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Abstract
This document provides proposed resolution for CIDs 6057

Note:  All page and line numbers indicated here are with respect to Draft 3.0



Resolution to CID 6057

8. Frame formats

8.6 Action frame format details

8.6.8 Public Action details

8.6.8.38 FILS Discovery frame format

Modify Figure 8-662a as follows

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	FILS Discovery frame
Control
	Timestamp
	Beacon
Interval
	 SSID/Compressed SSID
	FD Capability
(conditional)

	Octets:
	2
	8
	2
	1-32
	0 or 2




	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	AP’s Next
TBTT Offset
(ANTO)
(conditional)
	AP Configuration
Sequence
Number
(APCSN)
(conditional)
	Access Network
Options
(ANO)
(conditional)
	 Primary
Channel
(conditional)
	Channel Center
Frequency
Segment 1
(conditional)
	RSN Information
(conditional)

	Octets:
	0 or 1
	0 or 1
	0 or 1
	0 or 1 
	0 or 1
	0 or 4




Modify Figure 8-662b as follows

	
	B0                 B4
	B5
	B6
	B7

	
	SSID Info rmation
	Capability Presence Indicator
	ANTO Presence Indicator
	 AP-CSN Presence Indicator

	Bits:
	  5
	1
	1
	1




	
	B8
	B9
	B10
	B11
	B12
	B13      B15

	
	ANO Presence Indicator
	CCFS-1 Presence Indicator
	Primary Channel Presence Indicator
	RSN Info
Presence
Indicator
	SSID Type Indicator
	Reserved 
3 bits

	Bits
	1
	1
	1
	
	1
	4



Figure 8-662b—FILS Discovery frame Control field format

Insert the following Table next to Figure 8-662b

	SSID Type Indicator
	Description
	SSID Information field

	0
	Full SSID Present
	B0 – B4: Set to length in octets of the SSID field in the FILS Discovery frame

	1
	Other SSID Type
	B0 = 0: Short SSID
B0 = 1: Reserved
B1-B4:  Reserved



Table 8-11ai-1:  SSID Type Indicator and SSID Information field

Replace the paragraph on lines 27-29  of Page 69  with the following

The SSID Information field is set as shown in Table 8-11ai-1. The Short SSID field is 4 octets long and is present if the SSID Type Indicator field is set to 1. The Short SSID field indicates a 32-bit CRC calculated as defined in 8.2.4.8 FCS field, wherein the calculation field is the SSID field in the SSID element of the Beacon frame.
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Xiaofei Wang

		CID		Commenter		LB		Draft		Clause Number(C)		Page(C)		Line(C)		Type of Comment		Part of No Vote		Page		Line		Clause		Duplicate of CID		Resn Status		Assignee		Submission		Motion Number		Comment		Proposed Change		Resolution		Owning Ad-hoc		Comment Group		Ad-hoc Status		Ad-hoc Notes		Edit Status		Edit Notes		Edited in Draft		Last Updated		Last Updated By

		6022		Adrian Stephens		204		3				99		40		T		Y		99.00		40								Xiaofei Wang						"The non-AP STA prepares MSDU(s) for HLP."  -- this is a very general statement.   Is there any limit as to the content of these MSDUs?  If so,  what entity polices that limit.   If not,  doesn't this allow an unauthenticated STA to inject arbitrary data onto the network?		Either reference me a location in the standard that prevents the injection of arbitrary data from an unauthenticated STA onto the network,  or provide such a mechanism.

In either case,  add a reference here to the mechanism.		Revised: the sentence in question has been removed in the resolution CID 6249.

Furthermore, in the paragraph following the sentence in question at 99.50, it is described that unauthenticated STAs are prevented from injecting MSDUs to the network since "The AP shall not transfer the HLP packet(s) until the key confirmation
(see 11.11.2.4 (Key confirmation with FILS authentication)) by the AP is completed."

Note to editor: no changes required		TGai General														2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6118		Joseph Levy		204		3		4.5.4.2		5		32		G		Y		5.00		32		4.5.4.2						Xiaofei Wang						The description of FILS authentication is not useful as provided.  It should be a general description introducing the FILS authentication capability, not a reference to a later clause.		Change text to read: "FILS authentication allows for faster connection to the network for FILS non-AP STAs by providing authentication, association, and key confirmation information in an efficient number of frame exchanges."		Accepted		TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6119		Joseph Levy		204		3		4.5.4.2		5		51		T		Y		5.00		51		4.5.4.2						Xiaofei Wang						As stated, it seems that all non-DMG STAs in an RSN for an infrastructure BSS must use SAE, FILS and Open System 802.11 authentication.  This is not true as FILS is only used by a FILS STA, while FILS STAs must support SAE and Open Systems authentication, non-FILS STAs need not support FILS authentication.		Change text to read.  "SAE authentication and Open System 802.11 authentication are used by non-DMG STAs in an RSN for an infrastructure BSS.  FILS authentication may be used by non-DMG FILS STAs in an RSN for an infrastructure BSS."		Revised: Change text to read.  "SAE authentication and Open System 802.11 authentication are used by non-DMG STAs in an RSN for an infrastructure BSS.  FILS authentication may be used by FILS STAs in an RSN for an infrastructure BSS."		TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6123		Joseph Levy		204		3		6.3.3.2.3		10		16		T		Y		10.00		16		6.3.3.2.3						Xiaofei Wang						In the sentence describing ReportingOption "When immediate reporting is requested, every
STA that is discovered during the scanning process shall be immediately returned", the "STA" should be changed to "BSS". 		Modify the sentence describing ReportingOption as follows (replacing STA with BSS) "When immediate reporting is requested, every
BSS that is discovered during the scanning process shall be immediately returned"		Accepted		TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6138		Joseph Levy		204		3		8.4.2.169		41		26		T		Y		41.00		26		8.4.2.169						Xiaofei Wang						The title should not be changed since it breaks the existing standards		Restore the title of the Section to "Reduced Neighbor Report element"		Accepted		TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6157		Joseph Levy		204		3		8.6.8.38		72		1		T		Y		72.00		1		8.6.8.38						Xiaofei Wang						The title Maximum PHY Type subfield is confusing.   As my understanding is the PHY Type field is only used to allow the FILS Minimum Rate subfield to be defined.  Hence, a more appropriate subfield name is: FILS Minimum Rate PHY Type.		Change the "Maximum PHY Type subfield" to be "PHY Type" in all locations.		Revised: Change the "Maximum PHY Type" to be "PHY Index" in all locations.		TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6158		Joseph Levy		204		3		8.6.8.38		72		44		T		Y		72.00		44		8.6.8.38						Xiaofei Wang						In the table, it is not clear what is the type of the FILS Discovery frame; it is not defined anywhere. Change the names of the headers as proposed.		Change the:
"If received FILS Discovery frame type is 0
(HR/DSSS)"
To be:
"If FILS Minimum Rate PHY Type subfield is 0
(HR/DSSS)"
 Change the:
"If received FILS Discovery frame type is 1
(ERP-OFDM)"
To be:
"If FILS Minimum Rate PHY Type subfield is 1
(ERP-OFDM)"
change:
"If received FILS Discovery frame type is 2
(HT)"
To be:
"If FILS Minimum Rate PHY Type subfield is 2
(HT)"
change:
"If received FILS Discovery frame type is 3
(VHT)"
To be:
"If FILS Minimum Rate PHY Type subfield is 3
(VHT)"		Revised:Change the:
"If received FILS Discovery frame type is 0
(HR/DSSS)"
To be:
"If PHY Index is 0
(HR/DSSS)"
 Change the:
"If received FILS Discovery frame type is 1
(ERP-OFDM)"
To be:
"If PHY Index is 1
(ERP-OFDM)"
change:
"If received FILS Discovery frame type is 2
(HT)"
To be:
"If PHY Index is 2
(HT)"
change:
"If received FILS Discovery frame type is 3
(VHT)"
To be:
"If PHY Index is 3
(VHT)"		TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6159		Joseph Levy		204		3		8.6.8.38		73		13		T		Y		73.00		13		8.6.8.38						Xiaofei Wang						The language of "the Primary Channel field is present" causes confusion since it is an optional field. The same for "CCFS-1 field" below		delete  "present and" in two locations.		Accepted		TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6163		Joseph Levy		204		3		10.1.4.1		79		28		T		Y		79.00		28		10.1.4.1						Xiaofei Wang						"If dot11FILSActivated is true, the STA shall additionally scan for FILS Discovery (FD)
frames, returning in the BSSDescriptionFromFDSet parameter all FILS Discovery frames of the scanned
ESSs." This sentence uses the style "if dot11FILSActiveted is true" which was replaced by FILS STA and therefore is not consistent with the rest of the text.		Change the text to " A FILS STA shall additionally scan for FILS Discovery (FD)
frames, returning in the BSSDescriptionFromFDSet parameter all FILS Discovery frames of the scanned
ESSs."		Accepted		TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6164		Joseph Levy		204		3		10.1.4.1		79		30		T		Y		79.00		30		10.1.4.1						Xiaofei Wang						"The STA is not required to return a BSSDescriptionFromFDSet parameter for any BSS that produces a
BSSDescriptionFromFDSet in this scan." This sentence is different than the approved resolution for CID 4746. The approved resolution says that a STA is not required to report a BSSDecriptionFromFDset parameter for any BSS that produces a BSSDescriptionSet in a scan, not a BSSDescriptionFromFDSet.		Change the text to " The STA is not required to return a BSSDescriptionFromFDSet parameter for any BSS that produces a
BSSDescriptionSet in this scan." as per approved resolution for CID 4746.		Accepted		TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6167		Joseph Levy		204		3		10.1.4.1		79		44		T		Y		79.00		44		10.1.4.1						Xiaofei Wang						There does not seem to be a description of the behavior of issuing a MLME-SCAN.confirm primitive when it is to be issued  multiple times as is required when the ReportingOption is immediate or Channel-Specific.  This behavior should be defined.		add the sentence "A MLME-SCAN confirm primitive is issued each time that a suitable BSS is discovered when the value of ReportingOption parameter in the MLME-SCAN.request is equal to Immediate or Channel-Specific"		Revised: add the sentences "A MLME-SCAN.confirm primitive is issued each time that a suitable BSS is discovered when the value of the ReportingOption parameter in the MLME-SCAN.request is equal to IMMEDIATE. A MLME-SCAN.confirm primitive is issued each time that the scanning STA has completed the scanning of a channel when the value of the ReportingOption parameter in the MLME-SCAN.request is equal to CHANNEL_SPECIFIC."		TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6168		Joseph Levy		204		3		10.1.4.3.2		81		24		T		Y		81.00		24		10.1.4.3.2						Xiaofei Wang						The following sentence is very poorly constructed and in very unclear, please correct: "2) If the ReportingOption of the MLME-SCAN.request primitive is IMMEDIATE, and the scanning STA detects an unreported AP or information of the AP to which MLME-SCAN.confirm primitive has not been issued during the ongoing scan is detected, then issue a MLME-SCAN.confirm primitive with the Result-Code equal to INTERMEDIATE_SCAN_RESULT
and one or more BSSDescriptionSet, BSSDescriptionFromFDSet, or BSSDescriptionFromMeasurementPilotSet containing information of the detected AP;"		Change the text to "2) If the ReportingOption of the MLME-SCAN.request primitive is IMMEDIATE, and the scanning FILS STA detects a BSS for which MLME-SCAN.confirm primitive has not been issued during the ongoing scan, then a MLME-SCAN.confirm primitive with the Result-Code equal to INTERMEDIATE_SCAN_RESULT
and one or more BSSDescriptionSet, BSSDescriptionFromFDSet, or BSSDescriptionFromMeasurementPilotSet containing information of the detected BSS is immediately issued;"		Revised: Change the text to "2) If the ReportingOption parameter of the MLME-SCAN.request primitive is IMMEDIATE, and the scanning FILS STA detects a BSS for which MLME-SCAN.confirm primitive has not been issued during the ongoing scan, then a MLME-SCAN.confirm primitive with the ResultCode equal to INTERMEDIATE_SCAN_RESULT
and one or more BSSDescriptionSet, BSSDescriptionFromFDSet, or BSSDescriptionFromMeasurementPilotSet containing information of the detected BSS is immediately issued;"		TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6169		Joseph Levy		204		3		10.1.4.3.4		82		57		T		Y		82.00		57		10.1.4.3.4						Xiaofei Wang						No action is described in "STAs with dot11FILSActivated equal to true and the Probe Request frame contains a FILS Request Parameters element and the following criteria are met:" What happens if the conditions are met? There is no clear answer either at the end of the current 10.1.4.3.4 in RevMC 3.0 where the next text should be inserted. Also should use "FILS STA" instead of "STAs with dot11FILSActivated equal to true"		Change the first part of the text to "A FILS STA shall not respond to a Probe Request frame if the Probe Request contains a FILS Request parameters element and the following criteria are met:" or specify more clearly where the text should be inserted.		Revised: Change the first part of the text to "A FILS STA shall not respond to a Probe Request frame if the Probe Request contains a FILS Request parameters element and the following criteria are met:"		TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6174		Joseph Levy		204		3		10.1.4.3.5		84		35		T		Y		84.00		35		10.1.4.3.5						Xiaofei Wang						The last "Probe Response" should be "Probe Request" in the sentence "If a Probe Response frame is transmitted, then the individually addressed Probe Response frame shall be transmitted to all non-FILS STAs from which a Probe Response frame is received."		Change the text to read as "If a Probe Response frame is transmitted, then the individually addressed Probe Response frame shall be transmitted to all non-FILS STAs from which a Probe Request frame is received."		Accepted		TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6182		Joseph Levy		204		3		10.3.1		86		47		T		Y		86.00		47		10.3.1						Xiaofei Wang						It is redundant to state that a FILS STA has dot11FILSActivated equal to true; also there is no other places mentioning dot11FILSImplemented in the spec, so the term dot11FILSImplmented should therefore be removed. The following sentence should be updated accordingly: "A FILS STA that has dot11FILSImplemented equal to true and dot11FILSActivated equal to true uses state
transition as described in 10.3.2 (State transition diagram for nonmesh STAs), in which the STA keeps an enumerated state variable."		Change the text to read as "A FILS STA uses state transition as described in 10.3.2 (State transition diagram for nonmesh STAs), in which the STA keeps an enumerated state variable."		Accepted		TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6188		Joseph Levy		204		3		10.45.5		102		46		T		Y		102.00		46		10.45.5						Xiaofei Wang						In order to limit the number of STAs conducting FILS operations at any given time, differentiated initial link setup should apply to all kinds FILS frames, such as association request frames, not just to authentication frames.		Change the text to read as "To limit the number of STAs that attempt link setup concurrently, the differentiated link setup procedure provides a method for an AP to moderate the rate at which non-AP STAs transmit Authentication Request and Association Request frames to the AP."		Revised: Change the text to read as "To limit the number of STAs that attempt link setup concurrently, the differentiated link setup procedure provides a method for an AP to moderate the rate at which non-AP STAs transmit Authentication and (Re)Association Request frames to the AP."		TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6189		Joseph Levy		204		3		11.5.1.1.2		105		31		T		Y		105.00		31		11.5.1.1.2						Xiaofei Wang						The way FILS authentication is added to PMKSA implies that it is basically equivalent and can replace with an SAE exchange.  I do not believe this to be true.  I think separate statements for SAE and FILS are necessary		Replace: "When the PMKSA is the result of a successful SAE authentication or FILS Authenticationauthentication, it is generated as a result of the successful completion of the SAE exchange or FILS Authentication authentication exchange, respectively."
With:
"When the PMKSA is the result of a successful SAE authentication, it is generated as a result of the successful completion of the SAE exchange.  When the PMKSA is the result of a successful FILS authentication, it is generated as a result of the successful completion of the FILS exchange."		Accepted		TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6195		Joseph Levy		204		3		11.5.1.3.2		107		1		T		Y		107.00		1		11.5.1.3.2						Xiaofei Wang						The wording "new AP" and "old AP" are unclear and undefined.  Suggest using better terms such as "associated AP" and "target AP".		replace all instances of "old AP" with "associated AP"  and all instances of "new AP" with "target AP".		Revised: replace all instances of "old AP" with "associated AP"  and all instances of "new AP" with "target AP" in Section 11.5.1.3.2		TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6246		Liwen Chu		204		3		8.6.8.38		73		25		T		N		73.00		25		8.6.8.38						Xiaofei Wang						"Its length is 4 bytes."

This sentence doesn't give useful informaiton since the related figure clearly show this.		Remove it.		Accepted		TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6268		MARC EMMELMANN		204		3		6.3.3.3.2		12		47		T		N		12.00		47		6.3.3.3.2						Xiaofei Wang						"This parameter is optionally present when dot11FILSActivated is true." -- does not clearly cover the case when dot11FILSActivited is false.  Use wording from above row to emphasize that the parameter is not present otherwise.  Note, Tgai decided to delete the word "only" for all occurrences of this constraining sentence throughout the document.  Is there a reason why "only" was kept in the row above.  Maybe an alternative resolution could be to leave this line as it is and delete "only" in the row above		replace "This parameter is optionally present when dot11FILSActivated is true."  with  "The parameter is optionally present only if dot11FILSActivated is true."   (insert only;  when --> if)		REVISED: apply the following changes to make the language REVmc compliant.  

(note to editor: search for "present if" for the following changes) 
Change "Present if dot11FILSActivated is true." to "Present if dot11FILSActivated is true; otherwise not present" at P11L19
Change "The parameter is [optionally] present if dot11FILSActivated is true." to "The parameter is [optionally] present if dot11FILSActivated is true; otherwise not present" 
(note to editor: add the part of the sentence after the semicolon) at the following locations:
17.17, 17.23, 
18.20 , 18.25 ,  18.29, 
19.23, 19.30
20.29,  20.37,  20.42
21.36, 21.43
22.51 , 22.56 , 22.60
24.13 , 24.21
25.27 , 25.34 , 25.40
27.37 , 27.40 , 27.42
28.12 , 28.20 , 28.24
29.9  , 29.13  , 29.22  , 29.26 , 29.30
30.11 , 30.16 , 30.24 , 30.29
31.12  , 31.15  , 31.24 , 31.28  , 31.32
32.12 , 32.15
33.9  , 33.12  , 33.17  , 33.22
(note to editor: search for "present when" for the following changes)
Change "The parameter is [optionally] present when dot11FILSActivated is true." to "The parameter is [optionally] present if dot11FILSActivated is true; otherwise not present" 
(note to editor: when --> if &  add the part of the sentence after the semicolon) at the following locations:
10.11 , 10.25
11.52  , 
14.17 , 14.23
15.10 , 15.16
16.9 , 16.14
27.47 , 27.49
28.10 , 28.16
33.27

At 10.29, change "This parameter is optionally present when dot11FILSActivated is true and BSSID is individual MAC address."  to "This parameter is optionally present if dot11FILSActivated is true and the BSSID is an individual MAC address; otherwise not present"		TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6292		Mark RISON		204		3		6.3.3.3.2		12		39		T		Y		12.00		39		6.3.3.3.2						Xiaofei Wang						What does this "only" mean?		Delete the "only"		Accepted		TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6338		Mark RISON		204		3		4.10.7		8		23		T		Y		8.00		23		4.10.7						Xiaofei Wang						"FILS handshaking" -- what's that?		Add a definition of the term, or reword		Revised: generally agree. Remove the phrase "in FILS handshaking".		TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6346		Mark RISON		204		3		6.3.3.2.3		10		31		T		Y		10.00		31		6.3.3.2.3						Xiaofei Wang						"when [...] BSSID is individual MAC address" -- a BSSID can't be a group address		Delete "and BSSID is individual MAC address" (failing that, at least add some articles)		Revised: agree that the sentence should be revised, however, a wildcard BSSID is not an individual MAC address. Change the sentence "This parameter is optionally
present when dot11FILSActivated
is true and BSSID is
individual MAC address." to read as "This parameter is optionally
present if dot11FILSActivated
is true and the BSSID is
an individual MAC address; otherwise not present."

See also resolutions for CID 6268. 		TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6371		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.1		79		28		T		Y		79.00		28		10.1.4.1						Xiaofei Wang						"If dot11FILSActivated is true, the STA shall additionally scan for FILS Discovery (FD) frames, returning in the BSSDescriptionFromFDSet parameter all FILS Discovery frames of the scanned ESSs.The STA is not required to return a BSSDescriptionFromFDSet parameter for any BSS that produces a BSSDescriptionFromFDSet in this scan."  To me this reads as: you shall scan and return; you are not required to return for any which you find in scan!		Disentangle.  What are you required to return, and what are you allowed but not required to return?		Revised: generally agree that the sentences in question should be rewritten to provide clear and correct normative text. Change the sentence "The STA is not required to return a BSSDescriptionFromFDSet parameter for any BSS that produces a BSSDescriptionFromFDSet in this scan." to read as " The STA is not required to return a BSSDescriptionFromFDSet parameter for any BSS that produces a
BSSDescriptionSet in this scan." as per approved resolution for CID 4746.

This resolution is the identical to that of CID 6164.		TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6396		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.171		43		37		T		Y		43.00		37		8.4.2.171						Xiaofei Wang						"The format of the Association Timeout Info element is shown in Figure 8-x" -- there is no such figure		Add a Figure 8-x (this might be Figure 8-574a, but then the caption is wrong)		Revised: Change the sentence "The format of the Association Timeout Info element is shown in Figure 8-x (Association Timeout
Info element format)." to read as "The format of the Association Timeout Info element is shown in Figure 8-574a (Association Timeout
Info element format)."		TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6397		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.171		43		47		T		Y		43.00		47		8.4.2.171						Xiaofei Wang						"Figure 8-574a--TBTT Information Header subfield" -- that does not appear to be what the figure is about		Fix the caption		Revised: agree that the caption should be changed. Change the caption to read as "Association Timeout Info element format"		TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6432		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.171		43		36		T		Y		43.00		36		8.4.2.171						Xiaofei Wang						Reassociation needs to be covered as well as association		Change "Association Response" to "(Re)Association Response"		Accepted		TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6570		Mark RISON		204		3		8.6.8.32		69		8		T		Y		69.00		8		8.6.8.32						Xiaofei Wang						"Length" is a poor name and not the name used elsewhere (e.g. 70.4)		Change to "SSID Length"		Accepted		TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6585		Mark RISON		204		3		8.6.8.38		70		42		T		Y		70.00		42		8.6.8.38						Xiaofei Wang						"in the Beacon frame" -- what Beacon frame?		Change to "in the Beacon frames transmitted by the AP".  Ditto on the next line		Accepted		TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6589		Mark RISON		204		3		8.6.8.38		72		14		T		Y		72.00		14		8.6.8.38						Xiaofei Wang						The PHYs are "OFDM" and "ERP"; there is no "ERP-OFDM" PHY		Amend the text accordingly		Revised: PHY type has been changed to "PHY Index", basically, an index to indicate how a FILS STA should look up the FILS minimum rate in Table 8-308e in the resolution for CID 6157. ERP-OFDM is used to indicate the correct MCS table, no longer a PHY type.		TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6590		Mark RISON		204		3		8.6.8.38		72				T		Y		72.00				8.6.8.38						Xiaofei Wang						As far as I can tell, the "Maximum PHY Type" is nothing of the sort (not that it makes much sense to order PHYs numerically anyway).  It is purely an enumeration to indicate how the values in the FILS Minimum Rate subfield are to be interpreted		Rename to something like "FILS Minimum Rate Set Selector"		Revised: generally agree that the term "Maximum PHY Type" should be revised. Change the term "Maximum PHY Type" to be "PHY Index" in all locations.

This resolution is the same as that for CID 6157.		TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6592		Mark RISON		204		3		8.6.8.38		72		29		T		Y		72.00		29		8.6.8.38						Xiaofei Wang						"The 3-bit FILS Minimum Rate subfield indicates the minimum rate to be used by the AP transmitting the FILS Discovery frame and by FILS STAs in subsequent transmissions between the AP and FILS STAs." -- does this actually work?  What if the radio conditions are such that at a given time that minimum rate is too high to allow successful frame reception?		Delete this feature, or make it into some kind of "should"		Rejected: The FILS Minimum Rate variable is an AP settable variable which affects the behavior of the AP and the FILS STAs associated with the AP.  The variable may be used by the AP to limit the coverage area and can be set to any of the acceptable rates as desired, including the currently specified minimum rate, such as MCS 0, if so desired.		TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6726		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.1		79		30		T		Y		79.00		30		10.1.4.1						Xiaofei Wang						"The STA is not required to return a BSSDescriptionFromFDSet parameter for any BSS that produces a
BSSDescriptionFromFDSet in this scan." -- what does this mean?  That it can return nothing if it wants?  This appears to contradict the immediately preceding sentence		Clarify exactly which BSSDescriptionFromFDSets may be omitted, and make sure there are no internal contradictions about this		Revised: generally agree that the sentences in question should be rewritten to provide clear and correct normative text. Change the sentence "The STA is not required to return a BSSDescriptionFromFDSet parameter for any BSS that produces a BSSDescriptionFromFDSet in this scan." to read as " The STA is not required to return a BSSDescriptionFromFDSet parameter for any BSS that produces a
BSSDescriptionSet in this scan." as per approved resolution for CID 4746.

