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

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

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

	248
	128.00
	9.19.2.4
	When talking about dynamic bandwidth, why RTS/NDP CTS is not mentioned? If NDP ACK can be used for dyanmic bandwidth, so can NDP CTS.
	Please clarify whether NDP CTS can be used for dynamic bandwidth operations.
	Rejected – 

Because NDP CTS frame does not have a Bandwidth Indiation field, it can not be used for a dynamic bandwidth operation. 

	306
	128.00
	9.19.2.4
	Why is last CTS bandwidth not used and why is "danynic" not per TXOP?To support bandwidth negotiation, PIFS is used before "dynamic" RTS. Why does bandwidth negotiation of NDP ACK not need PIFS?Why can NDP ACK be used for bandwidth negotiation but normal ACK can't be used as bandwidth negotiation?"Dynamic" shall never be sent to a S1G STA that doesn't support damanic bandwidth negotiation. Also a S1G STA may select not to do bandwidth negotiation because of 1) there is no OBSS, 2) 1MHz/2MHz is the TXOP bandwidth.
	Allign with 802.11ac rules.
	Rejected – 

Dynamic NDP ACK is not a bandwidth negotiation protocol. 

It is an OBSS interference mitigation protocol. 

CH_BANDWIDTH of duplicated NDP ACK indicates usable secondary channels, it does not mean available channels. 

And, the decision of usable secondary channels is an implementation issue of the receiver.


	CID
	Page
	Clause
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Resolution

	883
	128.00
	9.19.2.4
	"If a TXOP of a 2/4/8/16MHz BSS is protected by an RTS or CTS frame carried in a S1G PPDU, the TXOP holder shall set the TXVECTOR parameter CH_BANDWIDTH of a PPDU as follows:"I think that the proposed OBSS mitigation procedure doesn't need to be restricted to the above RTS/CTS rule.
	Remove the following sentences:"If a TXOP of a 2/4/8/16MHz BSS is protected by an RTS or CTS frame carried in a S1G PPDU, the TXOP holder shall set the TXVECTOR parameter CH_BANDWIDTH of a PPDU as follows:""- Otherwise, to be the same or narrower than the TXVECTOR parameter CH_BANDWIDTH of the RTS frame that has been sent by the TXOP holder in the last RTS/CTS in the same TXOP."
	Revised – 

TGah editor to make changes shown in 11-13-0773r0 under the heading for CID 883, 75, 247

	75
	128.00
	9.19.2.4
	define the TBD capability bit
	As in comment
	Revised – 

TGah editor to make changes shown in 11-13-0773r0 under the heading for CID 883, 75, 247

	247
	128.00
	9.19.2.4
	Currently there is no bandwidth indication in NDP ACK, so the "CH_BANDWIDTH of the last received NDP ACK frame" is not clear.
	Please clarify how the TXOP holder can get the CH_BANDWIDTH of the last received NDP ACK frame
	Revised – 

TGah editor to make changes shown in 11-13-0773r0 under the heading for CID 883, 75, 247


CID 833, 75, 247
Discussion:
An OBSS mitigation procedure does not need to be restricted to the RTS/CTS bandwidth negotiation protocol. Also, it is an optional feature for TXOP holder and TXOP responder. Finally, the proposed protocol is applied only to duplicated >=2 MHz NPD ACKs. But, current draft text is misleading the behavior of the OBSS mitigation procedure. 
Propose:
Revised for CID 833, 75, 247, per discussion and editing instructions in 11-13/0773r0.

