layer 2 descriptions be containers for them.
	Revised. 


Discussion:
In some regulatoru domain, STA can use the upper layer protocol for obtainting a database information (such as EN 301 598 Generic Operational Parameters). It is needed to clarify the relationship between the upper layer meesage and 802.11af MAC management frame.
Propose 
Revised for CID 2109, per discussion and editing instructions in 11-13/0237r1.

TGaf Editor: Modify P297 L59 of “E.2.5.1 General” as follows: 
“…
The WSM information value fields format is shown in Table E-8 (WSM information value fields). In some regulatory domains, an AP can retrieve the WSM information from the geolocation database through the upper layer protocol (e.g., IETF Protocol to Access WS database). When the AP retrieves the WSM information from the upper layer, it may translate it to WSM information field format shown in Table E-8 which is the link-layer specific information.”
…”
	CID
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Resolution

	2033
	"A GDC enabling STA may transmit a GDC enabling signal in-band on an available frequency..."  May it transmit it out of band?  What does in-band mean here and is it needed?
	Delete "in-band"
	Rejected.


Discussion:
In some regulatory domain (such as OFCOM), an enabling signal is not required to be received on TV band transmission. But, FCC rule required receiving an enabling signal on TV band before performing the enablement procedure. 
So, for supporting heterogenous regulatory domains, 802.11af draft is defining an in-band enabling signal. And, an in-band means that an enablement procedure is allowed on the same band on which an enabling signal is received.
Propose 
Rejected for CID 2033, each regulatory domain has different rule for the enablement procedure. And, a terminology of an in-band is used for indicating that an enablement procedure is allowed on the same band on which an enabling signal is received. 
	CID
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Resolution

	
	
	
	

	2097
	10.43.2 specifies attempting enablement follows only after receiving an In-band Enabling Signal, but some regulatory domains allow multiband enablement. Add text describing how multiband enablement relates to the Inband Enabling Signal.
	Commenter will provide a submission if assigned any multiband enablement technical comments, including this one.
	Rejected.

	2110
	From OFCOM rules, multiband operation is permitted, but current text is silent on whether reception of an enabling signal is not required before TV band transmission if GDC enablement was in another band.
	Complete the description of multiband enablement.
	Rejected.


Discussion:
The proposed change is not valid. Because the commenter is just asking to revise the text without explaining how to revise the text. It is encouraged that the commenter will submit the text in the next letter ballot.
Propose 
Revised for CID 2097 and CID 2110, this is an invalid comment because the commenter does not provide how to complete the multiband enablement description. 

	CID
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Resolution

	2112
	10.43 GDC procedures is missing text describing how the procedures use data frames to communicate, rather than Public Action frames or RLQP. Add the descriptions of using data frames.
	Revise text with Contact Verification signal is a field in a data frame. Revise text with White Space Map is conveyed in a data frame.
	Rejected


Discussion:
The proposed change is not valid. Because the commenter is just asking to revise the text without explaining how to revise the text. It is encouraged that the commenter will submit the text in the next letter ballot.
Propose 
Rejected for CID 2112, this is an invalid comment because the commenter does not provide how to revise the text.
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