This resolution is identical to that of CID 6164.		TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6767		Mark RISON		204		3		8.6.8.38		72				T		Y		72.00				8.6.8.38						Xiaofei Wang						In what way is the"Maximum PHY Type" a maximum?		Delete the word "Maximum" (5 instances on the referenced page)		Revised: generally agree that the term "Maximum PHY Type" should be revised. Change the term "Maximum PHY Type" to be "PHY Index" in all locations.

This resolution is the same as that for CID 6157.		TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6773		Mark RISON		204		3		8.6.8.38		69		18		T		Y		69.00		18		8.6.8.38						Xiaofei Wang						Information should not be duplicated, especially when it's wrong!		Delete "(5 bits)"		Accepted		TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6816		Mark RISON		204		3		6.3.3.3.2		12		37		T		Y		12.00		37		6.3.3.3.2						Xiaofei Wang						0 is not a valid channel number		Change "0-255" to "1-255"		Accepted		TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6829		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.1		79		42		T		Y		79.00		42		10.1.4.1						Xiaofei Wang						"including the ReducedNeighbor Report" -- the Reduced Neighbor Report what?  Frame?  Element?  Telegram?		Clarify what is being referred to		Revised: agree that more description should be added. Change the phrase "ReducedNeighbor Report" to "Reduced Neighbor Report element".		TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6858		Mark RISON		204		3		6.3.3.3.2		11		21		T		Y		11.00		21		6.3.3.3.2						Xiaofei Wang						"The INTERMEDIATE_SCAN_RESULT is used to report immediately the discovered BSSs." -- apparently (from clause 10) it's also used to report the discovered BSSs when channel-specific reporting is used		Add words to that effect		Revised: the current description is correct, however could be clarified more.

Change the description for ResultCode from "Indicates the result of the MLME- SCAN.confirm primitive. The INTERMEDIATE_SCAN_RESULT is used to report immediately the discovered BSSs." to "Indicates the result of the MLME- SCAN.confirm
primitive. The INTERMEDIATE_SCAN_RESULT is used to report the discovered BSSs when the value of the ReportingOption parameter in the MLME-SCAN.request is CHANNEL_SPECIFIC or IMMEDIATE."		TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6859		Mark RISON		204		3		6.3.3.2.3		10		9		T		Y		10.00		9		6.3.3.2.3						Xiaofei Wang						8.4.2.173 does not define an octet string		Change the type to "FILS Parameters Request element"		Revised: agree that the Type description should be changed. Following the same style as used in RevMC 3.0 for RequestInformation, change the "Type" description for FILSRequestParameters from "Octet string" to "As defined in 8.4.2.173 (FILS Request Parameters element)".		TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6860		Mark RISON		204		3		6.3.3.3.2		11		45		T		Y		11.00		45		6.3.3.3.2						Xiaofei Wang						8.4.2.183 does not define an octet string		Change the type to "Differentiated Initial
Link Setup element"		Revised: agree that the Type description should be changed. Following the same style as used in RevMC 3.0 for RequestInformation, change the "Type" description for Differentiated Initial Link Setup from "Octet string" to "As defined in 8.4.2.183 (Differentiated Initial Link Setup element)".		TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6862		Mark RISON		204		3		6.3.3.3.2		12		19		T		Y		12.00		19		6.3.3.3.2						Xiaofei Wang						8.4.2.91 does not define an octet string		Change the type to "Access Network Options element"		Revised: agree that the Type description should be changed. Following the same style as used in RevMC 3.0 for RequestInformation, change the "Type" description for Access Network Options from "Octet string" to "As defined in 8.4.2.91 (Access Network Options)".		TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6865		Mark RISON		204		3		6.3.3.3.2		11		14		T		Y		11.00		14		6.3.3.3.2						Xiaofei Wang						It's not a set of elements		Change the type to "Set of BSSDescriptionFromFDs"		Accepted		TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6917		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		8.6.8.38		72		1		G		N		72.00		1		8.6.8.38						Xiaofei Wang						Figure 8-662c (FD Capability field format) specifies PHY Type subfield, but this subfield is referred as "Maximum PHY Type" subfield in the text.
In addition, there is no magnitude relationship between PHYs. A term "Maximum PHY Type" is not adequate.		Replace "Maximum PHY Type" by "PHY Type" throughout the draft.		Revised: generally agree that the term "Maximum PHY Type" should be revised. Change the term "Maximum PHY Type" to be "PHY Index" in all locations.

This resolution is the same as that for CID 6157.		TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General
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		6000		Adrian Stephens		204		3		8.6.8.38		70		50		G		Y		70.00		50		8.6.8.38						Xiaofei Wang						My earlier comment (CID) states: "Table 8-273b ignores 60GHz and the various TVWS bandwidths.   Can FILS be used in combination with these technologies or not?".
The resolution does not address TVWS.   Please provide a responsive resolution - i.e. one that addresses the whole comment, not part of it.		Either justify non-support for TVWS,  or add it to the note highlighting exclusion.				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6001		Adrian Stephens		204		3								G		Y												Xiaofei Wang						My earlier comment 4024 about lack of  compliance groups was rejected on the basis of "no actionable text change".
Please add compliance statements for MIB variables.   Also note that the MDR process requires this,  so you might as well find a victim/volunteer now.		Add missing groups and compliance statement.				TGai General														2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6002		Adrian Stephens		204		3								G		Y												Xiaofei Wang						My earlier comment 4025 about MIB syntax errors was rejected on the basis of "no actionable text change".
Please address the issues cited.   Also note that the MDR process requires this,  so you might as well find a victim/volunteer now.		Add missing groups and compliance statement.				TGai General														2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6003		Adrian Stephens		204		3				22		22		E		Y		22.00		22														"A property of the key agreement protocol that insures that a session key" - presumably TGai will also indicate where I can buy this insurance?		insures -> ensures
Please also note that use of "ensures" is deprecated,  because it appears to offer a performance guarantee.   If possible reword the sentence to avoid this word - an, no, replacing it with the wrong word "insures" is not good enough :0).				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6004		Adrian Stephens		204		3		3.2		3		36		E		Y		3.00		36		3.2												"in order to discover suitable AP for association"		Insert an article				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6005		Adrian Stephens		204		3		3.2		3		50		E		N		3.00		50		3.2												"FILS association: Type of association used in Fast Initial Link Setup" - definitions start with an article		Add any missing articles to definitions				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6006		Adrian Stephens		204		3		3.2		3		60		E		Y		3.00		60		3.2												AP/ discovery - typo?		remove oblique				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6007		Adrian Stephens		204		3				42		23		E		Y		42.00		23														"The Filtered Neighbor AP subfield is 1 bit in length. It ... This field is valid ..."  Use field/subfield consistently.    The rule is if is it a component of a field it is a subfield.		field -> subfield in this instance.  Check all uses of field in your Clause 8 insertions and replace with subfield according to the rule stated in the comment.				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6008		Adrian Stephens		204		3				41		41		E		Y		41.00		41														This method of showing a variable nubmer of instances of a field is awkward.   REVmc will be moving away from this style.		Replace the multiple TBTT Information field with a "TBSS Information Fields" field,  with description "contains one or more TBTT Information fields" and size variable.				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6009		Adrian Stephens		204		3				43		14		G		Y		43.00		14								Santosh Pandey						Where is CRC-32 defined?		Add reference to where this function is defined				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:33		TGai General

		6010		Adrian Stephens		204		3		8.4.2.172		43		64		G		Y		43.00		64		8.4.2.172						George Calchev						"The Common ANQP Group (CAG) is a group of ANQP elements, which do not change on a rapid basis".
Please learn the difference between "that" and "which".    While syntactially correct,  "that" is the correct word here,  because "do not change" is part of the definition of a CAG.		", which" -> "that"				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:33		TGai General

		6011		Adrian Stephens		204		3				44		17		E		Y		44.00		17														"unsigned positive integer" - department of redundancy department		I think you need want to say "non-zero" here,  given the awkwardness at line 25 where STAs have to "neglect" values transmitted by non-compliant implementations!				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6012		Adrian Stephens		204		3				44		25		E		Y		44.00		25														CAG Version is always positive, therefore a value ofzero in this field will be neglected by the receiving STA.		As a matter of policy,  we do not describe what a STA does when it receives a non-compliant frame.   This sentence attempts (badly) to do just that.
Delete this sentence and add "The value zero is reserved." at the end of 44.18.				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6013		Adrian Stephens		204		3				49		39		G		Y		49.00		39								George Cherian						" A SHA-256 hash" - undefined at this point		Please provide a reference to the definition of this function.				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:36		TGai General

		6014		Adrian Stephens		204		3				53		25		E		Y		53.00		25														" FILS indication element is shown in
Figure XX above."		Add missing reference.  Also remove "above",  because the figure might float to the following page and actually follow this text.				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6015		Adrian Stephens		204		3				58		1		E		Y		58.00		1														"Bit0" - this doesn't follow REVmc style		Use "B0" for bit position labelling etc...				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6016		Adrian Stephens		204		3				71		3		E		Y		71.00		3														A general point.  Normative specification should never be duplicated.   But "The 3-bit BSS Operating Channel" duplicates the specification of the size of this field,  as does "BSS Operating Channel Width
Subfield (3 bits)"		At the very least,  remove the "(<n> bits)" in the column heading of all tables (3 instances),  where the size of the field has already been established (should be all of them).    Ideally,  remove all statements of field size from the body text where the field size is defined already by a figure (should be all of them).  Search for "in length" will find them.				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6017		Adrian Stephens		204		3				77		51		T		N		77.00		51								Jarkko Kneckt						The fragmentation scheme is awkward for an implementation to parse.   It does not discover an element is completed until it comes to parse the following element.   This awkwardness is unnecessary.		I propose that the non-final elements (all of size 255) have the fragmentation element ID,  and the last one have the "real" element ID.   This avoid any need to "look ahead" when receiving all 255-octet elements.				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:53		TGai General

		6018		Adrian Stephens		204		3				79		42		T		Y		79.00		42								Ping Fang						"During FILS scanning, the scanning STA may optimize the scanning process by
using intermediate results, including the ReducedNeighbor Report. Details of how to optimize scanning is
out of scope of this standard."

It is not appropriate to use "may" here because there is no normative specification of what is permitted.		"may" -> "might"				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:44		TGai General

		6019		Adrian Stephens		204		3				97		1		G		Y		97.00		1								George Cherian						"dot11FILSActivated set to TRUE" - although it might seem mean to stop TGai inventing its own capitalization of the MIB truth values,  consistency requires it.		Change "TRUE" to "true" when it reflects the value of a mIB variable.   Ditto for "FALSE".				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:49		TGai General

		6020		Adrian Stephens		204		3								G		N												Lee Armstrong						"which dot11FILSActivated is equal to true" - unnecessary decoration of the conditional test.		Change to "...Activated is true" (3 instances)				EDITOR														2014/10/21 15:52		TGai General

		6021		Adrian Stephens		204		3				98		36		T		Y		98.00		36								Ping Fang						"If so," - whether this condition applies to the following two bullets is ambiguous		Make "if so" a bullet by itself,  and nest the actions that it conditions under it as children.				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:50		TGai General

		6022		Adrian Stephens		204		3				99		40		T		Y		99.00		40								Xiaofei Wang						"The non-AP STA prepares MSDU(s) for HLP."  -- this is a very general statement.   Is there any limit as to the content of these MSDUs?  If so,  what entity polices that limit.   If not,  doesn't this allow an unauthenticated STA to inject arbitrary data onto the network?		Either reference me a location in the standard that prevents the injection of arbitrary data from an unauthenticated STA onto the network,  or provide such a mechanism.

In either case,  add a reference here to the mechanism.				TGai General														2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6023		Adrian Stephens		204		3				107		10		G		Y		107.00		10								Dan Harkins						"A STA (AP) can retain PMKs for APs (STAs)"  -- the meaning of the parens is unclear,  and they are unnecessary,  as an AP contains a STA.		Replace with "A STA can retain PMKs for STAs"				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:54		TGai General

		6024		Adrian Stephens		204		3				114		25		T		Y		114.00		25								Xiaofei Wang						"If not, the AP shall respond"

I congratulate TGai on thoughtfully producing a 20+ line paragraph with multiple embedded conditions when it could have so easily produced a structured list to express the logic much more clearly.  The secret of its operation will remain just that.  Well done.		Continue on this trend - Seek existing lists that express logic in a readable fashion and convert them into monolithic paragraphs that nobody can understand.

Note to the reader - you may need to use an irony filter to properly interpret this comment.				TGai General														2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6025		Adrian Stephens		204		3				120		7		T		Y		120.00		7								Ping Fang						"from the capability (inclusive) to" - not sure what "the capability" is		Add the missing noun				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:54		TGai General

		6026		Dan Harkins		204		3		11.11.1		111		9		T		Y		111.00		9		11.11.1						Dan Harkins						shared key authentication can also be used with a cached PMK		state that the rRK is necessary only when not doing PMK caching				TGai General														2014/10/20 14:23		TGai General

		6027		Dan Harkins		204		3		11.11.2.2.1		112		37		E		Y		112.00		37		11.11.2.2.1												The discussion of EAP-RP specifics is separate from the generic shared key description preceding it.		make a new paragraph at "EAP-RP signaling..."				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6028		Dan Harkins		204		3		11.11.2.2.1		113		33		T		Y		113.00		33		11.11.2.2.1						Dan Harkins						Get rid of the Steps		These "step-1" and "step-2" stuff detracts from the protocol description. If the style guide restircts going further than 5 sub-headings deep then lets consider collapsing some sub-headers.				TGai General														2014/10/20 14:25		TGai General

		6029		Dan Harkins		204		3		11.11.2.2.1		113		60		T		Y		113.00		60		11.11.2.2.1						Dan Harkins						"the specific type of FILS authentication" is known		this is a sub-heading dealing with shared key authentication so the authentication type should be set to shared key authentication.				TGai General														2014/10/20 14:25		TGai General

		6030		Dan Harkins		204		3		11.11.2.2.1		114		33		E		Y		114.00		33		11.11.2.2.1												The "steps" are confusing as there's step-1 followed by step-1 and then step-2 followed by step-2, and it's really confusing that the second "step-1" describes the same thing as the first "step-2", namely, "AP requirements"		rewrite the requriements so the steps are not so confusing				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6031		Dan Harkins		204		3		11.11.2.2.1		113		33		T		Y		113.00		33		11.11.2.2.1						Dan Harkins						inside of the "steps" the procedure reads as a long stream-of-consciousness and is hard to follow		for all the procedures listed in all of the steps of 11.11.2.2.1, make them sub-bulleted procedures:				TGai General														2014/10/20 14:25		TGai General

		6032		Dan Harkins		204		3		11.11.2.2.1		115		19		E		Y		115.00		19		11.11.2.2.1												the description of how the STA processes the received frame begins with step g)		renumber starting with a)				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6033		Dan Harkins		204		3		11.11.2.2.1		116		6		T		Y		116.00		6		11.11.2.2.1						Dan Harkins						section 11.11.2.2.1 deals with "key establishment" so steps that are "part of Key confirmation" should not be described here.		get rid of step-3 and step-4				TGai General														2014/10/20 14:25		TGai General

		6034		Dan Harkins		204		3		11.11.2.2.2		116		28		T		Y		116.00		28		11.11.2.2.2						Dan Harkins						the procedure described in 11.11.2.2.2 reads as a long stream-of-consciousness and is hard to follow		rewrite the requriements so the steps are not so confusing				TGai General														2014/10/20 14:25		TGai General

		6035		Dan Harkins		204		3		11.11.2.3.1		117		62		T		Y		117.00		62		11.11.2.3.1						Dan Harkins						the description of key derivation is confusing and uses too many unnecessary placeholders (like IKM and Context). And while it explicitly mentions what the nonces are it does not mention what "Hash" is.		rewrite the key derivation in a way that eliminates the unnecessary placeholders.				TGai General														2014/10/20 14:26		TGai General

		6036		Dan Harkins		204		3		11.11.2.3.2		118		39		T		Y		118.00		39		11.11.2.3.2						Dan Harkins						PTK key derivation includes Anonce but not Snonce even though reference is made to Snonce on like 51. But the real complaint is that something used as a key in one place should not be used as data in another.		come up with a different way to generate the PMK and the PTK that results in a unique PTK even with cached PMKs and that does not use things as both keys and data				TGai General														2014/10/20 14:27		TGai General

		6037		Dan Harkins		204		3		11.11.2.4.1		119		26		E		Y		119.00		26		11.11.2.4.1												Earlier sections say "ANonce" and "SNonce" but 11.11.2.4.1 says "NAP" and "NSTA". Need to pick one.		replace "NAP" and "NSTA" with "ANonce" and "SNonce"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6038		Dan Harkins		204		3		11.11.2.4.2		121		23		E		Y		121.00		23		11.11.2.4.2												Earlier sections say "ANonce" and "SNonce" but 11.11.2.4.2 says "NAP" and "NSTA". Need to pick one.		replace "NAP" and "NSTA" with "ANonce" and "SNonce"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6039		Dan Harkins		204		3		11.11.2.5		123		22		T		Y		123.00		22		11.11.2.5						Dan Harkins						M and L are not parameters for GCM		get rid of M and L				TGai General														2014/10/20 14:27		TGai General

		6040		GEORGE CHERIAN		204		3								E		N																		Change all reference to Reduced Neighbor Report to Short Neighbor Report		Pg ix, 79, 83, 84, 85, 96, 127.				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6041		GEORGE CHERIAN		204		3								E		N																		Updated all reference to RPCI to RSSI		Several pages				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6042		GEORGE CHERIAN		204		3		6.3.5.3.2		15		19		E		N		15.00		19		6.3.5.3.2												Reword the description for AssociationResponseTimeOutInfo		Minimum Association Response timeout value that the non-AP STA will wait. To be set to dot11AssociationResponseTimeOut				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6043		GEORGE CHERIAN		204		3		6.3.5.5.2		16		7		E		N		16.00		7		6.3.5.5.2												Replace "Octet string" to be consistent with Type value in other sections		Sequence of elements and fields				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6044		GEORGE CHERIAN		204		3		8.4.2.1		39				E		N		39.00				8.4.2.1												Missing Element references		Missing 8.4.2.177 and 8.4.2.186. Also extra 8 on line 28: 8 8.4.2.176				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6045		GEORGE CHERIAN		204		3		8.4.2.169.1		41		33		E		N		41.00		33		8.4.2.169.1												Typo		should be neighboring				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6046		GEORGE CHERIAN		204		3		8.4.2.169.1		42		21		T		N		42.00		21		8.4.2.169.1						Santosh Pandey						Missed text - without this text, it is not clear what is the meaning of each value in this field.		This text from D2.0 is missing: "Value 0 indicates the presence of the informative Neighbor AP Information that is used to help the STA in AP discovery. Value 1 indicates the presence of the Neighbor AP Information that is used to recommend that the STA switch to another channel, another band, or neighbor AP as specified in the NeighborAP Information field. Values 2 and 3 are reserved."				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:33		TGai General

		6047		GEORGE CHERIAN		204		3		8.4.2.169.1		43		2		E		N		43.00		2		8.4.2.169.1												Text not clear. Suggest rewording		Suggest adding 'a neighboring' as follows: "to next TBTT of a neighboring AP from". Same comment on line 5				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6048		GEORGE CHERIAN		204		3		8.4.2.171		43		37		E		N		43.00		37		8.4.2.171												Incorrect figure number and name		Figure 8-x should be Figure 8-574a. Also the title of the figure is incorrect. It should say "Association Timeout Info Element" instead of "TBTT Information Header subfield"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6049		GEORGE CHERIAN		204		3		8.4.2.177		49		10		E		N		49.00		10		8.4.2.177												Incorrect figure reference (Figure 8-401zzz)		Figure 8-574i				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6050		GEORGE CHERIAN		204		3		8.4.2.178		50				T		N		50.00				8.4.2.178						Jeongki Kim						Inconsistent with section 10.1.4.3.8		In general, I see the need need to have a way to indicate full set is present. Suggest that we bring back the description from D2.0 which had the versioning from 0-127 and 1 bit used for Full Set indication. This will make the text consistent with section 10.1.4.3.8.				TGai General														2014/10/21 16:23		EDITOR

		6051		GEORGE CHERIAN		204		3		8.4.2.179		53		18		T		N		53.00		18		8.4.2.179						Santosh Abraham						Incorrect field size		Size for IP Address Type and Subnet ID Token fields should be consistent with the ones shown in Figure 8-574m.				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:37		TGai General

		6052		GEORGE CHERIAN		204		3		8.4.2.179		53		7		T		N		53.00		7		8.4.2.179						Santosh Abraham						Incorrect reference		remove the following text: "see 8.4.4.9 (IP
Address Type Availability ANQP-element"				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:37		TGai General

		6053		GEORGE CHERIAN		204		3		8.4.2.179		53		26		E		N		53.00		26		8.4.2.179												Incorrect figure reference (Figure XX)		Change to Figure 8-574n				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6054		GEORGE CHERIAN		204		3		8.4.2.180		53		50		E		N		53.00		50		8.4.2.180												Incorrect section reference		change to 10.45.3.1				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6055		GEORGE CHERIAN		204		3		8.4.2.180		54		4		E		N		54.00		4		8.4.2.180												Add text to provide clarification		"the value of the Length field is 255. In such cases, the element will be fragmented (see 9.42 (Element fragmentation) and 9.43 (Element defragmentation))."				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6056		GEORGE CHERIAN		204		3		8.4.2.183		60		6		E		N		60.00		6		8.4.2.183												unwanted text		remove unwanted text (4994, 5105). Also on pg 93, line 59: remove "11, 4592"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6057		GEORGE CHERIAN		204		3		8.6.8.38		68				T		N		68.00				8.6.8.38						Xiaofei Wang						Add 'Short' SSID to the FILS Discovery frame, and make SSID an optional field		Suggest using 4-byte Short SSID (Calculation similar to the one in Short Neighbor Report Element). This can help reduce the size of the FD frame. Since the Short SSID length is known (i.e., 4 bytes), we can reduce the size of FD frame control field to 1 Octet by removing the 5-bit "Length" and the 4-bit reserved sub-fields. See submission TBD.				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6058		GEORGE CHERIAN		204		3		8.6.8.38		69		18		E		N		69.00		18		8.6.8.38												Incorrect size for Reserved field		B12-B15 is 4-bits				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6059		GEORGE CHERIAN		204		3		10.1.4.3.5		83		49		E		N		83.00		49		10.1.4.3.5						Jason Lee						Remove unwanted sentence		The paragraph is talking about individually addressed or broadcast probe response. Remove sentence: "The Probe Response frame is individually addressed to the STA that generated the Probe Request frame."				TGai General														2014/10/21 15:54		TGai General

		6060		GEORGE CHERIAN		204		3		10.1.4.3.5		84		25		E		N		84.00		25		10.1.4.3.5						Jason Lee						Remove unwanted text		Bullet b) need not start with "If MaxChannelTime field is present in any of the Probe Request frames" since the preceeding paragraph does start by saying "When the MaxChannelTime field is present in any of Probe Request frames"				TGai General														2014/10/21 15:54		TGai General

		6061		GEORGE CHERIAN		204		3		10.1.4.3.5		84		37		E		N		84.00		37		10.1.4.3.5						Jason Lee						Correct typo		change Probe Response to Probe Request				TGai General														2014/10/21 15:54		TGai General

		6062		GEORGE CHERIAN		204		3		10.1.4.3.7		84		60		T		N		84.00		60		10.1.4.3.7						Jarkko Kneckt						TGai shouldn't restrict the data rate used for Probe Response		Change 'shall' to 'should': "the AP should transmit Probe Response frame in a"				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:45		TGai General

		6063		GEORGE CHERIAN		204		3		C.3 MIB Detail		129		55		T		N		129.00		55		C.3 MIB Detail						Xiaofei Wang						Units for dot11FILSProbeDelay not correct. It is set to 0.1micro seconds. It is intended to be 0.1ms		Duration units should be in milliseconds: "0.1 milliseconds. Also the range (SYNTAX Unsigned32(0..100)) should include the default value of 200. Suggest the range to be 0-500.				TGai General														2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6064		GEORGE CHERIAN		204		3		8.3.3.9		32		12		T		N		32.00		12		8.3.3.9						Jarkko Kneckt						In the Probe Request, STA should be able to include the Security domains it is looking for. It could be "hashed domain name", or a full domain name		See submission.				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:29		TGai General