TGah editor: Modify Figure 8-401f as the following: 

	
	Element ID
	Length
	S1G Capabilities Info
	TBD

	Octets:
	1
	1
	1 2
	m (TBD)

	Figure 8-401df - S1G Capabilities element format


TGah editor: Modify Figure 8-401df as the following: 
	
	B0
	B1
	B2
	B3
	B4
	B5
	B6
B7
	B8
	B9
B15

	
	Uplink 

Synch 

Capable
	Dynamic

AID
	BAT

Support
	TIM ADE

Support
	Non-TIM

Support
	TWT

Support
	STA 

Type

Support
	OBSS Mitigation Support
	Reserved

	Bits:
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	2
	1
	7

	Figure 8-401dg - S1G Capabilities Info field


TGah editor: Insert the following row at the end of the Figure 8-191d as the following: 
	· Subfields of the S1G Capabilities Info field

	Subfield
	Definition
	Encoding

	OBSS Mitigation Support
	The OBSS Mitigation Support subfield indicates whether the STA supports a usable channel indication mechanism for OBSS Mitigation. See 9.32r (OBSS Mitigation Procedure).
	The field is set to 1 to indicate that

the STA supports a usable channel indication mechanism and set to 0 to indicate that the STA does not support a usable channel indication mechanism.


TGah editor: Modify the sub-clause 9.19.2.4 as the following: 
9.19.2.4 Multiple frame transmission in an EDCA TXOP

If a TXOP of a 2/4/8/16MHz BSS is protected by an RTS or CTS frame carried in a S1G PPDU, the TXOP holder shall set the TXVECTOR parameter CH_BANDWIDTH of a PPDU as follows:

· To be the same or narrower than RXVECTOR parameter CH_BANDWIDTH of the last received NDP ACK frame in the same TXOP, if the TBD capability field (transmitter and receiver capability information) is set to Dynamic. 

· Otherwise, to be the same or narrower than the TXVECTOR parameter CH_BANDWIDTH of the RTS frame that has been sent by the TXOP holder in the last RTS/CTS in the same TXOP.
When both TXOP holder and TXOP responder indicate the OBSS mitigiation support in the OBSS mitigation support subfield of the S1G Capabilities element, the TXOP holder shall set the TXVECTOR parameter CH_BANDWIDTH of a S1G PPDU to be the same or narrower than RXVECTOR parameter CH_BANDWIDTH of the last received (duplicated) >= 2MHz NDP ACK frame in the same TXOP. 
	CID
	Page
	Clause
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Resolution

	882
	126.00
	9.7.6.6
	" When operating in a 2/4/8/16MHz BSS, a STA that sends a NDP ACK in response to a frame carried in an S1G PPDU may set the TXVECTOR parameter CH_BANDWIDTH to indicate a channel width that is less than the channel width indicated by the RXVECTOR parameter CH_BANDWIDTH of the frame eliciting the response."The proposed OBSS mitigation procedure is designed for >=2 MHz PPDU transmission. (see 11-13/525r0)For more exact clarification, change the sentence as the following:" When operating in a 2/4/8/16MHz BSS, a STA that sends a (duplicated) >= 2MHz NDP ACK in response to a frame carried in an S1G PPDU may set the TXVECTOR parameter CH_BANDWIDTH to indicate a channel width that is less than the channel width indicated by the RXVECTOR parameter CH_BANDWIDTH of the frame eliciting the response."
	For more exact clarification, change the sentence as the following:" When operating in a 2/4/8/16MHz BSS, a STA that sends a (duplicated) >= 2MHz NDP ACK in response to a frame carried in an S1G PPDU may set the TXVECTOR parameter CH_BANDWIDTH to indicate a channel width that is less than the channel width indicated by the RXVECTOR parameter CH_BANDWIDTH of the frame eliciting the response."
	Accepted –
TGah editor to make the changes proposed by the commenter.


	884
	164.00
	9.32r
	"an STA in a 2/4/8/16 MHz BSSs may send a NDP ACK in response to a frame carried in an S1G PPDU in a narrowerbandwidth."The proposed OBSS mitigation procedure is designed for >=2 MHz PPDU transmission. (see 11-13/525r0)
	For more exact clarification, change the sentence as the following:"an STA in a 2/4/8/16 MHz BSSs may send a (duplicated) >= 2MHz NDP ACK in response to a frame carried in an S1G PPDU in a narrowerbandwidth."
	Accepted –
TGah editor to make the changes proposed by the commenter.



Abstract


This submission proposes comment resolutions of the following CIDs from TGah Draft 0.1 Comment Collection 9.


248, 306, 883, 75, 247, 882, 884
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