		6065		GEORGE CHERIAN		204		3		8.3.3.11		35		45		T		N		35.00		45		8.3.3.11						George Cherian						Add a backoff timer to Authentication frame sent from the AP so that STAs will not try to associate during that time.		See submission.				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:30		TGai General

		6066		GEORGE CHERIAN		204		3		11.11.1		111		6		T		N		111.00		6		11.11.1						Dan Harkins						The first assumption for FILS authentication is not valid. No need for making this assumption		Delete this point				TGai General														2014/10/20 14:23		TGai General

		6067		GEORGE CHERIAN		204		3				105		58		E		N		105.00		58														FILS PTKSA definition is missing in the draft		FILS PTKSA should be define at 11.5.1.1.13				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6068		GEORGE CHERIAN		204		3		11.6.2		109		54		E		N		109.00		54		11.6.2												PTKSA that incldues AEAD counter is not defined. AEAD Counter should be defined in PTKSA		Define AEAD counter in PTKSA				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6069		GEORGE CHERIAN		204		3		11.5.1.3.2		107		36		E		N		107.00		36		11.5.1.3.2												Typo		Remove "As"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6070		GEORGE CHERIAN		204		3		11.5.10.1		107		65		E		N		107.00		65		11.5.10.1												Add Clarification		support for FILS => support for FILS authentication				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6071		GEORGE CHERIAN		204		3		11.11.2.3.1		117		62		T		N		117.00		62		11.11.2.3.1						Dan Harkins						IKM is not defined		Define IKM				TGai General														2014/10/20 14:26		TGai General

		6072		GEORGE CHERIAN		204		3		11.11.2.3.1		117		59		E		N		117.00		59		11.11.2.3.1												Typo		382 bits => 384 bits				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6073		GEORGE CHERIAN		204		3		11.11.2.3.1		117		63		T		N		117.00		63		11.11.2.3.1						Dan Harkins						PMKID derivation deviates from typical method.		Suggested change:
PMKID = Truncate-128(HMAC-SHA-256(PMK, "PMK Name" || AA || SPA))				TGai General														2014/10/20 14:26		TGai General

		6074		GEORGE CHERIAN		204		3		11.11.2.3.1		118		7		E		N		118.00		7		11.11.2.3.1												typo		is => if				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6075		GEORGE CHERIAN		204		3		11.11.2.3.1		118		39		T		N		118.00		39		11.11.2.3.1						Dan Harkins						PKT derivation is wrong (i.e., Snonce is missing; PMK should be the first argument; and context change)		Suggested change:
KCK || KEK || TK = KDF-X(PMK, "PTK Derivation", SPA ||AA || Snonce||Anonce)				TGai General														2014/10/20 14:26		TGai General

		6076		Hiroki Nakano		204		3		3.1		3		17		G		N		3.00		17		3.1						George Cherian						Shoud we mention that IEEE802.11 uses 'EAP-RP' for the abbreviation of EAP reauthentication protocol, while IETF uses 'ERP', because 'ERP' stands for 'Extended Rate PHY' in IEEE802.11?		Add the following text:
Note that IEEE802.11 uses 'EAP-RP' for the abbreviation of EAP reauthentication protocol while IETF uses 'ERP', because 'ERP' stands for 'Extended Rate PHY' in IEEE802.11.				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:25		TGai General

		6077		Hiroki Nakano		204		3		6.3.3.2.3		10		16		T		N		10.00		16		6.3.3.2.3						Xiaofei Wang						Description for ReportingOption is insufficient and this box is too small to describe it.		Replace the description with:
Indicates the result reporting mode described in 6.3.3.3.3. This parameter is optionally present when dot11FILSActivated is true.				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6078		Hiroki Nakano		204		3		6.3.3.3.3		12		61		T		Y		12.00		61		6.3.3.3.3						Jarkko Kneckt						This explanation should mention the values of ReportingOption in MLME-SCAN.request and ResultCode of MLME-SCAN.confirm. Especially, there is no description at all for the case that CHANNEL_SPECIFIC is specified. And MLME-SCAN.confirm with ResultCode=SUCCESS always occurs after one or more MLME-SCAN.confirm with ResultCode=INTERMEDIATE_SCAN_RESULT because we have to know when scan ends.		Add the following text:
When ReportingOption in MLME-SCAN.request is IMMEDIATE, zero or more MLME-SCAN.confirm primitives with ReportingOption set to INTERMEDIATE_SCAN_RESULT are genrated and followed by a MLME-SCAN.confirm primitive with ReportingOption set to SUCCESS. When ReportingOption in MLME-SCAN.request is CHANNEL_SPECIFIC, ?????. When ReportingOption in MLME-SCAN.request is AT_END, just a MLME-SCAN.confirm primitive with ReportingOption set to SUCCESS is generated. In case of ???, a MLME-SCAN.confirm primitive with ReportingOption set to NOT_SUPPORTED is generated.				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:28		TGai General

		6079		Hiroki Nakano		204		3		6.3.3.4.1		13		19		T		Y		13.00		19		6.3.3.4.1						Jarkko Kneckt						Describe the case that no scan is running.		Add the following text:
When there is no ongoing scan, this primitive do nothing, nor is MLME-SCAN.confirm issued.				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:28		TGai General

		6080		Hiroki Nakano		204		3		6.3.5.3.2		15		18		T		Y		15.00		18		6.3.5.3.2						George Cherian						"timeout" is one word, therefore, do not capitalize O. For example, 'AuthenticationFailureTimeout' in MLME-AUTHENTICATE.request.		use AssociationResponseTimeoutInfo and dot11AssociationResponseTimeout.				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:29		TGai General

		6081		Hiroki Nakano		204		3		6.3.5.3.2		15		18		T		Y		15.00		18		6.3.5.3.2						George Cherian						No unit of time length for AssociationResponseTimeoutInfo		Specify the unit. (TU? Millisecond?)				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:29		TGai General

		6082		Hiroki Nakano		204		3		6.3.7.4.2		18		57		E		Y		18.00		57		6.3.7.4.2												No LF		Put HT Capabilities and Extended Capabilities into individual lines.				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6083		Hiroki Nakano		204		3		8.4.1.9		37		27		T		Y		37.00		27		8.4.1.9						Dan Harkins						When Authentication is rejected, do not provide the detailed reason because of security.		Remove the second row of Table 8-53 Status codes:  'Authentication rejected due to Unknown Authenti- cation Server.'				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:31		TGai General

		6084		Hiroki Nakano		204		3		8.4.2.171		43		36		T		Y		43.00		36		8.4.2.171						Xiaofei Wang						No unit of time length for AssociationResponseTimeoutInfo		Specify the unit. (TU? Millisecond?)				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6085		Hiroki Nakano		204		3		8.4.2.171		43		48		E		Y		43.00		48		8.4.2.171												Wrong title for Figure 8-574a		The title should be 'Association Timeout Info element'				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6086		Hiroki Nakano		204		3		8.4.2.176		48		44		E		N		48.00		44		8.4.2.176												The difinitions of values of Key Type subfield are described as a table. And 4-255 should be also defined. (Reserved?)		Make a table.				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6087		Hiroki Nakano		204		3		8.4.2.177		49		34		E		N		49.00		34		8.4.2.177												The difinitions of values of Key Type subfield are described as a table. And 4-255 should be also defined. (Reserved?)		Make a table.				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6088		Hiroki Nakano		204		3		8.4.2.179		50		44		T		Y		50.00		44		8.4.2.179						Santosh Abraham						Here is the first occurrence of the word 'Domain' in this document, however, there is no definition anywhere. And this is very confusing name because this is different from 'Domain' of Domain Name System for the Internet.		Choose another word for this concept and describe clear definition for it.				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:37		TGai General

		6089		Hiroki Nakano		204		3		8.4.2.181.2		56		39		G		Y		56.00		39		8.4.2.181.2						Lee Armstrong						CID4436 is not applied		Apply CID4436				TGai General						TGai General: 2014-10-20 14:49:23Z - Editor to check if the resoluton was applied to D3.0.               								2014/10/20 14:49		TGai General

		6090		Hiroki Nakano		204		3		8.4.2.181.2		57		27		G		Y		57.00		27		8.4.2.181.2						Lee Armstrong						CID4436 is not applied		Apply CID4436				TGai General						TGai General: 2014-10-20 14:49:23Z - Editor to check if the resoluton was applied to D3.0.               								2014/10/20 14:49		TGai General

		6091		Hiroki Nakano		204		3		8.4.2.181.2		57		34		G		Y		57.00		34		8.4.2.181.2						Lee Armstrong						CID4436 is not applied		Apply CID4436				TGai General						TGai General: 2014-10-20 14:49:23Z - Editor to check if the resoluton was applied to D3.0.               								2014/10/20 14:49		TGai General

		6092		Hiroki Nakano		204		3		8.4.2.181.2		58		20		G		Y		58.00		20		8.4.2.181.2						Lee Armstrong						CID4436 is not applied		Apply CID4436				TGai General						TGai General: 2014-10-20 14:49:23Z - Editor to check if the resoluton was applied to D3.0.               								2014/10/20 14:49		TGai General

		6093		Hiroki Nakano		204		3		8.4.2.181.2		28		24		G		Y		28.00		24		8.4.2.181.2						Lee Armstrong						CID4436 is not applied		Apply CID4436				TGai General						TGai General: 2014-10-20 14:49:23Z - Editor to check if the resoluton was applied to D3.0.               								2014/10/20 14:49		TGai General

		6094		Hiroki Nakano		204		3		10.45.3.2		101		31		G		Y		101.00		31		10.45.3.2						Lee Armstrong						CID4436 is not applied		Apply CID4436				TGai General						TGai General: 2014-10-20 14:49:23Z - Editor to check if the resoluton was applied to D3.0.               								2014/10/20 14:49		TGai General

		6095		Hiroki Nakano		204		3		8.4.2.183		60		50		E		Y		60.00		50		8.4.2.183												The vertical line at the leftmost of Figure 8-574x FILSC Type subfield format is too long.		Shorten the line.				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6096		Hiroki Nakano		204		3		8.6.8.1		67		51		E		Y		67.00		51		8.6.8.1												Thickness of a vertical line is strange.		Fix the line.				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6097		Hiroki Nakano		204		3		8.6.8.38		68		44		E		Y		68.00		44		8.6.8.38												There is an empty box in Figure 8-662a		Remove the empty box.				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6098		Hiroki Nakano		204		3		10.45.1		96		61		E		N		96.00		61		10.45.1												strange syntax?		Replace the sentence with:
FILS is neither supported in IBSS, PBSS nor MBSS.				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6099		Hiroki Nakano		204		3		10.45.3.1		99		33		T		Y		99.00		33		10.45.3.1						Hitoshi Morioka						FILS makes the same number of FILS HLP Containers as HLP packets.		"the non-AP STA shall construct multiple FILS HLP Container elements for each HLP packet."
should be
"the non-AP STA shall construct a FILS HLP Container element for each HLP packet."				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:52		TGai General

		6100		Hiroki Nakano		204		3		10.45.3.1		99		35		T		N		99.00		35		10.45.3.1						Hitoshi Morioka						Make sure that all FILS HLP Containers are put into a Association/Reassociation Request frame.		"Then the non-AP STA transmits Association/Reassociation Request including FILS HLP Container element(s)."
should be
"Then the non-AP STA transmits Association/Reassociation Request including all the FILS HLP Container elements."				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:52		TGai General

		6101		Hiroki Nakano		204		3		10.45.3.1		100		1		T		N		100.00		1		10.45.3.1						Hitoshi Morioka						Please point out that DHCP uses broadcast.		Insert the following text:
Note that the most popular protocol for IP address assignment, DHCP, uses group-addressed data frame.				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:52		TGai General

		6102		Hiroki Nakano		204		3		10.45.3.1		100		30		T		N		100.00		30		10.45.3.1						Hitoshi Morioka						FILS HLP Containers are passed via MLME-ASSOCIATE.indication to upper layers and also generates MA-DATAUNIT.indication?		Mention here that both indication are generated. Or stop either of them.				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:52		TGai General

		6103		Hiroki Nakano		204		3		11.11.2.2.1		113		8		E		Y		113.00		8		11.11.2.2.1												Wrong spelling in the box under the box of Authentication Server (AS)		"posses" should be "possesses"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6104		Hitoshi Morioka		204		3		3.2		3		47		E		N		3.00		47		3.2												"Implements" should be "implements".		Change "Implements" to "implements".				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6105		Hitoshi Morioka		204		3		10.3.4.3		93		20		T		N		93.00		20		10.3.4.3						George Cherian						No explanation about the usage of AssocTimeout Info		Add the following sentenses at the end of the clause 10.3.4.3:
"An AP may provide estimated latency of association response. The latency is provided in the Association Timeout Info element (8.4.2.171 Association Timeout Info element). When a non-AP STA receives the Authentication frame including Association Timeout Info element, the non-AP STA should set the dot11AssociationResponseTimeOut equal to or larger than the content of the element."				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:49		TGai General

		6106		James Lepp		204		3		11.5.1.1.2.b		106		3		E		N		106.00		3		11.5.1.1.2.b												Typo: EEE		IEEE				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6107		James Lepp		204		3		10.3.2		88		7		T		Y		88.00		7		10.3.2						Rob Sun						The new state 5 is redundant.		Suggest to reuse the exsting states, and add new transitions. The new management frames justify new state transitions, but not a new state.				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:46		TGai General

		6108		James Lepp		204		3		4.10.3.6.1		7		21		T		Y		7.00		21		4.10.3.6.1						George Cherian						In Figure 4-28a is the Probe Request/Response step a mandatory step in FILS authentication, or is it an optional pre-requisite?		Clarify figure, and/or accompanying text. Based on reading many other sections I could not figure out if the probe contained information vital to the following FILS authentication. If the probe request doesn't contain any data vital to the later FILS authentication being successful I suggest the Probe Request/Response be decoupled in this figure.				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:26		TGai General

		6109		Jarkko Kneckt		204		3		10.1.4.3.5		83		50		T		N		83.00		50		10.1.4.3.5						Jarkko Kneckt						The sentence is contradicting the following sentence and the sentence does not add value to the descriptions.		Delete the sentence:"The Probe Response frame is..."				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:45		TGai General

		6110		Jarkko Kneckt		204		3		10.1.4.3.4		83		42		T		N		83.00		42		10.1.4.3.4						Jarkko Kneckt						Networks should be capable to reduce the number of transmitted probe responses. The current 802.11ai mechanisms do not scale to dense deployments. Only the APs that are relevant candidates for association in a network need to be discovered. Probe Responses from other APs are wasting transmisson resources. The network should be capable to balance the load to APs that are capable to serve the offered load by making the best candidate APs more discoverable and hiding poorly performing APs or APs with poor link.		Add possibility for the network to make only the relevant candidate APs to be discoverable.  Ensure that each network sends at least one Probe Response per Probe Request, enable cancelation of probe response transmission from the APs that are not relevant candidates.				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:45		TGai General

		6111		Jarkko Kneckt		204		3		8.4.2.171		43		43		T		N		43.00		43		8.4.2.171						Xiaofei Wang						The use of the Association Timeout field does not have normative text. The trext should be included to association clauses and the operation should be described for both the STA and the AP.		Define the normative operation for the use of the  Association Timeout field.				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6112		Jarkko Kneckt		204		3		8.4.2.169		41		26		T		N		41.00		26		8.4.2.169						Santosh Pandey						802.11ai seems to replace the Reduced Neighbor Report with the Short Neighbor Report. There are many places in the standard, especially in the 802.11mc that discusses on the Reduced Negihbor Report, not short neighbor report. As a reader I am confused, there seems to be two names and operations for a single element.		Use short neighbor report systematically and eliminate all instances of reduced neighbor report.				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:33		TGai General

		6113		Jarkko Kneckt		204		3		8.6.8.38		68		48		T		N		68.00		48		8.6.8.38						Xiaofei Wang						The Operating class should be added to FILS discovery mode in order to know the band and the bandwidth of the AP.		Add the Operating Class field and describe how it is used with FILS discovery frame. Ass sentences like:Operating Class field is 1 octet in length and indicates the band and bandwidth of the primary channel of the APs in this Neighbor AP Information field. Valid values of Operating Class are shown in Table E-4 (Global operating classes).				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6114		Jarkko Kneckt		204		3		8.4.2.175		48		4		T		N		48.00		4		8.4.2.175						George Cherian						A random number cannot identify the used protocol. A random number can identify the session that is ongoing for a specific protocol. The session identifier is proposed by the name of the element		Rewrite the description of the FILS session to provide the random number identifying the session, not the protocol.				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:34		TGai General

		6115		Jarkko Kneckt		204		3		8.4.2.169.1		42		26		T		N		42.00		26		8.4.2.169.1						Santosh Pandey						The Filtered Neighbor AP field is present only in Short Neighbor Report elements that are included to Probe Response frame. Why teh Filtered Neighbor AP field cannot be used when the short Neighbor Report element is included to Beacon. To me the use of the element should be allowed also in Beacon frames.		Enable the use of hte Filtered Neighbor AP subfield in Beacon frames.				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:33		TGai General

		6116		Jarkko Kneckt		204		3		8.4.2.178		50		19		T		N		50.00		19		8.4.2.178						Jeongki Kim						The BSS initialization is done through MLME-BSS-START. The use of the correct mlme reference makes the text more precise.		Use MLME-BSS-START in stead of AP initialization.				TGai General														2014/10/21 16:23		EDITOR

		6117		Jarkko Kneckt		204		3		8.4.2.181		54		22		T		N		54.00		22		8.4.2.181						George Cherian						What the STA is expected to do, if the IPv4 or IPv6 address that is provided through FILS IP Address Assignment element is duplicate to already existing IP address, or does not operate correctly?		Clarify the expected STA behaviour when the assigned IP address does not operate correctly. Articulate operation for all main cases and provide guidance where more information can be found. Alternatively, if the expalnations for operation in error cases cannet be given, delete the FILS IP Assignment.				TGai General														2014/10/21 15:53		TGai General

		6118		Joseph Levy		204		3		4.5.4.2		5		32		G		Y		5.00		32		4.5.4.2						Xiaofei Wang						The description of FILS authentication is not useful as provided.  It should be a general description introducing the FILS authentication capability, not a reference to a later clause.		Change text to read: "FILS authentication allows for faster connection to the network for FILS non-AP STAs by providing authentication, association, and key confirmation information in an efficient number of frame exchanges."				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6119		Joseph Levy		204		3		4.5.4.2		5		51		T		Y		5.00		51		4.5.4.2						Xiaofei Wang						As stated, it seems that all non-DMG STAs in an RSN for an infrastructure BSS must use SAE, FILS and Open System 802.11 authentication.  This is not true as FILS is only used by a FILS STA, while FILS STAs must support SAE and Open Systems authentication, non-FILS STAs need not support FILS authentication.		Change text to read.  "SAE authentication and Open System 802.11 authentication are used by non-DMG STAs in an RSN for an infrastructure BSS.  FILS authentication may be used by non-DMG FILS STAs in an RSN for an infrastructure BSS."				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6120		Joseph Levy		204		3		4.10.7		8		12		G		Y		8.00		12		4.10.7						Xiaofei Wang						There is no need to restrict the STA behavior to when not performing FILS authentication, as there is nothing stopping a FILS STA from performing these procedures and the FILS STA may perform these procedures.  Hence, the statement should be removed.		Delete the phrase "When not performing FILS authentication"  and capitalize the T in "the".				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6121		Joseph Levy		204		3		4.10.7		8		19		G		Y		8.00		19		4.10.7						Xiaofei Wang						The wording and description of FILS STA behavior for PMKSA caching and use is not very clear and is confusing.		Replace the paragraph with the following text: "A FILS STA performing FILS authentication can  supply a list of PMK identifiers in its initial Authentication frame.  Each PMK identifier names a PMKSA; the PMKSA contains a single PMK.  If the AP has retained an identified PMKSA it can facilitate a faster connection by providing a single identified PMKSA in the transmitted Authentication frame.  The STA and AP then can use the PMK from the cached PMKSA in FILS handshaking to authenticate. FILS authenticators that support PMK caching may identify themselves to STAs using a Cache Identifier.  A FILS STA that has successfully established a PMKSA at an AP identifying a particular Cache Identifier, can attempt to use PMK caching in a subsequent attempt with any AP that uses the same Cache Identifier."				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6122		Joseph Levy		204		3		6.3.3.2.3		10		15		E		Y		10.00		15		6.3.3.2.3												The descriptions for ReportingOption and APConfigurationSequenceNumber are different in style. For ReportingOption, the parameter being optional is mentioned in the last sentence; while for APConfigurationSequenceNumber is optional is being mentioned in the first sentence		Use the same style for descriptions for both parameters				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6123		Joseph Levy		204		3		6.3.3.2.3		10		16		T		Y		10.00		16		6.3.3.2.3						Xiaofei Wang						need to add reason/comment.		Modify the sentence describing ReportingOption as follows (replacing STA with BSS) "When immediate reporting is requested, every
BSS that is discovered during the scanning process shall be immediately returned"				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6124		Joseph Levy		204		3		6.3.3.3.1		10		51		E		Y		10.00		51		6.3.3.3.1												"This primitive returns the descriptions of the set of BSSs detected by the scan process." The BSSs should be changed to "BSS(s)" since it is possible that a description of a single BSS is returned, when ReportingOption is set to Immediate.		change "BSSs" to "BSS(s)" in the indicated sentence and anywhere else it is appropriate				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6125		Joseph Levy		204		3		6.3.3.3.1		10		54		E		Y		10.00		54		6.3.3.3.1												"When ReportingOption parameter value is AT_END a single MLMESCAN.Confirm primitive is issued." The style is different from the last sentence; also MLME-SCAN is not spelled correctly. Confirm should be confirm.		Change the sentence to "When the value of the ReportingOption parameter is AT_END, a single MLME-SCAN.confirm is issued."				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6126		Joseph Levy		204		3		6.3.3.3.2		12		33		T		Y		12.00		33		6.3.3.3.2						Xiaofei Wang						For short neighbor AP report in the BSSDescriptionFromFDSet, a reference is made to 8.4.2.169 (Reduced-Short Neighbor Report). However, that section was named Reduced Neighbor Report in RevMC 3.0. The section name should not be changed since it breaks the existing standards. Add a new clause to define the "Short Neighbor AP Report".		Creating a new clause "Short Neighbor AP Report" and refer the Short Neighbor AP Report in the Table to that section.				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6127		Joseph Levy		204		3		8.6.8.38		68		35		T		Y		68.00		35		8.6.8.38						Xiaofei Wang						By adding Timestamp and Beacon Interval fields, the FILS Discovery frame is expanded quite a bit. The only information needed for a receiving STA is when the next beacon is transmitted. The ANTO field contains such information. Using the ANTO field instead of the Timestamp and Beacon Interval fields will reduce the FD frame size and provide the desired information directly to the STA.		Remove "Timestamp" and "Beacon Interval" fields and make ANTO field mandatory.				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6128		Joseph Levy		204		3		6.3.3.3.2		12		50		T		Y		12.00		50		6.3.3.3.2						Xiaofei Wang						Why does the BSSDescriptionFromFDSet not include CCFS 1? CCFS 1 provides position of CCFS 1 of the BSS which is included in the FILS Discovery frame. It should be reported in the scanning primitive.		Insert a row for CCFS 1				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6129		Joseph Levy		204		3		6.3.3.3.3		12		64		E		Y		12.00		64		6.3.3.3.3												Typo in MLME-SCAN		remove "C" from "MLME-CSCAN" so text reads "MLME-SCAN"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6130		Joseph Levy		204		3		6.3.3.3.2		11		43		E		Y		11.00		43		6.3.3.3.2												"only" in "only if" in the description for CAG number is not needed		remove "only"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6131		Joseph Levy		204		3		8.3.3.10		32		34		E		Y		32.00		34		8.3.3.10												extra "_" after report		remove "_"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6132		Joseph Levy		204		3		8.3.3.10		33		9		E		Y		33.00		9		8.3.3.10												extra "_" after Number.		remove "_"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6133		Joseph Levy		204		3		8.3.3.10		33		10		E		Y		33.00		10		8.3.3.10												extra "_" after "is true."		remove "_"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6134		Joseph Levy		204		3		8.3.3.2		27		37		T		Y		27.00		37		8.3.3.2						Xiaofei Wang						The term "Common ANQP Number (CAG) Number" is used, while in other places only "CAG Number" is used. The usage should be fixed.		change it to "CAG Number", except in the first instance of use in the text where is should read: "Common ANQP Group (CAG) Number"				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6135		Joseph Levy		204		3		8.4.2.1		40		17		E		Y		40.00		17		8.4.2.1												Parentheses missing from "See 9.42 (Element fragmentation) and 9.43 (Element defragmentation)."		Change sentence: "If present, the Fragment element appears immediately after the element that it is fragmenting or after the previous Fragment element. See 9.42 (Element fragmentation) and 9.43 (Element defragmentation)."
To be:  "If present, the Fragment element appears immediately after the element that it is fragmenting or after the previous Fragment element (see 9.42 (Element fragmentation) and 9.43 (Element defragmentation))."				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6136		Joseph Levy		204		3		8.4.2.26		41		3		E		Y		41.00		3		8.4.2.26												Please fix the instructions to the editor to read properly, by inserting a space and an "a" missing in "Insertnew"		Editor instructions should read:
"Insert a new row at the end of Table 8-142--Capabilities field as follows:"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6137		Joseph Levy		204		3		8.4.2.26		41		7		E		Y		41.00		7		8.4.2.26												Table number is incorrect see: 802.11mc REV3.0		Correct Table number:
"Table 8-142--Capabilities field"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6138		Joseph Levy		204		3		8.4.2.169		41		26		T		Y		41.00		26		8.4.2.169						Xiaofei Wang						The title should not be changed since it breaks the existing standards		Restore the title of the Section to "Reduced Neighbor Report element"				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6139		Joseph Levy		204		3		8.4.2.169.1		42		38		T		Y		42.00		38		8.4.2.169.1						Xiaofei Wang						The specification of the TBTT Information field breaks the existing specification as specified in Figure 8-573 in RevMC 3.0, which include a TBTT Offset and Optional elements, with each optional element preceded by a 1-octet Subelement ID field and Length field. The current TBTT Information field may contain up to three elements, without any Subelements ID and Length field.

In addition, the contents of the TBTT Information field are not clearly defined.  It is very confusing to have the TBTT Information Length of 11 to be described in two location, one has to assume that for TBTT Information Length 11 both statements are true and the values are combined.  It is much clearer to simply state what is contained in the TBTT Information field.		Suggest to use a new clause describing Short Neighbor Report which do not alter the existing description for Reduced Neighbor Report to avoid breaking the existing specification.

In addition, suggest to change the TBTT Length and TBTT Information field in the new section for Short Neighbor Report as follows: "When the TBTT length is 1, the TBTT Information field contains the TBTT Offset field; when the TBTT Length is 5,the TBTT Information field contains the TBTT Offset field and the Short SSID field; when the TBTT length is 7, the TBTT Information field contains the TBTT Offset field and the BSSID field; when the TBTT length is 11, the TBTT information field contains the TBTT Offset field, the BSSID field and the Short SSID field.				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6140		Joseph Levy		204		3		8.4.2.169.1		43		2		T		Y		43.00		2		8.4.2.169.1						Xiaofei Wang						A STA receiving a Probe Response or FILS Discovery frame, in order to conduct efficient  FILS operation should also be informed as to when the next beacon transmission (TBTT) will be transmitted.  This provides the STA with information as to when it may obtain the additional  information about the BSS that is contained in the beacon, if needed. The TBTT Offset information as defined in Section 8.4.2.169.1 is not useful for FILS operations using Probe Response and FILS Discovery frames to determine when the next TBTT transmission will occur, as the FILS STA will not typically have knowledge of when the last TBTT transmission occurred. Defining a field similar to the ANTO field such as "time in TUs till the next TBTT transmission as measured from the current Probe Response or FILS Discovery frame" would provide the desired information.		Specify a field similar to the ANTO field for Probe Response and FILS Discovery frames as "time in TUs till the next TBTT transmission as measured from the current the Probe Response or FILS Discovery frame". Remove the phrase "when included in a Probe Response frame or FILS Discovery frame"				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6141		Joseph Levy		204		3		8.4.2.171		43		49		T		Y		43.00		49		8.4.2.171						Xiaofei Wang						The description for the Association Timeout Info is missing		add description for Association Timeout Info subfield				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6142		Joseph Levy		204		3		8.4.2.171		43		48		E		Y		43.00		48		8.4.2.171												The title of the figure is incorrect		Replace: "Figure 8-574a--TBTT Information Header subfield"
With: "Figure 8-574a--Association Timeout Info element"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6143		Joseph Levy		204		3		8.4.2.172		44		17		E		Y		44.00		17		8.4.2.172												The language description for the different fields (line17 -34) are different and seems to differ from the style in RevMC.		make the language similar to the other sections				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6144		Joseph Levy		204		3		8.4.2.173		44		54		E		Y		44.00		54		8.4.2.173												Change "MAX" to "Max"		change "MAX" to "Max" in Figure 8-574c				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6145		Joseph Levy		204		3		8.4.2.173		47		17		E		Y		47.00		17		8.4.2.173						Jason Lee						change "It presents" to "It indicates" since "It presents" is different from standards language		as in comment				TGai General														2014/10/21 15:54		TGai General

		6146		Joseph Levy		204		3		8.4.2.179		51		20		E		Y		51.00		20		8.4.2.179												Change "FILS indication" to "FILS Indication"		as in comment				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6147		Joseph Levy		204		3		8.4.2.179		51		20		T		Y		51.00		20		8.4.2.179						Xiaofei Wang						Since line 20 - 27 seems to describe the optional elements in the FILS Indication element, the Public Key Information field, which is also optional as indicated in Figure 8-547k, should also be described here.		add description for Public Key Information field				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6148		Joseph Levy		204		3		8.4.2.180		53		50		E		Y		53.00		50		8.4.2.180												"This element is used for Higher Layer Protocol Packet Encapsulation" the first letters of "Higher Layer Protocol Packet Encapsulation" should not be capitalized.		change the first letter to lower case				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6149		Joseph Levy		204		3		834.2.181.1		55				E		Y		55.00				834.2.181.1												Clause title is confusing, please correct as suggested		Change: "8.4.2.181.1 IP Address Data field request"
To be: "8.4.2.181.1 FILS IP Address Assignment element, IP Address Data field for request"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6150		Joseph Levy		204		3		8.4.2.181.1		55		43		T		Y		55.00		43		8.4.2.181.1						Xiaofei Wang						IPv4 field is not defined, there is a IPv4 Request bit, and a IPv4 Request type bit, but these are not defined as an IPv4 field anywhere.  In addition the bits of the IP Address Request Control field format need to be  clearly defined.  Currently they are not clearly defined. Typically 802.11 will provide a bit map for the fields or a clear definition of the bit values.  Please provide a clear definition of the bits and their values, and label any "sub fields" appropriately.		please specify clearly what IPv4 field or IPv4 fields, IPv6 fields or IPv6 field are, otherwise, change the "B0 B1" to IPv4 field, and "B2 B3" to IPv6 field, using a format similar to that used for the 8.4.2.181.2 IP Address Data Field for response would be preferred.				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6151		Joseph Levy		204		3		8.4.2.181.1		55		43		T		Y		55.00		43		8.4.2.181.1						Xiaofei Wang						Not all sub-fields in the IP Address Data field for request are defined.  Please define all the sub-fields		please define all sub-fields.				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6152		Joseph Levy		204		3		834.2.181.2		56		15		E		Y		56.00		15		834.2.181.2												Clause title is confusing, please correct as suggested		Change: "8.4.2.181.2 IP Address Data field response"
To be: "8.4.2.181.1 FILS IP Address Assignment element, IP Address Data field for response"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6153		Joseph Levy		204		3		8.4.2.181.2		56				T		Y		56.00				8.4.2.181.2						Xiaofei Wang						Not all sub-fields in the IP Address Data field for response are defined.  Please define all the sub-fields		please define all sub-fields.				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6154		Joseph Levy		204		3		8.4.2.183		61		14		T		Y		61.00		14		8.4.2.183						Xiaofei Wang						The setting for FILS user Priority field is missing.		Define the meaning of setting or not setting B0 - B2 in the FILS User Priority subfield				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6155		Joseph Levy		204		3		8.6.8.38		72		32		E		Y		72.00		32		8.6.8.38												there seems to be an extra "sub" after "FILS Discovery frame"		remove "sub"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6156		Joseph Levy		204		3		8.6.8.38		73		2		T		Y		73.00		2		8.6.8.38						Xiaofei Wang						A reference should not be made to the DMG section here. The ANTO TBTT Offset field definition is different as the one defined in the referenced section.		remove the reference to DMG sections. Define a field called ANTO field in Section 8.4.2 and reference the ANTO field to that section.				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6157		Joseph Levy		204		3		8.6.8.38		72		1		T		Y		72.00		1		8.6.8.38						Xiaofei Wang						The title Maximum PHY Type subfield is confusing.   As my understanding is the PHY Type field is only used to allow the FILS Minimum Rate subfield to be defined.  Hence, a more appropriate subfield name is: FILS Minimum Rate PHY Type.		Change the "Maximum PHY Type subfield" to be "FILS Minimum Rate PHY Type" in all locations.				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6158		Joseph Levy		204		3		8.6.8.38		72		44		T		Y		72.00		44		8.6.8.38						Xiaofei Wang						In the table, it is not clear what is the type of the FILS Discovery frame; it is not defined anywhere. Change the names of the headers as proposed.		Change the:
"If received FILS Discovery frame type is 0
(HR/DSSS)"
To be:
"If FILS Minimum Rate PHY Type subfield is 0
(HR/DSSS)"
 Change the:
"If received FILS Discovery frame type is 1
(ERP-OFDM)"
To be:
"If FILS Minimum Rate PHY Type subfield is 1
(ERP-OFDM)"
change:
"If received FILS Discovery frame type is 2
(HT)"
To be:
"If FILS Minimum Rate PHY Type subfield is 2
(HT)"
change:
"If received FILS Discovery frame type is 3
(VHT)"
To be:
"If FILS Minimum Rate PHY Type subfield is 3
(VHT)"				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6159		Joseph Levy		204		3		8.6.8.38		73		13		T		Y		73.00		13		8.6.8.38						Xiaofei Wang						The language of "the Primary Channel field is present" causes confusion since it is an optional field. The same for "CCFS-1 field" below		delete  "present and" in two locations.				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6160		Joseph Levy		204		3		8.6.8.38		68		44		E		Y		68.00		44		8.6.8.38												In Figure 8-662a, the field is called "RSN Information", however, later, on page 73, line 23, the same field is referred to as "FD RSN Information".		change the name of the field to "FD RSN Information".  Check for consistent use of the field name.				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6161		Joseph Levy		204		3		8.6.8.38		68		44		E		Y		68.00		44		8.6.8.38												There is an empty box in the second row of Figure 8-662a		remove the empty box in the figure.				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6162		Joseph Levy		204		3		8.6.24		75		22		E		Y		75.00		22		8.6.24												There is an extra "I" in front of "FILS Container frame"		remove the extra "I"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6163		Joseph Levy		204		3		10.1.4.1		79		28		T		Y		79.00		28		10.1.4.1						Xiaofei Wang						"If dot11FILSActivated is true, the STA shall additionally scan for FILS Discovery (FD)
frames, returning in the BSSDescriptionFromFDSet parameter all FILS Discovery frames of the scanned
ESSs." This sentence uses the style "if dot11FILSActiveted is true" which was replaced by FILS STA and therefore is not consistent with the rest of the text.		Change the text to " A FILS STA shall additionally scan for FILS Discovery (FD)
frames, returning in the BSSDescriptionFromFDSet parameter all FILS Discovery frames of the scanned
ESSs."				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6164		Joseph Levy		204		3		10.1.4.1		79		30		T		Y		79.00		30		10.1.4.1						Xiaofei Wang						"The STA is not required to return a BSSDescriptionFromFDSet parameter for any BSS that produces a
BSSDescriptionFromFDSet in this scan." This sentence is different than the approved resolution for CID 4746. The approved resolution says that a STA is not required to report a BSSDecriptionFromFDset parameter for any BSS that produces a BSSDescriptionSet in a scan, not a BSSDescriptionFromFDSet.		Change the text to " The STA is not required to return a BSSDescriptionFromFDSet parameter for any BSS that produces a
BSSDescriptionSet in this scan." as per approved resolution for CID 4746.				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6165		Joseph Levy		204		3		10.1.4.1		79		37		E		Y		79.00		37		10.1.4.1												"-" missing between MLME and SCAN		add "-"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6166		Joseph Levy		204		3		10.1.4.1		79		36		E		Y		79.00		36		10.1.4.1												extra "9" and parenthesis in "(see 8.4.2.2 9SSID element))"		remove "9" and the last parenthesis				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6167		Joseph Levy		204		3		10.1.4.1		79		44		T		Y		79.00		44		10.1.4.1						Xiaofei Wang						There does not seem to be a description of the behavior of issuing a MLME-SCAN.confirm primitive when it is to be issued  multiple times as is required when the ReportingOption is immediate or Channel-Specific.  This behavior should be defined.		add the sentence "A MLME-SCAN confirm primitive is issued each time that a suitable BSS is discovered when the value of ReportingOption parameter in the MLME-SCAN.request is equal to Immediate or Channel-Specific"				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6168		Joseph Levy		204		3		10.1.4.3.2		81		24		T		Y		81.00		24		10.1.4.3.2						Xiaofei Wang						The following sentence is very poorly constructed and in very unclear, please correct: "2) If the ReportingOption of the MLME-SCAN.request primitive is IMMEDIATE, and the scanning STA detects an unreported AP or information of the AP to which MLME-SCAN.confirm primitive has not been issued during the ongoing scan is detected, then issue a MLME-SCAN.confirm primitive with the Result-Code equal to INTERMEDIATE_SCAN_RESULT
and one or more BSSDescriptionSet, BSSDescriptionFromFDSet, or BSSDescriptionFromMeasurementPilotSet containing information of the detected AP;"		Change the text to "2) If the ReportingOption of the MLME-SCAN.request primitive is IMMEDIATE, and the scanning FILS STA detects a BSS for which MLME-SCAN.confirm primitive has not been issued during the ongoing scan, then a MLME-SCAN.confirm primitive with the Result-Code equal to INTERMEDIATE_SCAN_RESULT
and one or more BSSDescriptionSet, BSSDescriptionFromFDSet, or BSSDescriptionFromMeasurementPilotSet containing information of the detected BSS is immediately issued;"				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6169		Joseph Levy		204		3		10.1.4.3.4		82		57		T		Y		82.00		57		10.1.4.3.4						Xiaofei Wang						No action is described in "STAs with dot11FILSActivated equal to true and the Probe Request frame contains a FILS Request Parameters element and the following criteria are met:" What happens if the conditions are met? There is no clear answer either at the end of the current 10.1.4.3.4 in RevMC 3.0 where the next text should be inserted. Also should use "FILS STA" instead of "STAs with dot11FILSActivated equal to true"		Change the first part of the text to "A FILS STA shall not respond to a Probe Request frame if the Probe Request contains a FILS Request parameters element and the following criteria are met:" or specify more clearly where the text should be inserted.				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6170		Joseph Levy		204		3		10.1.4.3.5		83		45		E		Y		83.00		45		10.1.4.3.5												The name of the section "Criteria for sending a probe response" is different than the modified section name for 10.1.4.3.4 which is now "Criteria for sending a response"		remove "probe" so the text reads "10.1.4.3.4 (Criteria for sending a response)"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6171		Joseph Levy		204		3		10.1.4.3.5		83		54		E		Y		83.00		54		10.1.4.3.5						Jason Lee						The following sentence is redundant "The Address 1 field shall be set to the address of the STA that generated the probe request if the STA is not indicating FILS Capability." since the content has been covered in the previous sentence which is "A FILS STA that transmits a Probe Response frame shall either set the Address 1 field to the address of the STA that generated the probe request or shall set it to the broadcast address if the STA that generated the probe request indicated FILS Capability."		remove the sentence "The Address 1 field shall be set to the address of the STA that generated the probe request if the STA is not indicating FILS Capability."				TGai General														2014/10/21 15:54		TGai General

		6172		Joseph Levy		204		3		10.1.4.3.5		84		2		T		Y		84.00		2		10.1.4.3.5						Xiaofei Wang						"ANQP Configuration Sequence Number" should be changed to "CAG Number" since the element has been renamed.		Change the text to read as "A STA in which dot11InterworkingServiceActivated is true may include in the Probe Response frame a CAG Number element containing the current sequence number of the AP's GAS configuration information."				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6173		Joseph Levy		204		3		10.1.4.3.5		84		29		E		Y		84.00		29		10.1.4.3.5												"Ids" should be capitalized in "c) A Beacon frame contains the Element Ids requested by the Requested Element IDs."		Change the text to read as "c) A Beacon frame contains the Element IDs requested by the Requested Element IDs"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6174		Joseph Levy		204		3		10.1.4.3.5		84		35		T		Y		84.00		35		10.1.4.3.5						Xiaofei Wang						The last "Probe Response" should be "Probe Request" in the sentence "If a Probe Response frame is transmitted, then the individually addressed Probe Response frame shall be transmitted to all non-FILS STAs from which a Probe Response frame is received."		Change the text to read as "If a Probe Response frame is transmitted, then the individually addressed Probe Response frame shall be transmitted to all non-FILS STAs from which a Probe Request frame is received."				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6175		Joseph Levy		204		3		10.1.4.3.7		85		6		E		Y		85.00		6		10.1.4.3.7												CAG element should be changed to CAG Number element as it is the proper name		Change the text to read as "A STA in which dot11InterworkingServiceActivated is true may include in the Probe Response frame a CAG Number element containing the current sequence number of the AP's GAS configuration information."				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6176		Joseph Levy		204		3		10.1.4.3.8		85		49		T		Y		85.00		49		10.1.4.3.8						Jeongki Kim						The AP Configuration Information Set has been changed to "BSS Configuration Parameter Set" and hence the following sentence should be updated "An AP retaining an AP-CSN list shall increase the current AP-CSN value (modulo 128) by one if an update occurs to any of the fields or elements within the AP Configuration Information Set."		change the text to read as "An AP retaining an AP-CSN list shall increase the current AP-CSN value (modulo 128) by one if an update occurs to any of the fields or elements within the BSS Configuration Parameter Set." Also check for all instances of "AP Configuration Information Set" and update them to "BSS Configuration Parameter Set".				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 16:22		EDITOR

		6177		Joseph Levy		204		3		10.1.4.3.8		85		52		T		Y		85.00		52		10.1.4.3.8						Jeongki Kim						The following sentence needs to be updated: "An AP with dot11FILSActivated true may provide the STAs with dot11FILSActivated true the definition of the AP Configuration Information Set and its AP-CSN value by sending a Beacon frame or a Probe Response frame including an AP-CSN element (as defined in 8.4.2.178 (AP Configuration Sequence Number element)) with the Full-Set Indicator set to 1." The sentence should be updated in the following way: 1) Use FILS AP and FILS STA instead of AP/STA with dot11FILSActived true; 2) AP Configuration Information Set has been changed to BSS Configuration Parameter Set; 3) the Full-Set indicator seems to have been removed from AP-CSN element.		Change the text to " A FILS AP may provide FILS STAs its definition of the BSS Configuration Parameter Set and its AP-CSN value by sending a Beacon frame or a Probe Response frame including an AP-CSN element (as defined in 8.4.2.178 (AP Configuration Sequence Number element))."				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 16:22		EDITOR

		6178		Joseph Levy		204		3		10.1.4.3.8		85		59		T		Y		85.00		59		10.1.4.3.8						Jeongki Kim						Multiple instances of "AP Configuration Information Set" and "BSS Configuration Parameter Set" are found throughout the spec, please use the agreed name for all the references to the BSS Configuration Parameter Set.		change all instances of "AP Configuration Information Set" to "BSS Configuration Parameter Set"				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 16:22		EDITOR

		6179		Joseph Levy		204		3		10.1.4.3.8		86		8		T		Y		86.00		8		10.1.4.3.8						Jeongki Kim						The following sentence is poorly constructed. "a) If the received AP-CSN value matches with the current AP-CSN value of the AP, the AP should send an optimized Probe Response frame including only mandatory fields (i.e., Timestamp, Capability, Beacon Interval), the current AP-CSN element and one or more elements among dynamic elements defined in this subclause which should be supported by the AP and the STA.." It is unclear which part should be supported by the AP and the STA, also there is an extra "." at the end.		Change the text to read as "a) If the received AP-CSN value matches with the current AP-CSN value of the AP, the AP should send an optimized Probe Response frame including only mandatory fields (i.e., Timestamp, Capability, Beacon Interval), the current AP-CSN element and one or more elements among dynamic elements defined in this subclause."				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 16:22		EDITOR

		6180		Joseph Levy		204		3		10.1.4.3.8		86		18		T		Y		86.00		18		10.1.4.3.8						Jeongki Kim						In the sentence "b) If the received AP-CSN value matches with one of the previous AP-CSN values in AP-CSN List, the AP should send an optimized Probe Response frame including only mandatory fields, the current AP-CSN element 0, the information elements which need to be updated at the STA, and one or more elements among dynamic elements defined in this subclause which should be supported by the AP and the STA.",  the last part, namely, " which should be supported by the AP and the STA" is unclear and confusing.		Change the text to read as "b) If the received AP-CSN value matches with one of the previous AP-CSN values in AP-CSN List, the AP should send an optimized Probe Response frame including only mandatory fields, the current AP-CSN element, the information elements which need to be updated at the STA, and one or more elements among dynamic elements defined in this subclause."				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 16:22		EDITOR

		6181		Joseph Levy		204		3		10.1.4.3.8		86		20		T		Y		86.00		20		10.1.4.3.8						Jeongki Kim						The FullSet Indicator seems to be removed from D3.0 in Clause 8, therefore the following sentence should be updated by removing the Full Set Indicator related text: "c) If the received AP-CSN value does not match with any of AP-CSN values in the AP-CSN List, the AP shall send a Probe Response frame with its current AP-CSN with the FullSet indicator set to 1 and the information fields and elements as defined in 8.3.3.10 (Probe Response frame format)."		Change the text to read as "c) If the received AP-CSN value does not match with any of the AP-CSN values in the AP-CSN List, the AP shall send a Probe Response frame with its current AP-CSN and the information fields and elements as defined in 8.3.3.10 (Probe Response frame format)."				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 16:22		EDITOR

		6182		Joseph Levy		204		3		10.3.1		86		47		T		Y		86.00		47		10.3.1						Xiaofei Wang						It is redundant to state that a FILS STA has dot11FILSActivated equal to true; also there is no other places mentioning dot11FILSImplemented in the spec, so the term dot11FILSImplmented should therefore be removed. The following sentence should be updated accordingly: "A FILS STA that has dot11FILSImplemented equal to true and dot11FILSActivated equal to true uses state
transition as described in 10.3.2 (State transition diagram for nonmesh STAs), in which the STA keeps an enumerated state variable."		Change the text to read as "A FILS STA uses state transition as described in 10.3.2 (State transition diagram for nonmesh STAs), in which the STA keeps an enumerated state variable."				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6183		Joseph Levy		204		3		10.3.4.1		91		39		E		Y		91.00		39		10.3.4.1												"and" is a typo and should be an "an" in the sentence "Upon and unsuccessful FILS authentication, the STA leaves a FILS STA's state unchanged."		Change "and" to "an" so that the text is to read as "Upon an unsuccessful FILS authentication, the STA leaves a FILS STA's state unchanged."				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6184		Joseph Levy		204		3		10.25.3.2.1		94		47		T		Y		94.00		47		10.25.3.2.1						Xiaofei Wang						SSID is not unique to an AP, but to an ESS. Please clarify whether the CAG Version should be associated with only an SSID? Since the sentence "stored CAG Version and the values of BSSID, HESSID, or SSID associated with the responding AP" seems to allow that possibility to allow a CAG Version to be associated with an SSID only. Similar comments for the rest of the paragraph.		If the CAG Version is associated with a BSS, instead of a ESS only, then change the text to read as "The STA stores the CAG Version and the BSSID or HESSID of the responding AP. In addition, it may store the SSID of the responding AP." make similar changes where appropriate in the same section.				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6185		Joseph Levy		204		3		10.45.2.1		98		3		E		Y		98.00		3		10.45.2.1												Extra "all" in the text		remove "all"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6186		Joseph Levy		204		3		10.45.2.2		98		24		E		Y		98.00		24		10.45.2.2												There two identical paragraphs from line 24 - 32		remove one of the two repetitive paragraphs				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6187		Joseph Levy		204		3		10.45.3		99		1		E		Y		99.00		1		10.45.3												A FILS STA is a STA that is capable of FILS, therefore the word "capable" in "FILS capable STAs" in redundant; the same comment for line 2 on the same page		Change the text of "FILS capable STAs" to "FILS STAs" in all instances where appropriate				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6188		Joseph Levy		204		3		10.45.5		102		46		T		Y		102.00		46		10.45.5						Xiaofei Wang						In order to limit the number of STAs conducting FILS operations at any given time, differentiated initial link setup should apply to all kinds FILS frames, such as association request frames, not just to authentication frames.		Change the text to read as "To limit the number of STAs that attempt link setup concurrently, the differentiated link setup procedure provides a method for an AP to moderate the rate at which non-AP STAs transmit Authentication Request and Association Request frames to the AP."				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6189		Joseph Levy		204		3		11.5.1.1.2		105		31		T		Y		105.00		31		11.5.1.1.2						Xiaofei Wang						The way FILS authentication is added to PMKSA implies that it is basically equivalent and can replace with an SAE exchange.  I do not believe this to be true.  I think separate statements for SAE and FILS are necessary		Replace: "When the PMKSA is the result of a successful SAE authentication or FILS Authenticationauthentication, it is generated as a result of the successful completion of the SAE exchange or FILS Authentication authentication exchange, respectively."
With:
"When the PMKSA is the result of a successful SAE authentication, it is generated as a result of the successful completion of the SAE exchange.  When the PMKSA is the result of a successful FILS authentication, it is generated as a result of the successful completion of the FILS exchange."				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6190		Joseph Levy		204		3		11.5.1.1.2		105		33		T		Y		105.00		33		11.5.1.1.2						Xiaofei Wang						The use of the word "This" is unclear as this usually refers to a specific instance.  Is "This" the IEEE 802.1X security exchange, the SAE exchange, or the FILS exchange?  Does the sentence intend to say that all PMSKAs are bidirectional and are used by both parties?  If so then the sentence should be corrected so that this is clear, if not than what the this refers to should be made clear.		Replace "This security
association is bidirectional."  with "All security associations are bidirectional"				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6191		Joseph Levy		204		3		11.5.1.1.2		105		35		E		Y		105.00		35		11.5.1.1.2												The sentence is currently unclear, as "completes successfully" should apply to both the EAP authentication or the FILS authentication.  But, as it is currently written it only applies to FILS authentication.		Change the sentence to read as follows: "The PMKSA is created by the Supplicant's SME when the EAP authentication  completes successfully or the FILS authentication completes successfully or the PSK is configured."				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6192		Joseph Levy		204		3		11.5.1.1.2		105		37		T		Y		105.00		37		11.5.1.1.2						Xiaofei Wang						The way that FILS has been added to this sentence has broken the specification.  As it now reads the PMSKA is created by the information obtained from the Authenticator's SME for all cases.  This is not true.  The PMKSA is created from the AS information only when IEEE 802.1X authentication is used.  Other wise (for SAE or FILS or case when the PSK is configured) the PMSKA is created by Authenticator's SME at the competition the exchange or configuration of the PSK.		Change the sentence to read as follows: "The PMKSA is created by the Authenticator's SME when the PMK is created from the keying information transferred from the AS in an IEEE 802.1X authentication exchange, or when the PMK is provided by the successful completion of a SAE exchange, or the successful completion of a FILS authentication exchange, or when the PSK is configured."				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6193		Joseph Levy		204		3		11.5.1.3.2		106		8		T		Y		106.00		8		11.5.1.3.2						Xiaofei Wang						This section references section 4.10.3.6, section 4 should not contain normative text and hence should not be referenced by a normative section as containing normative behavior.		Relocate the normative text from section 4 to this section.  All normative text should be removed from section 4.				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6194		Joseph Levy		204		3		11.5.1.3.2		107		21		T		Y		107.00		21		11.5.1.3.2						Xiaofei Wang						Why is the case of FILS authentication not handled in the same manner as SAE authentication for the case of a no longer valid PMK or non-matching PMKID?		Add the behavior for FILS authentication by  adding the phase "or FILS authentication" following "SAE authentication".				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6195		Joseph Levy		204		3		11.5.1.3.2		107		1		T		Y		107.00		1		11.5.1.3.2						Xiaofei Wang						The wording "new AP" and "old AP" are unclear and undefined.  Suggest using better terms such as "associated AP" and "target AP".		replace all instances of "old AP" with "associated AP"  and all instances of "new AP" with "target AP".				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6196		Joseph Levy		204		3		11.5.1.3.2		107		36		T		Y		107.00		36		11.5.1.3.2						Xiaofei Wang						The phrase "As a STA may initiate FILS authentication to multiple other APs while associated with an one AP."  does not seem to contain any useful information.  Is the intent to point out the FILS authentication allows the capability to obtain and cache a PMK for a target AP while associated to a different AP.  If so the sentence should be revised to make this clear.   If the intent is to provide some different information it should be clarified.  If neither of these are true the sentence should be removed.		Replace the sentence  "As a FILS STA may initiate FILS authentication to multiple other APs while associated with an one AP." with:  "A FILS STA may while associated with an AP perform FILS authentication with one or more target APs to obtain a PMK for the target AP(s), the obtained PMK(s) can be added to the cache of the FILS STA."				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6197		Katsuo Yunoki		204		3		8.4.2.169.1		42		26		E		Y		42.00		26		8.4.2.169.1												Reduced Neighbor AP Report should be Short Neighbor Report.		Change "Reduced Neighbor AP" to "Short Neighbor".				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6198		Katsuo Yunoki		204		3		10.1.4.3.5		83		60		E		Y		83.00		60		10.1.4.3.5												the Request element seems to be FILS Request Parameters element.		Change "Request" to "FILS Request Parameters".				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6199		Katsuo Yunoki		204		3		8.4.2.173		44				T		Y		44.00				8.4.2.173						George Calchev						I cannot find the Reduced Neighbor Report Request element ID in FILS Request Parameters element. It is reffered from 10.1.4.3.5 and 10.1.4.3.5.		Neighbor Report Request may be defined in FILS criteria field.				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:33		TGai General

		6200		Katsuo Yunoki		204		3		10.1.4.3.5		83		62		E		Y		83.00		62		10.1.4.3.5												Reduced Neighbor AP Report should be Short Neighbor Report.		Change "Reduced Neighbor AP" to "Short Neighbor".				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6201		Katsuo Yunoki		204		3		10.1.4.3.7		84		65		E		Y		84.00		65		10.1.4.3.7												the Request element seems to be FILS Request Parameters element.		Change "Request" to "FILS Request Parameters".				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6202		Katsuo Yunoki		204		3		10.1.4.3.7		85		1		E		Y		85.00		1		10.1.4.3.7												Reduced Neighbor AP Report should be Short Neighbor Report.		Change "Reduced Neighbor AP" to "Short Neighbor".				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6203		Katsuo Yunoki		204		3		10.44.8		96		18		E		Y		96.00		18		10.44.8												The tiele of this subclause should be Short Neighbor Report		Change "Reduce" to "Short".				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6204		Katsuo Yunoki		204		3		10.44.8		96		24		E		Y		96.00		24		10.44.8												Reduced Neighbor Report should be Short Neighbor Report.		Change "Reduce" to "Short".				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6205		Katsuo Yunoki		204		3		10.44.8		96		25		E		Y		96.00		25		10.44.8												Reduced Neighbor Report should be Short Neighbor Report.		Change "Reduce" to "Short".				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6206		Katsuo Yunoki		204		3		10.44.8		96		26		E		Y		96.00		26		10.44.8												Reduced Neighbor Report should be Short Neighbor Report.		Change "Reduce" to "Short".				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6207		Katsuo Yunoki		204		3		10.44.8		96		31		E		Y		96.00		31		10.44.8												Reduced Neighbor Report should be Short Neighbor Report.		Change "Reduce" to "Short".				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6208		Katsuo Yunoki		204		3		10.44.8		96		32		E		Y		96.00		32		10.44.8												Reduced Neighbor Report should be Short Neighbor Report.		Change "Reduce" to "Short".				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6209		Katsuo Yunoki		204		3		10.44.8		96		34		E		Y		96.00		34		10.44.8												Reduced Neighbor Report should be Short Neighbor Report.		Change "Reduce" to "Short".				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6210		Katsuo Yunoki		204		3		10.44.8		96		37		E		Y		96.00		37		10.44.8												Reduced Neighbor Report should be Short Neighbor Report.		Change "Reduce" to "Short".				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6211		Katsuo Yunoki		204		3		10.44.8		96		39		E		Y		96.00		39		10.44.8												Reduced Neighbor Report should be Short Neighbor Report.		Change "Reduce" to "Short".				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6212		Katsuo Yunoki		204		3		B.4.29		127		12		E		Y		127.00		12		B.4.29												Reduced Neighbor Report should be Short Neighbor Report.		Change "Reduce" to "Short".				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6213		Katsuo Yunoki		204		3		B.4.29		127		15		E		Y		127.00		15		B.4.29												Reduced Neighbor Report should be Short Neighbor Report.		Change "ReducedShort" to "Short".				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6214		Lee Armstrong		204		3		4.10.3.6		6		56		G		N		6.00		56		4.10.3.6						George Cherian						Mention is made of 4 frames, but they are not identified.		Identify these 4 frames and provide cross-references to them.				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:26		TGai General

		6215		Lee Armstrong		204		3		8.4.2.172		43		64		T		N		43.00		64		8.4.2.172						George Calchev						Need to compare this clause with 8.4.4.23 (Common Group ANQP-element). The words/phrasing needs to be more compatible and cross-referencing between them to clarify their relationship.		Harmonize these two clauses, both in terms of the names being used and how they relate to each other.				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:33		TGai General

		6216		Lee Armstrong		204		3		8.4.2.179		51		9		E		N		51.00		9		8.4.2.179												Is there any reasoning behind the order of these fields? It might make more sense if "Cache Supported" was first and "Number of Domains" was second.		Reorder fields in the figure and make corresponding changes to the following text field descriptions.				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6217		Lee Armstrong		204		3		8.4.2.173		48		48		G		N		48.00		48		8.4.2.173						Jarkko Kneckt						Should be 5 and 6. Missing descriptions for 3 & 4.		Add descriptions for Values # 3 and 4.				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:34		TGai General

		6218		Lee Armstrong		204		3		8.4.2.183		60		44		E		N		60.00		44		8.4.2.183												Use of "bit" is a little awkward here even though it is refering to each of these single bit fields.		Delete "bit"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6219		Lee Armstrong		204		3		8.4.4.1		64		17		E		N		64.00		17		8.4.4.1												"Neighbor Report" row is unneccasary and could lead readers to think that changes were being made when they are not.		Delete this row since the instructions clearly state where the changes occur?				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6220		Lee Armstrong		204		3		8.4.4.20		65		32		E		N		65.00		32		8.4.4.20												Appears that part of the name was left out. Believe that this should be referring to "Query AP List ANQP-element"		Add "Query AP" before "List"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6221		Lee Armstrong		204		3		8.4.4.20		65		32		E		N		65.00		32		8.4.4.20												Paragraph could use some editing.  The first sentence seems so be part of the introduction, The second seems to be a part of the Info ID description.  The last sentence seems to belong as part of the next clause.		Review and revise as needed.				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6222		Lee Armstrong		204		3		8.4.4.23		66		64		T		N		66.00		64		8.4.4.23						George Calchev						Lots of confusion between this and 8.4.1.172. For instance, what is the difference between a "CAG Version" used here and a "CAG Number element" used there? The descriptions seem to be the same. If there is a difference, it needs to be explicitly stated.		Review and revise as needed.				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:40		TGai General

		6223		Lee Armstrong		204		3		8.6.8.38		68		61		T		N		68.00		61		8.6.8.38						Xiaofei Wang						There are no fields for "Category" or "Public Action" in the figure.		Delete this paragraph.				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6224		Lee Armstrong		204		3		8.6.24		75		1		E		N		75.00		1		8.6.24												Following REVmc style,  "FILS Action frames" should be "FILS Action frame details"		Change as commented				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6225		Lee Armstrong		204		3		8.6.24		75		9		E		N		75.00		9		8.6.24												Following REVmc style,  "FILS Action frame fields" should be "FILS Action frame values".		Change as commented				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6226		Lee Armstrong		204		3		10.1.4.3.8		85		50		E		N		85.00		50		10.1.4.3.8						Jeongki Kim						The term "AP Configuration Information Set" doesn't seem to be defined and previous cross-references to this clause are in question.		Provide definition and fix all references or use correct term that has been defined.				TGai General														2014/10/21 16:22		EDITOR

		6227		Lee Armstrong		204		3		11.11.2.2		117		19		E		N		117.00		19		11.11.2.2												Second instead of first? Previous paragraph had "First, "		Change "First" to "Second" or simple delete "First" in both places.				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6228		Liwen Chu		204		3		8.4.2.173		46		48		E		N		46.00		48		8.4.2.173						Jason Lee						2-bit field can't have value bigger than 4		Change to field to 3-bit long.				TGai General														2014/10/21 15:54		TGai General

		6229		Liwen Chu		204		3		8.4.2.173		47		15		T		N		47.00		15		8.4.2.173						Jarkko Kneckt						What happens if the number of the Vender specific elements is bigger than the number of bits of the OUI Response Criteria field?		Add the clarification text.				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:34		TGai General

		6230		Liwen Chu		204		3		8.4.2.177		49		1		T		N		49.00		1		8.4.2.177						Dan Harkins						How to define "Public Key Indicator" is missing here.		Add the definition.				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:35		TGai General

		6231		Liwen Chu		204		3		8.4.2.179		51		20		E		N		51.00		20		8.4.2.179												Change "FILS indication" to "FILS Information"						EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6232		Liwen Chu		204		3		8.4.2.181.2		56		62		E		N		56.00		62		8.4.2.181.2												"8 bits (8 subfields)" is not necessary		Change to "The IP Address Response Control field is interpreted as follows"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6233		Liwen Chu		204		3		8.4.2.181.2		57		55		E		N		57.00		55		8.4.2.181.2												"may" should be in subclause 8. "may" is also used in other places in this draft.		Remove "may" in the sentence and other places in subclause 8				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6234		Liwen Chu		204		3		8.4.2.181.2		57		12		T		N		57.00		12		8.4.2.181.2						George Cherian						"if Assigned" is ambiguous.		make it clear				TGai General														2014/10/21 15:53		TGai General

		6235		Liwen Chu		204		3		8.4.2.181.2		57		27		T		N		57.00		27		8.4.2.181.2						George Cherian						Add when this bit is reserved since the usafge of this bit is per whether IPV4 Assigned is 1 or not.		As in comment				TGai General														2014/10/21 15:53		TGai General

		6236		Liwen Chu		204		3		8.4.2.181.2		57		36		T		N		57.00		36		8.4.2.181.2						George Cherian						Add when this bit is reserved since the usafge of this bit is per whether IPv6 Assigned is 1 or not.		As in comment				TGai General														2014/10/21 15:53		TGai General

		6237		Liwen Chu		204		3		8.4.2.181.2		58		1		E		N		58.00		1		8.4.2.181.2												Remove L1 to L29 since they are in the previous table		As in comment				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6238		Liwen Chu		204		3		8.4.2.181.2		58		36		T		N		58.00		36		8.4.2.181.2						George Cherian						The MAC address has same format whether the DNS server is IPv4 or IPv6 server.		Using one "DNS Server MCS Address Present" field to replace B2 and B3				TGai General														2014/10/20 16:56		TGai General

		6239		Liwen Chu		204		3		8.4.2.181.2		58		36		E		N		58.00		36		8.4.2.181.2												Replace P58 L48 to P59 L11 with a table		As in comment				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6240		Liwen Chu		204		3		8.4.2.183		60		17		E		N		60.00		17		8.4.2.183												Change "FILS Time" to "Differentiated FILS Time"		As in comment				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6241		Liwen Chu		204		3		8.4.2.183		61		6		T		N		61.00		6		8.4.2.183						George Calchev						The definitions of FILS User Priority Bit0, 1, 2 are missing.		add the definitions				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:39		TGai General

		6242		Liwen Chu		204		3		8.4.2.183		61		18		T		N		61.00		18		8.4.2.183						George Calchev						The sentence "The Bit Pattern Length subfield is 3 bits in length, and the Bit Pattern subfield is 5 bits in length." adds no useful informaiton.		Remove it.				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:39		TGai General

		6243		Liwen Chu		204		3		8.4.2.183		61		34		T		N		61.00		34		8.4.2.183						George Calchev						"The values of the bits specify the MAC addresses of the STAs that are allowed to attempt fast initial link setup"

Where is "the bits"?		Clarify it.				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:39		TGai General

		6244		Liwen Chu		204		3		9.42		77		58		E		N		77.00		58		9.42												Change to "FID: The element ID of the Fragment element"		As in comment				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6245		Liwen Chu		204		3		8.4.2.186		63		11		E		N		63.00		11		8.4.2.186												Change "PMKID count" to "PMKID Count"		As in comment				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6246		Liwen Chu		204		3		8.6.8.38		73		25		T		N		73.00		25		8.6.8.38						Xiaofei Wang						"Its length is 4 bytes."

This sentence doesn't give useful informaiton since the related figure clearly show this.		Remove it.				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6247		Liwen Chu		204		3		8.6.8.38		73		18		T		N		73.00		18		8.6.8.38						Xiaofei Wang						I don't understand why Channel Fragment 1 is important in FILS Discovery frame. What is important is the primary channel number. With that, the TA can do association, receive Beacon etc. If you want, one bit indication of 80+80 BSS is enough.		Remove Channel Fragment 1 from the frame.				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6248		Liwen Chu		204		3		10.45.2.2		98		40		E		N		98.00		40		10.45.2.2												Should be 10.45.3, 10.45.4, 10.45.5		As in comment				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6249		Liwen Chu		204		3		10.45.3.1		99		40		T		N		99.00		40		10.45.3.1						Hitoshi Morioka						Since FILS is management behavior, MSDU should not be part of . Change MSDU to HLP information.		As in comment				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:52		TGai General

		6250		Liwen Chu		204		3		10.45.3.1		100		35		T		N		100.00		35		10.45.3.1						Hitoshi Morioka						Since FILS is management behavior, MSDU should not be part of . Change MSDU to HLP information.		As in comment				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:52		TGai General

		6251		Liwen Chu		204		3		10.45.3.2		100		65		T		N		100.00		65		10.45.3.2						George Cherian						"The AP may assign the IP address using an Association Response or a FILS Container Action frame."

This repeat what 2nd paragraph says.		Remove the paragraph.				TGai General														2014/10/21 15:53		TGai General

		6252		Liwen Chu		204		3		10.45.3.2		101		1		T		N		101.00		1		10.45.3.2						Ping Fang						P101L1,L2 repeat what the 1st paragraph says.		Remove P101L1, L2.				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:48		TGai General

		6253		Liwen Chu		204		3		10.45.5.1		103		1		T		N		103.00		1		10.45.5.1						George Calchev						I assume FILS User Priority B0 matches "high priority link setup without additional delays for the STAs that have frames with User Priority 4-7 in their transmission queues", FILS User Priority B1 matches "STAs that
have frames with User Priority 0-3 in their transmission queues"... But it is not clear tome.		make it clear				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:47		TGai General

		6254		MARC EMMELMANN		204		3		4.10.3.6		6		56		T		N		6.00		56		4.10.3.6						George Cherian						"using 4 frames" -- would be nice if those four frames were mentioned.		Name the four frames and include cross reference				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:26		TGai General

		6255		MARC EMMELMANN		204		3		6.3.5.2.2		14		19		E		N		14.00		19		6.3.5.2.2												Missing period at end of sentence		Add period at end of sentence				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6256		MARC EMMELMANN		204		3		6.3.5.3.2		15		11		E		N		15.00		11		6.3.5.3.2												Missing period at end of sentence		Add period at end of sentence				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6257		MARC EMMELMANN		204		3		6.3.5.3.2		15		22		E		N		15.00		22		6.3.5.3.2												Missing period at end of sentence		Add period at end of sentence				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6258		MARC EMMELMANN		204		3		8.3.3.11		35		46		E		N		35.00		46		8.3.3.11												Missing period at end of sentence		Add period at end of sentence				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6259		MARC EMMELMANN		204		3		8.3.3.11		36		26		E		N		36.00		26		8.3.3.11												Looks like a conditional editorial tag is still in there (contribution DCN) which should be deleted		Delete conditional text				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6260		MARC EMMELMANN		204		3		8.4.2.178		50		20		E		N		50.00		20		8.4.2.178						Jeongki Kim						range of 0, 255  --> range of 0 to 255		replace "," with "to"				TGai General														2014/10/21 16:23		EDITOR

		6261		MARC EMMELMANN		204		3		8.4.2.181.2		57		50		T		N		57.00		50		8.4.2.181.2						George Cherian						Empty function field in Table 8-257h		Insert "IP address assignment pending indication"				TGai General														2014/10/21 15:53		TGai General

		6262		MARC EMMELMANN		204		3		8.4.2.183		60		6		E		N		60.00		6		8.4.2.183												Conditional text (CID numbers) still shown		Delete conditional text				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6263		MARC EMMELMANN		204		3		8.4.2.183		60		43		T		N		60.00		43		8.4.2.183						George Calchev						"A bit value of 1" sounds a bit strange. Yes, it is a bit and the value referred to here is 1.  But just saying "a value of 1" should be sufficient.  There is no reason to emphasize that the value of 1 is expressed using one bit.		Delete "bit"				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:39		TGai General

		6264		MARC EMMELMANN		204		3		8.6.8.38		73		45		E		N		73.00		45		8.6.8.38												"8.4.2.24.4. (RSN capabilities)" -- wrong period after 4; missing at end of sentence.		replace "8.4.2.24.4. (RSN capabilities)"  with   "8.4.2.24.4 (RSN capabilities)."				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6265		MARC EMMELMANN		204		3		10.3.5.1		93		59		E		N		93.00		59		10.3.5.1												Conditional text (CID numbers) still shown		Delete conditional text				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6266		MARC EMMELMANN		204		3		10.45.2.1		98		4		E		N		98.00		4		10.45.2.1												Left over word "all"		Delete "all"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6267		MARC EMMELMANN		204		3		11.11.2.2.1		114		65		E		N		114.00		65		11.11.2.2.1												"set to (2)" -- no paranthatheese		replace "set to (2)"  with  "set to 2"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6268		MARC EMMELMANN		204		3		6.3.3.3.2		12		47		T		N		12.00		47		6.3.3.3.2						Xiaofei Wang						"This parameter is optionally present when dot11FILSActivated is true." -- does not clearly cover the case when dot11FILSActivited is false.  Use wording from above row to emphasize that the parameter is not present otherwise.  Note, Tgai decided to delete the word "only" for all occurrences of this constraining sentence throughout the document.  Is there a reason why "only" was kept in the row above.  Maybe an alternative resolution could be to leave this line as it is and delete "only" in the row above		replace "This parameter is optionally present when dot11FILSActivated is true."  with  "The parameter is optionally present only if dot11FILSActivated is true."   (insert only;  when --> if)				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6269		MARC EMMELMANN		204		3		8.3.3.6		29		13		E		N		29.00		13		8.3.3.6												"present if r FILS Public Key" -- delete "r"		Delete "r"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6270		MARC EMMELMANN		204		3		8.4.1.9		37		23		T		N		37.00		23		8.4.1.9						Dan Harkins						Missing name for status code		insert "FILS_AUTHENTICATION_FAILURE" as a name				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:31		TGai General

		6271		MARC EMMELMANN		204		3		8.4.1.9		37		27		T		N		37.00		27		8.4.1.9						Dan Harkins						Missing name for status code		insert "UNKNOWN_AUTHENTICATION_SERVER" as a name				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:31		TGai General

		6272		MARC EMMELMANN		204		3		8.4.2.169.1		41		46		T		N		41.00		46		8.4.2.169.1						Santosh Pandey						Indicate the length for all TBTT fields in the same way (i.e. either use "variable" or "0 or n").		Replace "variable" with "n" as the length indication for TBTT #1.  Also, add one sentence below the figure as follows "The length n of all TBTT information fields is given by the value of the value of the TBTT Information Length within the TBTT Information Header"				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:33		TGai General

		6273		MARC EMMELMANN		204		3				42		40		T		N		42.00		40								Santosh Pandey						Listed cases for values of the TBTT Information Length does not cover that the TBTT Offset field is included for a TBTT Information Length field value of 5		Replace "When the value of TBTT Information Length is 1, the TBTT Information field contains the TBTT Offset subfield"  with "When the value of TBTT Information Length is 1 or 5 or 7 or 11, the TBTT Information field contains the TBTT Offset subfield"				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:33		TGai General

		6274		Mark RISON		204		3		6.3.3.3.2		11		42		E		Y		11.00		42		6.3.3.3.2												Do not use hard hyphens for end-of-line hyphenation, as this messes up searching for terms.  The reference given points at just one instance.  There are 14 instances of "dot11-", for example.		Use soft hyphens such that Ctrl-Shift-F in Adobe Reader will find terms even if hyphenated at EOL.  An example of such a hyphen is at 17.24				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6275		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.5		83		60		E		Y		83.00		60		10.1.4.3.5												"is equal to true".  The reference given points at just one instance.  There are 3 instances.		Delete "equal to" in all three instances				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6276		Mark RISON		204		3		2		1		49		G		Y		1.00		49		2						Not-Assigned						All the RFCs which are referred to normatively need to be included in clause 2		Add any missing RFCs				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6277		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.176		48		48		E		Y		48.00		48		8.4.2.176												RFCs need to be referred to as "IETF RFC $n" with spaces as indicated.  The reference given points at just one instance where this is not the case.  Other instances are 48.49, 48.51, 49.38, 49.39, 49.40, 102.9, 113.37, 114.38, 115.41, 117.38, 119.56, 120.53, 121.55, 122.55		Add "IETF" and/or spaces in all the locations identified in this comment				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6278		Mark RISON		204		3		3.1		3		13		E		Y		3.00		13		3.1												Apostrophes are not always sexy.  The reference given points at just one instance.  Other instances are 3.13, 12.28, 48.27, 48.54, 49.38, 49.39, 49.40, 84.4, 85.6, 85.7, 85.60, 91.26, 91.28, 91.30, 91.40, 91.42, 93.43, 93.47, 93.48, 93.50, 93.52, 93.56, 93.58, 94.49, 100.2, 103.42, 105.36, 105.37, 106.12, 106.13, 107.60, 107.64, 108.4, 108.7, 108.10, 108.14, 108.37, 113.52, 114.35, 114.64, 115.1, 115.4, 115.6, 115.43, 115.44, 115.46, 115.49, 115.51, 115.52, 115.59, 116.31, 116.41, 116.47, 116.52, 116.61, 117.2, 117.8, 117.10, 117.14, 117.16, 117.17, 117.24, 118.59, 119.21, 119.22, 119.23, 119.32, 119.35, 119.42, 119.43, 119.44, 119.55, 120.4, 120.6, 120.21, 120.34, 120.38, 120.43, 120.44, 120.46, 120.48, 120.49, 121.18, 121.20, 121.21, 121.30, 121.33, 121.39, 121.41, 121.42, 121.54, 122.3, 122.4, 122.19, 122.30, 122.34, 122.38, 122.42, 122.44, 122.46, 122.47, 122.49, 122.50, 123.31 (there may be more than one instance on a line)		Make the apostrophes sexy in all the locations identified in this comment				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6279		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.4.1		120		30		T		Y		120.00		30		11.11.2.4.1						Not-Assigned						I think there's a prime missing after "Key-Auth" here		Add an apostrophe after "Key-Auth"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6280		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.2.1		113		57		E		Y		113.00		57		11.11.2.2.1												Double quotes are not always sexy.  The reference given points at just one instance.  Other instances are 113.58, 114.16, 114.17, 114.43, 114.56, 115.20 (there may be more than one instance on a line)		Make the double quotes sexy in all the locations identified in this comment				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6281		Mark RISON		204		3		C.3		127		61		E		Y		127.00		61		C.3												The MIB should be ASCII-only.  A76+A63		Use only ASCII characters in all the locations identified in this comment				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6282		Mark RISON		204		3		C.3		129		22		T		Y		129.00		22		C.3						Jason Lee						"may respond to two or more received Probe Request frames with a single Beacon or Probe Response frame addressed to the broadcast address" -- wouldn't it be desirable for it be allowed to respond with a broadcast Probe Response even if only one Probe Request was received?		Change "two or more" to "one or more"				TGai General														2014/10/21 15:54		TGai General

		6283		Mark RISON		204		3		C.3		129		22		T		Y		129.00		22		C.3						Jason Lee						"may respond to two or more received Probe Request frames with a single Beacon or Probe Response frame addressed to the broadcast address. Alternatively, the station may respond to one or more received Probe Request frames by omitting the response of the Probe Response frame and transmitting a Beacon frame at TBTT as the response."  This suggests an extra Beacon frame may be transmitted.  Furthermore Beacon frames cannot be guaranteed to be transmitted at TBTT (it's just a Target Beacon Transmission Time)		Change to "may respond to one or more Probe Request frames with a single Probe Response frame addressed to the broadcast address, or alternatively by not transmitting a Probe Response frame and instead letting the next Beacon frame be the response to the Probe Request frame(s)."				TGai General														2014/10/21 15:54		TGai General

		6284		Mark RISON		204		3		8.3.3.10		33		10		E		Y		33.00		10		8.3.3.10												There appears to be some spurious underline/change tracking. The reference given points at just one instance where this is the case.  There may be other instances.		Remove all spurious markup				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6285		Mark RISON		204		3		8.3.3		27		6		E		Y		27.00		6		8.3.3												The wording of the MMPDU frame body table rows is not consistent with the baseline.  The reference given is to the parent section heading		Make all of them say "The $blah element is [optionally] present if $whatever"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6286		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.169.1		43		1		E		Y		43.00		1		8.4.2.169.1												"1octet"		Change to "1 octet"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6287		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.178		50		19		E		Y		50.00		19		8.4.2.178						Jeongki Kim						"1octet"		Change to "1 octet"				TGai General														2014/10/21 16:23		EDITOR

		6288		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.8		85		18		E		Y		85.00		18		10.1.4.3.8						Jeongki Kim						The verb "retain" means to have the option of throwing away, but deciding to keep.  When the intended meaning is to keep up-to-date the correct verb is "maintain".  Certainly when talking of a list, the list is maintained, not retained.  The reference given points at just one instance.  Other instances are at the paragraph at 85.40, 85.49, 86.2, 98.30		Change the verb from "retain" to "maintain" at all the locations identified in this comment, and adjust the surrounding words accordingly				TGai General														2014/10/21 16:22		EDITOR

		6289		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.2.2		98		24		E		Y		98.00		24		10.45.2.2												This para is duplicated immediately below (without the spurious single comma)		Delete this para				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6290		Mark RISON		204		3		6.3.3.3.2		11		42		E		Y		11.00		42		6.3.3.3.2												"optionally present only if" -- what happens if not (mandatory? not present at all?).  "only" should be avoided since it often causes ambiguity		Change "only if" to "when"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6291		Mark RISON		204		3		6.3.3.3.2		12		41		E		Y		12.00		41		6.3.3.3.2												"33"?		Delete the "33"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6292		Mark RISON		204		3		6.3.3.3.2		12		39		T		Y		12.00		39		6.3.3.3.2						Xiaofei Wang						What does this "only" mean?		Delete the "only"				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6293		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.172		44		33		E		Y		44.00		33		8.4.2.172												"ESS (union of BSSs with the same SSID)" appears to be trying to define the term.  Either the definition is the same as the baseline definition, in which case it is useless, or it differs, in which case it is wrong.		Delete the parenthetical text				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6294		Mark RISON		204		3		8.6.3.83		70		50		E		Y		70.00		50		8.6.3.83												NOTEs should be followed with an em dash (but no spaces or colons etc.) and be in a smaller font.  The reference given points at just one instance.  Other instances are at 97.46, 99.11, 108.13, 108.65, 109.3		Fix the format to conform to IEEE 802.11 style				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6295		Mark RISON		204		3		3.2		3		40		T		Y		3.00		40		3.2						Not-Assigned						The definition of "FILS" fails to cover the "I"		Modify the definition to state that the scope of FILS is only initial link setup, and what that means (the PAR may be of help here)				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6296		Mark RISON		204		3		6.3.3.3.3		12		63		E		Y		12.00		63		6.3.3.3.3												MLME-CSCAN-STOP		Delete the first "C"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6297		Mark RISON		204		3								G		Y												Not-Assigned						If FILS is about initial link setup, then why does there need to be any discussion of SA caching?		Delete all material related to xxKSA caching				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6298		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.26		41		12		E		Y		41.00		12		8.4.2.26												"When dot11FILSActivated is true, the FILS Capability field value of 1 indicates the STA supports the FILS procedures. Otherwise the value of the FILS Capability field is 0." -- this wording is odd, because it confuses the MIB variable with the value being set (the value is set based on the MIB variable, but here it reads as if the meaning of 1 depends on whether the MIB variable is true)		Change the wording to follow the wording for other extended caps bits in the baseline				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6299		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.2		81		32		T		Y		81.00		32		10.1.4.3.2						Not-Assigned						"If dot11FILSActivated is true and" -- we know it's true because it's a FILS STA (about 10 lines above)		Delete "dot11FILSActivated is true and"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6300		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.4		82		57		E		Y		82.00		57		10.1.4.3.4												"STAs with dot11FILSActivated equal to true"		Change to "FILS STAs"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6301		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.4		82		57		T		Y		82.00		57		10.1.4.3.4						Not-Assigned						"STAs with dot11FILSActivated equal to true and the Probe Request frame contains a FILS Request Parameters element and the following criteria are met:"		This is garbled and needs to be cleaned up.  I assume it's trying to start off "If a FILS STA receives a Probe Request frame with a FILS Request Parameters element" but then I'm not sure what is intended if the following criteria are met (nor whether all of them or just one of them has to be met)				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6302		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.4		83		25		E		Y		83.00		25		10.1.4.3.4												"STA with dot11FILSActivated equal to true"		Change to "FILS STA"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6303		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.5		83		56		E		Y		83.00		56		10.1.4.3.5												"A STA in which dot11FILSActivated equal to false"		Change to "A non-FILS STA"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6304		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.5		84		18		E		Y		84.00		18		10.1.4.3.5												"the STA with dot11FILSActivated true"		Change to "a FILS STA"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6305		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.7		84		51		E		Y		84.00		51		10.1.4.3.7												"A STA in which dot11FILSActivated is true"		Change to "A FILS STA"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6306		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.7		84		55		E		Y		84.00		55		10.1.4.3.7												"A STA in which dot11FILSActivated is false"		Change to "A non-FILS STA"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6307		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.7		84		59		E		Y		84.00		59		10.1.4.3.7												"an AP with dot11FILSActivated true"		Change to "A FILS AP"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6308		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.7		84		64		E		Y		84.00		64		10.1.4.3.7												"If dot11FILSActivated is equal to true and if"		Delete "dot11FILSActivated is equal to true and if" and join to preceding para				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6309		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.8		85		18		E		Y		85.00		18		10.1.4.3.8						Jeongki Kim						"A non-AP STA with dot11FILSActivated true"		Change to "A FILS non-AP STA"				TGai General														2014/10/21 16:22		EDITOR

		6310		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.8		85		40		E		Y		85.00		40		10.1.4.3.8						Jeongki Kim						"An AP with dot11FILSActivated true"		Change to "A FILS AP"				TGai General														2014/10/21 16:22		EDITOR

		6311		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.8		85		52		E		Y		85.00		52		10.1.4.3.8						Jeongki Kim						"An AP with dot11FILSActivated true"		Change to "A FILS AP"				TGai General														2014/10/21 16:22		EDITOR

		6312		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.8		85		52		E		Y		85.00		52		10.1.4.3.8						Jeongki Kim						"STAs with dot11FILSActivated true"		Change to "FILS STAs"				TGai General														2014/10/21 16:22		EDITOR

		6313		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.8		85		59		E		Y		85.00		59		10.1.4.3.8						Jeongki Kim						"A non-AP STA with dot11FILSActivated true"		Change to "A FILS non-AP STA"				TGai General														2014/10/21 16:22		EDITOR

		6314		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.8		85		62		E		Y		85.00		62		10.1.4.3.8						Jeongki Kim						"A non-AP STA with dot11FILSActivated true"		Change to "A FILS non-AP STA"				TGai General														2014/10/21 16:22		EDITOR

		6315		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.8		86		1		E		Y		86.00		1		10.1.4.3.8						Jeongki Kim						"an AP with dot11FILSActivated true"		Change to "a FILS AP"				TGai General														2014/10/21 16:22		EDITOR

		6316		Mark RISON		204		3		10.3.1		86		47		T		Y		86.00		47		10.3.1						Not-Assigned						"A FILS STA that has dot11FILSImplemented equal to true and dot11FILSActivated equal to true" -- the first adjective already implies the latter two		Delete "that has dot11FILSImplemented equal to true and dot11FILSActivated equal to true"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6317		Mark RISON		204		3		10.44.8		96		24		E		Y		96.00		24		10.44.8												"dot11FILSActivated true"		Change to "a FILS AP"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6318		Mark RISON		204		3		10.44.8		96		24		E		Y		96.00		24		10.44.8												"Moreover, in"		Change to "In"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6319		Mark RISON		204		3		10.44.8		96		26		E		Y		96.00		26		10.44.8												"an AP with dot11FILSActivated true"		Change to "a FILS AP"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6320		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.1		96		1		T		Y		96.00		1		10.45.1						Not-Assigned						"A FILS non-AP STA operating with dot11FILSActivated set to TRUE"		Delete "operating with dot11FILSActivated set to TRUE"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6321		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.1		96		3		T		Y		96.00		3		10.45.1						Not-Assigned						"A FILS non-AP STA operating with dot11FILSActivated set to TRUE"		Delete "operating with dot11FILSActivated set to TRUE"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6322		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.1		96		4		T		Y		96.00		4		10.45.1						Not-Assigned						"A FILS non-AP STA operating with dot11FILSActivated set to TRUE"		Delete "operating with dot11FILSActivated set to TRUE"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6323		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.2.1		97		41		T		Y		97.00		41		10.45.2.1						Not-Assigned						"An AP supporting FILS Discovery in which dot11FILSActivated is equal to true"		Change to "A FILS AP supporting FILS Discovery"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6324		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.4		101		63		E		Y		101.00		63		10.45.4												"When dot11FILSActivated is true, an"		Change to "A FILS"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6325		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.5.1		102		57		E		Y		102.00		57		10.45.5.1												"An AP with dot11FILSActivated true"		Change to "A FILS AP"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6326		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.5.2		103		29		E		Y		103.00		29		10.45.5.2												"When a non-AP STA with dot11FILSActivated and"		Change to "When a FILS non-AP STA with"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6327		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.1		97				E		Y		97.00				10.45.1												"set to TRUE" (3 instances)		Change all the locations identified in this comment to "set to true"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6328		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.4.2		123		2		E		Y		123.00		2		11.11.2.4.2												"The STA install GTK and set key RSC"		Change to "The STA shall install the GTK and shall set the key RSC"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6329		Mark RISON		204		3								G		Y												Not-Assigned						There are mechanisms in clauses 6, 8 and 11 to transfer the GTK during FILS authentication.  However, there are no mechanisms to transfer the IGTK, if MFP is being used		Add material in all the clauses identified in this comment to allow the IGTK to be transferred during FILS authentication				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6330		Mark RISON		204		3		4.5.4.3		6		26		T		Y		6.00		26		4.5.4.3						Not-Assigned						There is always a controlled port in an RSNA.  From the baseline: "The first component is an IEEE Std 802.1X port access entity (PAE). PAEs are present on all STAs in an RSNA and control the forwarding of data to and from the medium access control (MAC)."		Revert the insertion of ", if one exists"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6331		Mark RISON		204		3		10.3.1		86		64		T		Y		86.00		64		10.3.1						Not-Assigned						"OCB" stands for "outside the context of a BSS", so a STA with dot11OCBActivated cannot also be doing FILS.  In fact, the preceding sentence says this explicitly: "A STA for which dot11OCBActivated is true does not use MAC sublayer authentication or association"		Delete this para				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6332		Mark RISON		204		3		10.3		86		33		T		Y		86.00		33		10.3						Not-Assigned						The purpose of the States in 10.3 is to define what kinds of frames may be sent when.  The introduction of a State 5 is not necessary.  The reference is to the encompassing subclause		Remove all references to State 5 (if there is some particular state FILS STAs need to have when authenticated but not associated, this should be covered in a different or new subclause)				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6333		Mark RISON		204		3		6.3.3.3.2		11		16		E		Y		11.00		16		6.3.3.3.2												There are still a few references to "FD frame"s.  The reference given points at just one of them.  Others are at 68.3, 79.28, 96.25		Change to "FILS Discovery frame" at all the locations identified in this comment				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6334		Mark RISON		204		3		10.3.3		90		7		E		Y		90.00		7		10.3.3												The FILS Discovery frame is not any more special or important than any other Public Action frame		Delete "(including FILS Discovery frame)"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6335		Mark RISON		204		3		10.3.3		89		6		E		Y		89.00		6		10.3.3												On what grounds is the NOTE being deleted?		Revert the deletion of the NOTE				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6336		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.2.1		97		3		E		Y		97.00		3		10.45.2.1												"all"		Delete "all"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6337		Mark RISON		204		3		4.10.7		8		22		E		Y		8.00		22		4.10.7												"in its Authentication frame transmitted"		Change to "in the Authentication frame it transmits"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6338		Mark RISON		204		3		4.10.7		8		23		T		Y		8.00		23		4.10.7						Xiaofei Wang						"FILS handshaking" -- what's that?		Add a definition of the term, or reword				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6339		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.5		84		18		T		Y		84.00		18		10.1.4.3.5						Jason Lee						"Probe Request frames addressed to individual or broadcast address" -- what else can they be addressed to?		Delete "addressed to individual or broadcast address"				TGai General														2014/10/21 15:54		TGai General

		6340		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.5		84		17		E		Y		84.00		17		10.1.4.3.5						Jason Lee						"any of Probe Request frames"		Delete "any of"				TGai General														2014/10/21 15:54		TGai General

		6341		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.5		84		20		T		Y		84.00		20		10.1.4.3.5						Jason Lee						"if" -- do all of them have to be met?  What if this is not the case?  Also, the second item should not have an "If", and ... there are other editorial issues (see proposed change)		Change to "if all of the following conditions are met, and shall transmit an individually addressed Probe Response frame otherwise:
a) The STA is transmitting Beacon frames
b) The next TBTT is within
dot11BeaconResponseWindow
b) The next TBTT is within the MaxChannelTime indicated in the FILS Request Parameters element of each Probe Request frame, if present
c) The Beacon frame contains all elements requested by the a Request element, if any.				TGai General														2014/10/21 15:54		TGai General

		6342		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.2		82		40		E		Y		82.00		40		10.1.4.3.2						Jason Lee						"MaxChannelTime" is the name of the MLME primitive parameter, not the name of the field in the element.  Ditto "MinChannelTime".  The reference given points at just one instance where this is not the case.  Other instances are at 82.41, 83.24, 83.28, 83.29, 84.17, 84.25, 84.26+A161		Change to "Max Channel Time" at all the locations identified in this comment				TGai General														2014/10/21 15:54		TGai General

		6343		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.5		84		18		T		Y		84.00		18		10.1.4.3.5						Jason Lee						It is not clear enough that no extra Beacon frame is transmitted.  This comment is intended to include the para at 84.31		Any "Beacon in response to Probe Requests" need to be just the Beacon due for transmission at the next TBTT, not an extra Beacon				TGai General														2014/10/21 15:54		TGai General

		6344		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.5		84		31		T		Y		84.00		31		10.1.4.3.5						Jason Lee						How does this differ from the previous (lettered) set of rules?		Delete this para, or make the difference clearer				TGai General														2014/10/21 15:54		TGai General

		6345		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.5		84		31		T		Y		84.00		31		10.1.4.3.5						Jason Lee						It needs to be clearer that if you get a bunch of probe responses which you can respond to with a single probe response or even the next beacon, but you also get other probe responses you can't respond to in this way, you can still use the single probe response/next beacon to respond to those for which this is permissible, and use individual probe responses for the rest.  At the moment it reads like an "all or nothing"		As it says in the comment				TGai General														2014/10/21 15:54		TGai General

		6346		Mark RISON		204		3		6.3.3.2.3		10		31		T		Y		10.00		31		6.3.3.2.3						Xiaofei Wang						"when [...] BSSID is individual MAC address" -- a BSSID can't be a group address		Delete "and BSSID is individual MAC address" (failing that, at least add some articles)				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6347		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.2		82		22		E		Y		82.00		22		10.1.4.3.2												Missing article		Add "an" before "individual"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6348		Mark RISON		204		3		3.2		3		56		E		Y		3.00		56		3.2												"FILS discovery"		Change to "FILS Discovery"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6349		Mark RISON		204		3		4.5.4		5		7		T		Y		5.00		7		4.5.4						Not-Assigned						Can FILS be used by DMG STAs?  The text suggests not		Reword to make it clear that DMG non-IBSS STAs can use FILS too.  Suitable text is available on demand from the commenter				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6350		Mark RISON		204		3		4.10.3.6.2		7		63		T		Y		7.00		63		4.10.3.6.2						Not-Assigned						What is a "raw (uncertified) public key"?  The baseline does not use either "raw" or "(un)certified" in the context of public keys.  The reference given points at just one of the 7 instances of this term		Add a definition in clause 3				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6351		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.176		48		26		E		Y		48.00		26		8.4.2.176												"public-key"		Change to "public key"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6352		Mark RISON		204		3		9.42		77		16		T		Y		77.00		16		9.42						Not-Assigned						"The general format of elements limits the size of each element to 255 octets." -- the size of the header has been ignored		Change to 257 or reword as "The general format of elements limits the size of the information carried in each element to 255 octets." (and change "data" to "information" throughout this and the next subclause)				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6353		Mark RISON		204		3		9.42		77		23		E		Y		77.00		23		9.42												"the result of the integer division of the length of the data by 255" -- use subclause 1.5 terminology		Change to "L size / 255 J" where L and J are the floor opening and closing symbols and add a new bullet "- L is the size of the information in octets"; delete line 55				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6354		Mark RISON		204		3		9.42		77		24		E		Y		77.00		24		9.42												"the length of the data modulo 255 is greater than 0" -- use subclause 1.5 terminology		Change to "L mod 255 > 0"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6355		Mark RISON		204		3		9.42		77		28		E		Y		77.00		28		9.42												"The length of the leading element shall be 255" -- what does this mean, exactly?		Change to "The leading element shall contain 255 octets of information"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6356		Mark RISON		204		3		9.42		77		28		E		Y		77.00		28		9.42												"is"		Change to "shall be"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6357		Mark RISON		204		3		9.42		77		30		E		Y		77.00		30		9.42												"and with a length of 255" -- what does this mean, exactly?		Change to ", with 255 octets of information"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6358		Mark RISON		204		3		9.42		77		31		E		Y		77.00		31		9.42												"are"		Change to "shall be"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6359		Mark RISON		204		3		9.42		77		32		E		Y		77.00		32		9.42												"that has a length equal to the length of the data modulo 255" -- what does this mean, exactly?		Change to "that contains L mod 255 octets of information"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6360		Mark RISON		204		3		9.42		77		58		E		Y		77.00		58		9.42												"Fragmented element"		Change to "Fragment element"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6361		Mark RISON		204		3		9.42		77		59		E		Y		77.00		59		9.42												"mod: Modulo 255 of L" -- use subclause 1.5 terminology		Change to "m: L mod 255" and change the "mod" at lines 44 and 50 to "m"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6362		Mark RISON		204		3		9.42		77		62		E		Y		77.00		62		9.42												"Modulo 255 of L" -- use subclause 1.5 terminology		Change to "L mod 255"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6363		Mark RISON		204		3		9.42		77				E		Y		77.00				9.42												Sizes not clear		Show with something like line 39 that the size of the four solid Data boxes on lines 45 and 50 is 255, and that the size of the two dashed Data boxes is m				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6364		Mark RISON		204		3		9.42		77				E		Y		77.00				9.42												Example needs to be referred to from the text		Refer to the example from the subclause, making it clear that this is an example where L is between 510 and 764				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6365		Mark RISON		204		3		9.43		78		11		E		Y		78.00		11		9.43												"Elements that have had their information fields fragmented" -- the information field has not been fragmented		Delete "fields"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6366		Mark RISON		204		3		9.43		78		12		E		Y		78.00		12		9.43												"chunk of data" -- this is in fact the Information field of the element		Change to "Information"; change "chunks of data" to "Information" on the next line too				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6367		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.185						E		Y						8.4.2.185												"Fragmented Data" is too vague.  The stuff which is being fragmented is information.  The referenced location is the primary one, but there are others (5 instances in total)		Change "Fragmented Data" to "Fragmented Information" throughout and make changes in 8.4.2.185 to refer to "information" rather than "data"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6368		Mark RISON		204		3		9.42		77		17		E		Y		77.00		17		9.42												"Data that is too large for a single element may be fragmented into a series of elements consisting of the original element into which the data would not fit, immediately followed by a number of Fragment elements." -- what does "original" mean here?		Delete "original"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6369		Mark RISON		204		3		9.42		77		17		T		Y		77.00		17		9.42						Not-Assigned						"may be fragmented" -- there's no choice here, since it won't fit otherwise		Change to "shall be fragmented"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6370		Mark RISON		204		3		9.42		77		34		T		Y		77.00		34		9.42						Not-Assigned						"A Fragment element shall not follow another element with length less than 255. A Fragment element shall not be fragmented." is a necessary consequence of the text above.  Normative statements should not be duplicated		Change to "NOTE---A Fragment element never follows an element with fewer than 255 octets of information. A Fragment element is never fragmented."				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6371		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.1		79		28		T		Y		79.00		28		10.1.4.1						Xiaofei Wang						"If dot11FILSActivated is true, the STA shall additionally scan for FILS Discovery (FD) frames, returning in the BSSDescriptionFromFDSet parameter all FILS Discovery frames of the scanned ESSs.The STA is not required to return a BSSDescriptionFromFDSet parameter for any BSS that produces a BSSDescriptionFromFDSet in this scan."  To me this reads as: you shall scan and return; you are not required to return for any which you find in scan!		Disentangle.  What are you required to return, and what are you allowed but not required to return?				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6372		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.3.1		118		1		E		Y		118.00		1		11.11.2.3.1												"Where", where used to define terms in an equation immediately above, needs to be lowercase.  The reference given points at just one instance where this is not the case.  Other instances are at 118.41, 119.28, 119.55, 121.25, 121.53		Change all the locations identified in this comment to "where" and remove any full stops at the end of the line above them				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6373		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.176		48		44		E		Y		48.00		44		8.4.2.176												"Where ..." is not only grammatically incorrect, but not the usual 802.11 style		Do the usual 802.11 thing where you have a table defining the values and their meanings (not forgetting all the reserved values) and just refer to that in the text				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6374		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.177		49		34		E		Y		49.00		34		8.4.2.177												"Where ..." is not only grammatically incorrect, but not the usual 802.11 style		Do the usual 802.11 thing where you have a table defining the values and their meanings (not forgetting all the reserved values) and just refer to that in the text				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6375		Mark RISON		204		3		6.3.3.3.1		10		54		T		Y		10.00		54		6.3.3.3.1						Not-Assigned						AT_END is only ever used in clause 6, not in clause 10		Add something in clause 10 to cover AT_END				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6376		Mark RISON		204		3		6.3.3.3.1		10		52		E		Y		10.00		52		6.3.3.3.1												".Confirm"		Change to ".confirm"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6377		Mark RISON		204		3		6.3.3.3.1		10		54		E		Y		10.00		54		6.3.3.3.1												"MLMESCAN.Confirm"		Change to "MLME-SCAN.confirm" (two fixes)				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6378		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.2		81		24		T		Y		81.00		24		10.1.4.3.2						Not-Assigned						"the scanning STA detects an unreported AP or information of the AP" -- what is "information of the AP"?		Change to "the scanning STA detects an AP for which a MLME-SCAN.confirm primitive has not been issued during the ongoing scan,"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6379		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.2		81		27		E		Y		81.00		27		10.1.4.3.2												"Result-Code"		Change to "ResultCode"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6380		Mark RISON		204		3		6.3.3.2.3		10		24		E		Y		10.00		24		6.3.3.2.3												"Result-Code" (note hard hyphen, not soft EOL hyphen)		Change to "ResultCode"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6381		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.173		46		58		E		Y		46.00		58		8.4.2.173												"MAC_SAP"		Change to "MAC SAP"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6382		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.173		46		59		E		Y		46.00		59		8.4.2.173												"MAC_SAP"		Change to "MAC SAP"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6383		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.179		53		16		E		Y		53.00		16		8.4.2.179												"(conditional)" -- this term is not (well, no longer) used in the baseline.  The referenced location is only one of the instances.  Other instances are 50.46 (3x), 53.17, 68.38, 68.47 (6x)		Change all the locations identified in this comment to "(optional)".  Also change "In the FILS indication element the following fields are marked as conditional and present based on FILS information field:" at 51.20 to "In the FILS Indication element the presence of the following fields is indicated in the FILS Information field:"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6384		Mark RISON		204		3		8.6.8.38		68		45		E		Y		68.00		45		8.6.8.38												Spurious blank cell		Delete the rightmost cell				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6385		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.179		53		17		T		Y		53.00		17		8.4.2.179						Not-Assigned						If the Subnet ID Token field is optional, its length is not always 2		Change "2" to "0 or 2"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6386		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.169.1		43		14		T		Y		43.00		14		8.4.2.169.1						Not-Assigned						"CRC-32" -- what's that?		Give a reference to the place where this is defined				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6387		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.4		102		12		E		Y		102.00		12		10.45.4												"CRC32"		Change to "CRC-32"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6388		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.4		102		17		T		Y		102.00		17		10.45.4						Not-Assigned						"CRC-32 is defined in 8.2.4.7 (Frame Body field)" -- err, no it isn't		Give a reference to the place where this is defined				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6389		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.4		102		18		T		Y		102.00		18		10.45.4						Not-Assigned						Are internationalised domain names lowercased?  How?		I suspect the answer has to be that yes, they are, once they are in their RFC 1035 form, but it would be worth having a NOTE to clarify this				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6390		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.179		51		20		E		Y		51.00		20		8.4.2.179												"FILS indication element"		Change to "FILS Indication element"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6391		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.179		53		25		E		Y		53.00		25		8.4.2.179												"FILS indication element"		Change to "FILS Indication element"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6392		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.184		62		29		E		Y		62.00		29		8.4.2.184												"Element"		Change to "element"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6393		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.184		62		30		E		Y		62.00		30		8.4.2.184												"Element"		Change to "element"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6394		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.5		84		29		E		Y		84.00		29		10.1.4.3.5												"Element Ids"		Change to "element IDs" (two fixes)				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6395		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.172		43		64		E		Y		43.00		64		8.4.2.172												"ANQP element" should have a hyphen.  The referenced location is only one of the instances.  Other instances are 66.11, 96.4, 96.8, 102.26 (which also has the case of element wrong)		Change all the locations identified in this comment to "ANQP-element"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6396		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.171		43		37		T		Y		43.00		37		8.4.2.171						Xiaofei Wang						"The format of the Association Timeout Info element is shown in Figure 8-x" -- there is no such figure		Add a Figure 8-x (this might be Figure 8-574a, but then the caption is wrong)				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6397		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.171		43		47		T		Y		43.00		47		8.4.2.171						Xiaofei Wang						"Figure 8-574a--TBTT Information Header subfield" -- that does not appear to be what the figure is about		Fix the caption				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6398		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.171		43		34		T		Y		43.00		34		8.4.2.171						Xiaofei Wang						The three fields in the Association Timeout Info element are not described		Add descriptions (canonical description for the first two)				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6399		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.183		60		6		E		Y		60.00		6		8.4.2.183												"4994, 5105"		Delete "4994, 5105"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6400		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.8		85		45		E		Y		85.00		45		10.1.4.3.8						Jeongki Kim						"element identifiers"		Change to "element IDs"				TGai General														2014/10/21 16:22		EDITOR

		6401		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.5		83		60		T		Y		83.00		60		10.1.4.3.5						Not-Assigned						"If dot11FILSActivated is equal to true and if the Request element of the Probe Request includes the Reduced Neighbor Report Request element ID," -- there might not be a Request element in the Preq		Change to "If dot11FILSActivated is equal to true and a Request element is present in the Probe Request and includes the Reduced Neighbor Report Request element ID,"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6402		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.175		48		20		E		Y		48.00		20		8.4.2.175												The FILS Session field is not described.  All fields in all elements are always described in clause 8 -- that's the primary aim of clause 8!		Add a description of the FILS Session field				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6403		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.176		48		53		E		Y		48.00		53		8.4.2.176												The FILS Public Key field is not described.  All fields in all elements are always described in clause 8 -- that's the primary aim of clause 8!		Add a description of the FILS Public Key field				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6404		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.177		49		42		E		Y		49.00		42		8.4.2.177												The Public Key Indicator field is not described.  All fields in all elements are always described in clause 8 -- that's the primary aim of clause 8!		Add a description of the Public Key Indicator field				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6405		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.169.1		41		46		E		Y		41.00		46		8.4.2.169.1												"0 or n" is useless (and furthermore, n is not defined).  3 instances at the referenced location		Change all three instances to "variable"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6406		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.186		63		17		E		Y		63.00		17		8.4.2.186												Field names should start with uppercases		Change to "PMKID Count" and change at 63.27 to "PMKID Count field" (2 fixes)				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6407		Mark RISON		204		3		B.4.3		125		21		E		Y		125.00		21		B.4.3												CF31 is already used by the baseline, so FILS can't have it.  The referenced location is only one of the instances.  There are 9		Change all instances to CF32				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6408		Mark RISON		204		3		B.4.3		125		21		T		Y		125.00		21		B.4.3						Not-Assigned						If something is plain O, it cannot be N/A		Delete the "[ ] N/A"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6409		Mark RISON		204		3		B.4.29						E		Y						B.4.29												The Boolean operators should be "AND" and "OR" in the PICS		Change all instances of "and" and "or" to "AND" and "OR" respectively in the penultimate column of the table				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6410		Mark RISON		204		3		B.4.29		126		18		T		Y		126.00		18		B.4.29						Not-Assigned						"FILS4:andnot FILS4.3:M" [sic] -- this means that this feature does not apply if FILS public key auth is not supported		Change the Status cell for FILS4.1, FILS4.2 and FILS4.3 to "FILS4:O.1"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6411		Mark RISON		204		3		3.2		3		60		T		Y		3.00		60		3.2						Not-Assigned						What is "network discovery" and how does it differ from "AP discovery"?  See also 64.49		Clarify				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6412		Mark RISON		204		3		3.2		3		60		E		Y		3.00		60		3.2												"AP/"		Delete the slash				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6413		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.173		46		51		E		Y		46.00		51		8.4.2.173												"400<micro>s"		Change to "400 <micro>s"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6414		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.2		82		42		E		Y		82.00		42		10.1.4.3.2												"is"		Change to "shall be"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6415		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.2.1		97		56		E		Y		97.00		56		10.45.2.1												"is"		Change to "shall be"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6416		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.4		102		5		T		Y		102.00		5		10.45.4						Not-Assigned						"The domain name is set to the domain as defined in IETF RFC 6696." -- exactly where is it to be so set?		Delete "set to"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6417		Mark RISON		204		3		4.10.3.6.1		14		7		T		Y		14.00		7		4.10.3.6.1						Not-Assigned						"802.11 Std Authentication frame" -- there ain't any other type.  The referenced location is only one of the instaces.  Other instances are 106.45, 120.58		Delete "802.11 Std" in all the locations identified in this comment				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6418		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.180		53		46		T		Y		53.00		46		8.4.2.180						Not-Assigned						"HLP frame" does not make sense, since a frame is an MPDU		Change "frame" to "packet"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6419		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.3.1		100		23		T		Y		100.00		23		10.45.3.1						Not-Assigned						"HLP frame" does not make sense, since a frame is an MPDU		Change "frame" to "packet"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6420		Mark RISON		204		3		8.3.3.11		35		6		E		Y		35.00		6		8.3.3.11												"FILSAuthentication Type"		Change to "FILS Authentication Type"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6421		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.179		53		1		E		Y		53.00		1		8.4.2.179												"The value of the Hashed Domain Name of the Domain Information field"		Change to "The value of the Hashed Domain Name field of the Domain Information entry" (2 fixes)				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6422		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.179		53		3		E		Y		53.00		3		8.4.2.179												"Hashed Domain Name"		Change to "hashed domain name"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6423		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.4		102		14		E		Y		102.00		14		10.45.4												"Hashed Domain Name"		Change to "hashed domain name"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6424		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.3.2		101		42		E		Y		101.00		42		10.45.3.2												>"1"<		Change to >1< (angle brackets used in this comment as quote marks)				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6425		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.3.2		101		45		E		Y		101.00		45		10.45.3.2												>"1"<		Change to >1< (angle brackets used in this comment as quote marks)				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6426		Mark RISON		204		3		6.3.5.3.2		15		19		T		Y		15.00		19		6.3.5.3.2						Not-Assigned						"Minimum Association Response timeout that the non-AP STA to be set to dot11AssociationResponseTimeOut" -- this makes no sense		Reword to make sense				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6427		Mark RISON		204		3		6.3.5.5.2		16		16		T		Y		16.00		16		6.3.5.5.2						Not-Assigned						"Minimum Association Response timeout that the non-AP STA to be set to dot11AssociationResponseTimeOut" -- this makes no sense		Reword to make sense				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6428		Mark RISON		204		3		6.3.5.3.2		14		58		E		Y		14.00		58		6.3.5.3.2												"TimeOut" is odd (the baseline does do it in some places, but this should not be encouraged).  The referenced location is only one of the instances.  Other instances are at 15.47, 15.19, 15.17		Change to "Timeout" in all locations identified in this comment				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6429		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.3		98		60		E		Y		98.00		60		10.45.3												"association/reassociation" -- the canonical form is "(re)association".  The referenced location is only one of the instances.  Other instances are 54.44, 54.46, 98.62, 99.34, 99.45, 99.48, 99.61, 100.3, 100.4, 100.7, 100.16, 100.21 (2x), 100.22, 100.24, 100.26, 100.52, 100.56, 126.40		Change to "(Re)Association" or "(re)association" (following the original case) in all locations identified in this comment, making sure any preceding article is correct too				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6430		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.3.1		99		33		E		Y		99.00		33		10.45.3.1												"an Association or a Reassociation" -- the canonical form is "(re)association"		Change to "a (Re)Association"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6431		Mark RISON		204		3		8.3.3.11		36		39		T		Y		36.00		39		8.3.3.11						Not-Assigned						Reassociation needs to be covered as well as association		Change "Association Response" to "(Re)Association Response"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6432		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.171		43		36		T		Y		43.00		36		8.4.2.171						Xiaofei Wang						Reassociation needs to be covered as well as association		Change "Association Response" to "(Re)Association Response"				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6433		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.3		99		16		E		Y		99.00		16		10.45.3												"frame"		Change to "frames"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6434		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.3.1		99		45		E		Y		99.00		45		10.45.3.1												"request"		Change to "Request"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6435		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.3.1		100		17		E		Y		100.00		17		10.45.3.1												"response"		Change to "Response"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6436		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.3.1		100		21		E		Y		100.00		21		10.45.3.1												"Association/Reassociation frame"		Change to "the frame"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6437		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.3.2		100		60		T		Y		100.00		60		10.45.3.2						Not-Assigned						Reassociation needs to be covered as well as association		Search for "association re" in this subclause and add "(re)" with the appropriate case in front (I find 9 instances where such a change is apparently needed)				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6438		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.4		119		3		T		Y		119.00		3		11.11.2.4						Not-Assigned						Reassociation needs to be covered as well as association		Search for "association re" in this subclause and add "(re)" with the appropriate case in front (I find 4 instances where such a change is apparently needed)				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6439		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.4.1		119		12		T		Y		119.00		12		11.11.2.4.1						Not-Assigned						Reassociation needs to be covered as well as association		Search for "association re" in this subclause and add "(re)" with the appropriate case in front (I find 8 instances where such a change is apparently needed)				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6440		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.4.2		121		3		T		Y		121.00		3		11.11.2.4.2						Not-Assigned						Reassociation needs to be covered as well as association		Search for "association re" in this subclause and add "(re)" with the appropriate case in front (I find 11 instances where such a change is apparently needed, including the subclause heading)				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6441		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.2.1		115		9		T		Y		115.00		9		11.11.2.2.1						Dan Harkins						What is a "FILS authentication response"?		Be specific about the Authentication frame(s) this is intended to refer to				TGai General														2014/10/20 14:25		TGai General

		6442		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.2.1		115		23		T		Y		115.00		23		11.11.2.2.1						Dan Harkins						What is an "Authentication response"?  Note the baseline defines the term "Authentication-Response" but (a) only for FT and (b) with a hyphen		Be specific about the Authentication frame(s) this is intended to refer to				TGai General														2014/10/20 14:25		TGai General

		6443		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.2.1		115		58		T		Y		115.00		58		11.11.2.2.1						Dan Harkins						What is an "Authentication response"?  Note the baseline defines the term "Authentication-Response" but (a) only for FT and (b) with a hyphen		Be specific about the Authentication frame(s) this is intended to refer to				TGai General														2014/10/20 14:25		TGai General

		6444		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.2.1		115		22		T		Y		115.00		22		11.11.2.2.1						Dan Harkins						What is an "Authentication request"?  Note the baseline defines the term "Authentication-Request" but (a) only for FT and (b) with a hyphen.  The references on p. 97 are too hidden		Be specific about the Authentication frame(s) this is intended to refer to				TGai General														2014/10/20 14:25		TGai General

		6445		Mark RISON		204		3		10.3.4.3		92		58		T		Y		92.00		58		10.3.4.3						Not-Assigned						What are the "the FILS authentication elements"?		Be specific about the elements this intended to refer to				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6446		Mark RISON		204		3		8.3.3.11		36		26		E		Y		36.00		26		8.3.3.11												"[13/1514r1]"		Delete "[13/1514r1]"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6447		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.5		102		42		T		Y		102.00		42		10.45.5						Not-Assigned						What is the incentive for a non-AP STA to use DILS?		Either provide evidence that DILS is to a STA's benefit even if other STAs don't implement DILS (such a claim was made during D2.0 comment resolution -- see http://www.ieee802.org/11/email/stds-802-11-tgai/msg00810.html -- but the evidence was never provided despite repeated requests) or get rid of the DILS feature				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6448		Mark RISON		204		3		11.6.2		109		40		E		Y		109.00		40		11.6.2												"00-0F-AC" (2 instances)		Add a colon immediately after both instances				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6449		Mark RISON		204		3		11.6.2		109		48		E		Y		109.00		48		11.6.2												"00-0F-AC" (2 instances)		Add a colon immediately after both instances				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6450		Mark RISON		204		3		11.6.2		109		56		E		Y		109.00		56		11.6.2												"00-0F-AC" (2 instances)		Add a colon immediately after both instances				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6451		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.24.3		40		58		E		Y		40.00		58		8.4.2.24.3												There is no such thing as "SHA384" (see FIPS PUB 180-3)		Change to "SHA-384"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6452		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.3		117		50		E		Y		117.00		50		11.11.2.3												There is no such thing as "SHA384" (see FIPS PUB 180-3)		Change to "SHA-384"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6453		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.24.3		40		52		E		Y		40.00		52		8.4.2.24.3												There is no such thing as "SHA256" (see FIPS PUB 180-3)		Change to "SHA-256"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6454		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.3		117		49		E		Y		117.00		49		11.11.2.3												There is no such thing as "SHA256" (see FIPS PUB 180-3)		Change to "SHA-256"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6455		Mark RISON		204		3		8.3						E		Y						8.3												There are many failures to adhere to the existing style of MMPDU field descriptions in tables (e.g. "The X element is present if ...")		Align with baseline.  During D2.0 comment resolution I asked for an editable version of the relevant subclause so I could mark up the changes, but this was not provided in time				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6456		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.3.1		100		12		T		Y		100.00		12		10.45.3.1						Not-Assigned						"the HLP MSDU field" -- what field is this referring to?		Refer to a specific field of a specific element (or whatever it is that has this field)				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6457		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.1		39		61		E		Y		39.00		61		8.4.2.1												"element"		Delete "element"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6458		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.1		39		3		T		Y		39.00		3		8.4.2.1						Not-Assigned						FILS is asking for 13 elements.  This seems excessive		Combine elements which don't need their own ID for a clear purpose (e.g. because they need to be specifically Requested) into a single ID with a sub-ID				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6459		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.169.1		41		41		E		Y		41.00		41		8.4.2.169.1												"TBTT Information field" (3 instances).  The word "field" does not appear in figures showing fields		Delete all three instances of "field"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6460		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.173		44		54		E		Y		44.00		54		8.4.2.173												"MAX"		Change to "Max"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6461		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.181.1		55		9		E		Y		55.00		9		8.4.2.181.1												"(present if indicated by IP address request control)" (2 instances)		Change both instances to "(optional)"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6462		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.183		60		50		E		Y		60.00		50		8.4.2.183												Weird vertical bar		Remove the weird vertical bar				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6463		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.181.1		55		27		E		Y		55.00		27		8.4.2.181.1												The two "request type" fields are never referred to elsewhere		Use the names rather than the bit numbers in the tables immediately below				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6464		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.181.1		55		42		T		Y		55.00		42		8.4.2.181.1						Not-Assigned						b0 is required to be 1, so why not just reserve it instead?		Mark b0 as reserved and remove it from the table				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6465		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.181.1		56		1		T		Y		56.00		1		8.4.2.181.1						Not-Assigned						How does a STA indicate it doesn't want an IPv4 address at all?		Add something to allow this to be signalled (perhaps using the otherwise useless b0)				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6466		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.181.1		56		1		T		Y		56.00		1		8.4.2.181.1						Not-Assigned						b2 is required to be 1, so why not just reserve it instead?		Mark b2 as reserved and remove it from the table				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6467		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.181.1		55		42		T		Y		55.00		42		8.4.2.181.1						Not-Assigned						How does a STA indicate it doesn't want an IPv6 address at all?		Add something to allow this to be signalled (perhaps using the otherwise useless b2)				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6468		Mark RISON		204		3		3.2		3		62		T		Y		3.00		62		3.2						Not-Assigned						"Link setup might involve more than one AP in an extended service set (ESS)." -- what does this mean?		Delete this sentence (at least one instance of it was killed in D2.0 comment resolution)				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6469		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.169.1		42		20		T		Y		42.00		20		8.4.2.169.1						Not-Assigned						Deleting "Its value is 0. Values 1, 2, and 3 are reserved." leaves the field undefined.		Revert the deletion of these sentences				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6470		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.169.1		42		36		E		Y		42.00		36		8.4.2.169.1												"When the value of TBTT Information Length is 1, the TBTT Information field contains the TBTT Offset subfield. When the value of TBTT Information Length is 7 or 11, the TBTT Information field contains the TBTT Offset and the BSSID subfields. If the TBTT Information Length subfield is 5 or 11, the Short-SSID subfield is included in TBTT Information field to indicate the Short-SSID of a neighbor AP. Other values are reserved."		Make this into a table (this will also fix the missing "field"s and so on).  Also check this resolution is compatible with that which was adopted by TGmc for 11mc/D3.0 comment resolution in the same area				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6471		Mark RISON		204		3		8.6.8.38		71		4		E		Y		71.00		4		8.6.8.38												"BSSoperating"		Change to "BSS operating"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6472		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.169.1		42		44		T		Y		42.00		44		8.4.2.169.1						Not-Assigned						"Operating Class field is 1 octet in length and indicates the band and bandwidth of the primary channel" -- well, maybe it does, but usually what's more interesting is the BSS operating width		Just say it defines the operating class for the BSS, or words to that effect (see what the baselines says in such contexts)				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6473		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.2.1		97		46		E		Y		97.00		46		10.45.2.1												"NOTE: FILS is only supported in non-DMG infrastructure BSS. FILS is not supported
in IBSS, PBSS, or MBSS." -- we heard you first time (96.62)		Delete the cited text				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6474		Mark RISON		204		3		8.6.8.38		71		27		E		Y		71.00		27		8.6.8.38												"Nss Subfield" -- there is no such subfield (and the S should be lowercase)		Change to "Number of Spatial Streams subfield"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6475		Mark RISON		204		3		8.6.8.38		71		5		E		Y		71.00		5		8.6.8.38												"Subfield"		Change to "subfield"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6476		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.3.1		117		62		T		Y		117.00		62		11.11.2.3.1						Dan Harkins						What is "Hash"?		Add a description in the "where" immediately below				TGai General														2014/10/20 14:26		TGai General

		6477		Mark RISON		204		3								G		Y												Not-Assigned						What is the justification for renaming reduced neighbour reports to short neighbour reports?  And if you're going to do this you need to be absolutely sure you've caught every single instance in the baseline.
For example, you've missed "Reduced Neighbor AP Report element" (which admittedly shouldn't have the "AP").  Also space missing at 79.42.  And what's "Reduced Neighbor Report Request element ID"?  There is no such element ID.  Actually once you get to about there in the document the effort to rename reduced to short seems to have been abandoned!		Revert the partial change from "Reduced" to "Short"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6478		Mark RISON		204		3		8.3.3.5		28		24		E		Y		28.00		24		8.3.3.5												"The FILS IP Address Assignment element
is optionally" has increased font size from F to the penultimate o.  The row above is similarly suspect		Make the font size the same everywhere				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6479		Mark RISON		204		3		8.3.3.6		29		13		E		Y		29.00		13		8.3.3.6												"r
FILS Public Key authentication"		Change to "FILS public key authentication" (two fixes)				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6480		Mark RISON		204		3		8.3.3.5		28		12		E		Y		28.00		12		8.3.3.5												"a
FILS public key authentication"		Change to "FILS public key authentication"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6481		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.177		49		3		E		Y		49.00		3		8.4.2.177												"FILS Public Key authentication"		Change to "FILS public key authentication"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6482		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.3.1		118		11		E		Y		118.00		11		11.11.2.3.1												"FILS Public Key authentication"		Change to "FILS public key authentication"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6483		Mark RISON		204		3		8.3.3.11		35		14		E		Y		35.00		14		8.3.3.11												"Table 8-44 (Presence of
fields and elements in
Authentication frames)." is not what all the other rows look like		Follow the standard format ("The FILS Nonce element is present ...")				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6484		Mark RISON		204		3		8.3.3.11		35		42		E		Y		35.00		42		8.3.3.11												"in FILS Authentication"		Change to "in FILS Authentication frames"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6485		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.3.1		118				E		Y		118.00				11.11.2.3.1												"FILS Shared Key authentication" (3 instances on this page)		Change all three instances to "FILS shared key authentication"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6486		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.3.1		118		7		E		Y		118.00		7		11.11.2.3.1												"is"		Change to "if"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6487		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.3.1		118		21		E		Y		118.00		21		11.11.2.3.1												"irretrievably destroy".  The referenced location is only one of the instances.  Other instances are at 120.57, 122.58, 122.60		Change all instances identified in this comment to "irretrievably delete"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6488		Mark RISON		204		3		8.3.3.11		36				E		Y		36.00				8.3.3.11												"FILS Authentication type" (4 instances on this page)		Change all instances identified in this comment to "FILS Authentication Type"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6489		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.2.1		113		60		E		Y		113.00		60		11.11.2.2.1												"FILS Authentication type".  The referenced location is only one of the instances.  Other instances are at 116.38, 116.65		Change all instances identified in this comment to "FILS Authentication Type field"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6490		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.1.58		37		63		E		Y		37.00		63		8.4.1.58												"exchange, either with PFS or without PFS" -- it also indicates shared v. public key		Delete ", either with PFS or without PFS"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6491		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.1.59		38		38		E		Y		38.00		38		8.4.1.59												"The nonce data is 16 octets in length and contains randomly generated data."		Change to "The FILS Nonce field contains randomly generated data."				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6492		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.1		40		17		E		Y		40.00		17		8.4.2.1												"the previous Fragment element" -- which one is that?		Change to "another Fragment element"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6493		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.26		41		12		T		Y		41.00		12		8.4.2.26						Not-Assigned						"When dot11FILSActivated is true, the FILS Capability field value of 1 indicates the STA supports the FILS procedures. Otherwise the value of the FILS Capability field is 0." -- no, the field indicates whether the STA supports FILS		Change to "The STA sets the FILS Capability field to 1 when dot11FILS Activated is true and sets it to 0 otherwise."				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6494		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.169.1		43		8		E		Y		43.00		8		8.4.2.169.1												"If the TBTT Information Length subfield is 7 or 11, the BSSID subfield is included in TBTT Information field to indicate the BSSID of a neighbor AP. If the TBTT Information Length subfield is 5 or 11, the Short-SSID subfield is included in TBTT Information field to indicate the Short-SSID of a neighbor AP."  This has already been stated at 42.37		Delete the cited text				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6495		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.172		44		25		T		Y		44.00		25		8.4.2.172						Not-Assigned						"CAG Version is always positive, therefore a value of zero in this field will be neglected by the receiving STA." -- exactly what is the behaviour expected by "neglected", and why is this in clause 8 anyway?		Use standard terminology like "A CAG Number element with a CAG Version field equal to 0 shall be ignored" and move it to clause 10				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6496		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.173		46		48		T		Y		46.00		48		8.4.2.173						Jason Lee						"~"		Change to "to"; also delete "A" and change "value" to "values"				TGai General														2014/10/21 15:54		TGai General

		6497		Mark RISON		204		3								E		Y																		"Criteria" is plural, but the "FILS Criteria", "OUI Response Criteria", "BSS Delay Criteria", "PHY Support Criteria", "Delay criteria", "delay criteria" only involve a single criterion		Change to refer to "criterion" for all the instances of the cited terms (about 40 instances)				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6498		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.173		46		41		E		Y		46.00		41		8.4.2.173						Jason Lee						This should be a table		Make it into a table, and just refer to the table				TGai General														2014/10/21 15:54		TGai General

		6499		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.173		46		64		E		Y		46.00		64		8.4.2.173												"The receiver of Probe Request frame responds,
if" -- this is behaviour, not format		Move to clause 10				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6500		Mark RISON		204		3								G		Y												Not-Assigned						It is not clear which elements can be fragmented.  Some elements "may" be fragmented, but there is nothing to say other elements shall not be.  Didn't we once agree to have a column in the Element IDs table to indicate fragmentability?  In fact, yes we did -- see resolution of CID 4744		Add a column to the Element IDs table to show whether the element may be fragmented, and remove the bits of text scattered around which says that this or that element may be fragmented

In other words, actually implement the agreed resolution for CID 4744				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6501		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.179		51		48		E		Y		51.00		48		8.4.2.179												"pubic key" -- this is probably illegal in many jurisdictions		Change to "public key"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6502		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.179		53		26		E		Y		53.00		26		8.4.2.179												"Figure XX" -- which one is that?		Put in the right reference				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6503		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.179		53		27		E		Y		53.00		27		8.4.2.179												"Table 9-221k" -- there is no such table		Put in the right reference				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6504		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.180		54		1		T		Y		54.00		1		8.4.2.180						Not-Assigned						"If the length of the HLP Packet field is less than or equal to 243 octets, the value of the Length field is 12 plus the length of HLP Packet field. If the length of HLP Packet field is larger than 243 octets, the value of the Length field is 255 (see 9.42 (Element fragmentation) and 9.43 (Element defragmentation))."  is at best useless		Delete the cited text				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6505		Mark RISON		204		3		8.3.3.11		34		12		E		Y		34.00		12		8.3.3.11												"FILS authentication frames"		Change to "FILS Authentication frames"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6506		Mark RISON		204		3		8.3.3.11		36		39		E		Y		36.00		39		8.3.3.11												"1TU"		Change to "1 TU"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6507		Mark RISON		204		3		8.3.3.11		36		39		T		Y		36.00		39		8.3.3.11						Not-Assigned						"if AP expects time to transmit Association Response exceeds 1TU"		Change to "if the AP expects that the Association Response will be transmitted more than 1 TU after the Association Request"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6508		Mark RISON		204		3		3.1		3		17		E		Y		3.00		17		3.1												"Authentication Server" should have initial caps.  The referenced location is only one of the instances where this is not the case.  Other instances are 111.58, 112.30, 112.39, 114.53		Change all locations identified in this comment to "Authentication Server"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6509		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.1.9		37		23		E		Y		37.00		23		8.4.1.9												"Unknown"		Change to "unknown"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6510		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.2.1		114		56		E		Y		114.00		56		11.11.2.2.1												"Unknown"		Change to "unknown"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6511		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.1		39		9		T		Y		39.00		9		8.4.2.1						Not-Assigned						Unless there are really good reasons for this, all elements should be extensible, for forward compatibility		Put "Yes" in all the right-most cells in the table, except the first (and the one which already has "Yes")				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6512		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.183		60		6		E		Y		60.00		6		8.4.2.183												There is no reason to define a "FILSC Information" field.  The subfields it contains can just be fields of the DILS element		Do as it says in the comment.  Locations to change are 60.6, 60.22, 60.25, 60.43, 60.38, 102.58, 103.31, 103.38				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6513		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.169.1		43		1		T		Y		43.00		1		8.4.2.169.1						Not-Assigned						"The TBTT Offset in TUs subfield is 1octet in length and when included in a Probe Response frame or FILS Discovery frame indicates the offset in TUs, rounded down to the nearest TU, to next TBTT of an AP from the immediately prior TBTT of the AP that transmits this element. and. When included in a Beacon frame, it indicates the offset in TUs, rounded down to the nearest TU, to the next TBTT of an AP from the TBTT of the Beacon frame in which it is included." -- I don't understand the difference between the Beacon and other two cases.  Note the TBTT is the target (i.e. notional) time, not the actual time; it does not change depending on when the Beacon was sent		If TBTTs are really intended throughout, then it boils down to "The subfield contains the Beacon Interval", which is not very useful.  So maybe the times are between the last actual transmission time of a Beacon and the next TBTT?  If so, make it say that, i.e. just say "The TBTT Offset in TUs subfield is 1 octet in length and indicates the time in TUs between the current or last Beacon transmission and the next TBTT."

Actually, I *still* don't get this.  The combination of the Timestamp and the Beacon Interval enables a receiver to know exactly when the next TBTT is.  So what's the point of this field?				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6514		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.172		44		22		E		Y		44.00		22		8.4.2.172												"or InfoID" -- wozzat?		Delete "or InfoID"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6515		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.172		44		29		E		Y		44.00		29		8.4.2.172												"CAG Version Number"		Change to "CAG Version field"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6516		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.4.23		67		6		E		Y		67.00		6		8.4.4.23												"CAG Version Number"		Change to "CAG Version"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6517		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.4.23		67		21		E		Y		67.00		21		8.4.4.23												"CAG Version"		Change to "CAG Version field"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6518		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.173		46		51		T		Y		46.00		51		8.4.2.173						Not-Assigned						The Max Delay Limit field needs to be reserved if no BSS Delay criterion applies		Add words to say that Max Delay Limit shall not be present if FILS Criteria is not present or BSS Delay Criteria [sic] is not in use				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6519		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.173		47		15		E		Y		47.00		15		8.4.2.173						Jason Lee						"Max Channel Time of the MLME-SCAN.request" -- what of the what?		"MaxChannelTime parameter of the MLME-SCAN.request primitive"				TGai General														2014/10/21 15:54		TGai General

		6520		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.173		47		18		E		Y		47.00		18		8.4.2.173						Jason Lee						"since it contains the value of Max Channel Time as shown in Figure 10-3b (Active scanning when a non-DMG STA transmits Probe Request to individual address)." is quite superfluous here		Delete the cited text				TGai General														2014/10/21 15:54		TGai General

		6521		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.176		48		52		T		Y		48.00		52		8.4.2.176						Not-Assigned						Values >3 for the Key Type are undefined		Add "4-255: Reserved"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6522		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.177		49		41		T		Y		49.00		41		8.4.2.177						Not-Assigned						Values >3 for the Key Type are undefined		Add "4-255: Reserved"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6523		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.177		49		7		E		Y		49.00		7		8.4.2.177												"inferred"		Change to "implied" or "to be inferred"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6524		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.177		49		9		E		Y		49.00		9		8.4.2.177												"Figure 8-401zzz" -- no such figure		Put in the right reference				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6525		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.178		50		19		E		Y		50.00		19		8.4.2.178						Jeongki Kim						"The AP-CSN field is 1octet in length and is defined as an unsigned integer initialized during AP initialization, to a random integer value in the range of 0, 255. The AP-CSN contains the version number of the AP configuration information set. This value increments"		Change to "The AP-CSN field is 1 octet in length and contains the version number of the AP configuration information set.  The starting value is undefined.  The AP-CSN value increments"				TGai General														2014/10/21 16:23		EDITOR

		6526		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.179		51		23		E		Y		51.00		23		8.4.2.179												"FILS information"		Change to "the FILS Information field" (2 fixes)				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6527		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.179		52		2		E		Y		52.00		2		8.4.2.179												"number of domains"		Change to "Number of Domains field" (2 fixes)				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6528		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.179		52		33		E		Y		52.00		33		8.4.2.179												"entry"		Change to "field"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6529		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.179		52		8		E		Y		52.00		8		8.4.2.179												This table is gross overkill, especially given all the other things in the document which would be much better as tables		Get rid of this table and just say it in the para at 52.8				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6530		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.179		51		58		E		Y		51.00		58		8.4.2.179												There is nothing about the Public Key Information Type subfield except that it is set to 0 for some values of the FILS Security Type subfield		Describe the subfield				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6531		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.179		53		12		E		Y		53.00		12		8.4.2.179												"Subnet-ID"		Replace the hyphen with a space				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6532		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.180		53		47		E		Y		53.00		47		8.4.2.180												"might"		Change to "may"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6533		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.3.1		99		25		T		Y		99.00		25		10.45.3.1						Not-Assigned						What exactly are the allowed MSDU formats?  More specifically, is any particular LLC/SNAP format required?  Are things like .1Q allowed?		Clarify				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6534		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.180		53		48		E		Y		53.00		48		8.4.2.180												"if dot11FILSActivated is true" -- what is the scope of this (e.g. only the last frame in the list?)		Reword to make this clear				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6535		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.181		54		28		E		Y		54.00		28		8.4.2.181												"if dot11FILSActivated is true" -- what is the scope of this (e.g. only the last frame in the list?)		Reword to make this clear				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6536		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.181.1		55		27		T		Y		55.00		27		8.4.2.181.1						Not-Assigned						A STA might want to use a specific IP version for access to a DNS server		Make the "DNS Server Address Request" field into separate "IPv4" and "IPv6" fields (and make it clear this refers to the server address not to the type of addresses the server returns!)				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6537		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.4.20		64		62		E		Y		64.00		62		8.4.4.20												If a field is optional, its length is not fixed		Change the last "2" to "0 or 2"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6538		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.181.2		56		62		E		Y		56.00		62		8.4.2.181.2												If a field is optional, its length is not fixed		Add "0 or" before the lengths of all the fields shown as "(optional)" in Figure 8-574s				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6539		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.181.2		56		43		T		Y		56.00		43		8.4.2.181.2						Not-Assigned						TTL does not need 16 octets		Change "16" to "1"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6540		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.181.2		56		61		E		Y		56.00		61		8.4.2.181.2												"The IP Address Response Control field's 8 bits (8 subfields) are interpreted as follows:" -- I don't need to be told about the size again, and I don't need interpretation I need definition		Change to more standard terminology ("The format of the foo field is shown in")				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6541		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.181.2		56		58		T		Y		56.00		58		8.4.2.181.2						Not-Assigned						"The value of the IP Address Response Control field is defined in Table 8-257g (IP Address Response Control field with B0 = 0) and Table 8-257h (IP Address Response Control Field with B0 = 1)." -- OK, but what does B0 indicate?  The tables are of no help (both say "An AP sets IP address assignment pending subfield to [0/1] if an IP address is included in the frame:")		Add an explanation of what this bit indicates.  In turn, get rid of the "Value" column of the Tables				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6542		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.181.2		57		12		T		Y		57.00		12		8.4.2.181.2						Not-Assigned						"An AP sets IPv4 Assigned subfield to 1 if Assigned" makes no sense		Add some words to make it make sense				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6543		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.181.2		58		1		T		Y		58.00		1		8.4.2.181.2						Not-Assigned						This seems to duplicate the information in the first of the two tables above		Delete (after making sure there's nothing here which isn't also in the table)				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6544		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.181.2		57		14		T		Y		57.00		14		8.4.2.181.2						Not-Assigned						"An AP sets IPv4 Gateway subfield" -- no such subfield		Change to "the IPv4 Gateway Included subfield"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6545		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.181.2		57		23		T		Y		57.00		23		8.4.2.181.2						Not-Assigned						"An AP sets IPv6 Gateway subfield" -- no such subfield		Change to "the IPv6 Gateway Included subfield"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6546		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.181.2		57		4		E		Y		57.00		4		8.4.2.181.2												"Bit Field" is not 802.11 style		Use 802.11 style to give bit positions				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6547		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.181.2		57		47		E		Y		57.00		47		8.4.2.181.2												"Bit Field" is not 802.11 style		Use 802.11 style to give bit positions				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6548		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.181.2		57		20		T		Y		57.00		20		8.4.2.181.2						Not-Assigned						"Prefix Length" -- no such field		Change to "IPv6 Prefix Length"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6549		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.181.2		57		30		T		Y		57.00		30		8.4.2.181.2						Not-Assigned						"the IPv4" what?		Change to "the assigned IPv4 address"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6550		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.181.2		57		38		T		Y		57.00		38		8.4.2.181.2						Not-Assigned						"the IPv6" what?		Change to "the assigned IPv6 address"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6551		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.181.2		57		28		T		Y		57.00		28		8.4.2.181.2						Not-Assigned						"Time to Live for IPv4" -- no such field		Change to "TTL for IPv4 field" (2 fixes)				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6552		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.181.2		57		35		T		Y		57.00		35		8.4.2.181.2						Not-Assigned						"Time to Live for IPv6" -- no such field		Change to "TTL for IPv6 field" (2 fixes)				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6553		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.181.2		57		30		T		Y		57.00		30		8.4.2.181.2						Not-Assigned						"assumed to be valid" -- well, let's not make assumptions, let's make statements		Delete "assumed to be"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6554		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.181.2		57		38		T		Y		57.00		38		8.4.2.181.2						Not-Assigned						"assumed to be valid" -- well, let's not make assumptions, let's make statements		Delete "assumed to be"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6555		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.181.2		57		55		T		Y		57.00		55		8.4.2.181.2						Not-Assigned						What is the meaning of 0?		Use 0 to signal "don't know" or "more than 63 s"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6556		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.181.2		57		27		E		Y		57.00		27		8.4.2.181.2												"TTL IPv4 included"		Change both instances to "TTL IPv4 Included"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6557		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.181.2		57		34		E		Y		57.00		34		8.4.2.181.2												"TTL IPv4 included"		Change both instances to "TTL IPv4 Included"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6558		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.181.2		57		55		E		Y		57.00		55		8.4.2.181.2												"IP address request timeout"		Change both instances to "IP Address Request Timeout"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6559		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.181.2		57		1		T		Y		57.00		1		8.4.2.181.2						Not-Assigned						Table 8-257g says that various things are set to 1 if X and Y are included in the element, but does not say that either both shall be included or neither		Add some words to that effect				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6560		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.181.2		57		44		T		Y		57.00		44		8.4.2.181.2						Not-Assigned						Table 8-257h does not state which fields are present in the element in this case		Add some words to specify this (presumably the answer is that none of the optional fields are present)				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6561		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.181.2		56		15		E		Y		56.00		15		8.4.2.181.2												This subclause is extremely sloppy: missing "bit"/"field"/"subfield"s, incorrect capitalisation, confusion of the field name and what it contains, etc.  Other comments try to address some of them, but some have almost certainly been missed in the fog of war		Beat it into shape!				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6562		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.181.2		57		44		T		Y		57.00		44		8.4.2.181.2						Not-Assigned						It is not clear whether if B0 = 1 in IP Address Response Control then the DNS fields are necessarily absent		Add words to say that in this case the subfields in the DNS Info Control field are all 0 and the corresponding fields are absent				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6563		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.181.2		57		44		T		Y		57.00		44		8.4.2.181.2						Not-Assigned						It is not clear whether if B0 = 1 in IP Address Response Control then the timeout also applies to the provision of DNS information (if requested)		Either say it does, or provide an additional timeout for DNS information				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6564		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.183		59		65		T		Y		59.00		65		8.4.2.183						Not-Assigned						"attempt initial link setup" -- what does this mean?  Is this intended to cover non-fast ILS?		Either add "fast" or define the term "initial link setup"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6565		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.183		60		1		E		Y		60.00		1		8.4.2.183												"the Beacon, and Probe Response frame"		Change to "Beacon and Probe Response frames" (3 fixes)				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6566		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.183		60		19		T		Y		60.00		19		8.4.2.183						Not-Assigned						"ending after the FILS Time elapses."  What does this mean?  How can a field elapse?		Change to say something like "time interval to which this element applies, starting from the time the frame containing this element was transmitted"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6567		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.183		61		7		T		Y		61.00		7		8.4.2.183						Not-Assigned						What do the "FILS User Priority Bit<n>" subfields indicate?		Add some words to describe them (there are some vague hints in clause 10)				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6568		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.5.2		103		52		T		Y		103.00		52		10.45.5.2						Not-Assigned						I am never entirely sure a MAC address has more or less significant bits, and in any case the conversion to a sequence of octets always results in confusion		At the very least add a NOTE to explain what is intended by "the last 5 LSBs of its MAC address"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6569		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.183		60		35		E		Y		60.00		35		8.4.2.183												"0 or variable length" is useless		Change to "variable" (2 fixes)				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6570		Mark RISON		204		3		8.6.8.32		69		8		T		Y		69.00		8		8.6.8.32						Xiaofei Wang						"Length" is a poor name and not the name used elsewhere (e.g. 70.4)		Change to "SSID Length"				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6571		Mark RISON		204		3								G		Y												Not-Assigned						"FILS Discovery frame Control"		Change to "FILS Discovery Frame Control" throughout (7 instances including cross-references)				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6572		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.185		62		63		T		Y		62.00		63		8.4.2.185						Not-Assigned						"for a block of data" -- what block of data?		Change to "for a fragmented element"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6573		Mark RISON		204		3								G		Y												Not-Assigned						There are millions of failures to conform to 802.11 style (capitalisation, use of term field/subfield/element/parameter/primitive, etc.).  Other comments try to address a few of them, but many others exist		Ask an 802.11m editor for advice				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6574		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.4.20		65		1		E		Y		65.00		1		8.4.4.20												Just use the standard wording		Replace the two paras with "The Info ID and Length fields are defined in 8.4.4.1 (General)."				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6575		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.4.20		65		32		T		Y		65.00		32		8.4.4.20						Not-Assigned						"List ANQP-element declares that" -- what is a "List ANQP-element"?  Is this some cut and paste error?		Delete the para?  Hm, but the second sentence at least seems valid				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6576		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.4.21		65		64		E		Y		65.00		64		8.4.4.21												Just use the standard wording		Replace the two paras with "The Info ID and Length fields are defined in 8.4.4.1 (General)."				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6577		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.4.21		66		4		E		Y		66.00		4		8.4.4.21												"The AP Identifier subfield" -- there is no such subfield (they are shown as "AP1 Identifier")		Align the terminology				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6578		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.4.21		66		7		E		Y		66.00		7		8.4.4.21												"The AP Response Length subfield" -- there is no such subfield (they are shown as "AP1 Response Length")		Align the terminology				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6579		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.4.21		66		11		E		Y		66.00		11		8.4.4.21												"The AP Query Response subfield" -- there is no such subfield (they are shown as "AP1 Query Response")		Align the terminology				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6580		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.4.22		66		42		E		Y		66.00		42		8.4.4.22												Just use the standard wording		Replace the two paras with "The Info ID and Length fields are defined in 8.4.4.1 (General)."				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6581		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.4.23		67		15		E		Y		67.00		15		8.4.4.23												Just use the standard wording		Replace the two paras with "The Info ID and Length fields are defined in 8.4.4.1 (General)."				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6582		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.4.20		65		5		E		Y		65.00		5		8.4.4.20												"2-octets field"		Change to "2-octet field"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6583		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.4.20		67		27		E		Y		67.00		27		8.4.4.20												"2-octets field"		Change to "2-octet field"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6584		Mark RISON		204		3		8.6.8.38		69		63		T		Y		69.00		63		8.6.8.38						Xiaofei Wang						"Timestamp field includes the timing synchronization function (TSF) timer value" -- what does "includes" mean?		Tighten the language.  It may be useful to refer to and/or amend the second para of 10.1.3.1 of the baseline				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6585		Mark RISON		204		3		8.6.8.38		70		42		T		Y		70.00		42		8.6.8.38						Xiaofei Wang						"in the Beacon frame" -- what Beacon frame?		Change to "in the Beacon frames transmitted by the AP".  Ditto on the next line				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6586		Mark RISON		204		3		8.6.8.38		70		46		E		Y		70.00		46		8.6.8.38												"BSS operating channel width of the transmitting
AP" is not canonical, and is misleading in that the BSS operating channel width, as its name indicates, is a property of the BSS not the AP		Delete "of the transmitting AP" (or change the cited text to "BSS bandwidth", if mc/D4.0 has adopted this terminology)				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6587		Mark RISON		204		3		8.6.8.38		70		50		T		Y		70.00		50		8.6.8.38						Xiaofei Wang						"NOTE: FILS is only supported in non-DMG infrastructure BSS. FILS is not supported in IBSS, PBSS, or MBSS."  I can't see the relevance of this note here (and it is not formatted correctly anyway)		Delete the para				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6588		Mark RISON		204		3		8.6.8.38		71		14		T		Y		71.00		14		8.6.8.38						Xiaofei Wang						"other"?  What's the point of signalling "other"?  Or conversely, if it's not useless to signal "other" then why is it useful to signal a specific value?		Delete "other" and extend the reserved range below				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6589		Mark RISON		204		3		8.6.8.38		72		14		T		Y		72.00		14		8.6.8.38						Xiaofei Wang						The PHYs are "OFDM" and "ERP"; there is no "ERP-OFDM" PHY		Amend the text accordingly				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6590		Mark RISON		204		3		8.6.8.38		72				T		Y		72.00				8.6.8.38						Xiaofei Wang						As far as I can tell, the "Maximum PHY Type" is nothing of the sort (not that it makes much sense to order PHYs numerically anyway).  It is purely an enumeration to indicate how the values in the FILS Minimum Rate subfield are to be interpreted		Rename to something like "FILS Minimum Rate Set Selector"				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6591		Mark RISON		204		3		8.6.8.38		72		29		T		Y		72.00		29		8.6.8.38						Xiaofei Wang						"The 3-bit FILS Minimum Rate subfield indicates the minimum rate to be used by the AP transmitting the FILS Discovery frame and by FILS STAs in subsequent transmissions between the AP and FILS STAs." -- where is the normative behaviour (as opposed to format) specified		Add something somewhere in clause 9 or 10				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6592		Mark RISON		204		3		8.6.8.38		72		29		T		Y		72.00		29		8.6.8.38						Xiaofei Wang						"The 3-bit FILS Minimum Rate subfield indicates the minimum rate to be used by the AP transmitting the FILS Discovery frame and by FILS STAs in subsequent transmissions between the AP and FILS STAs." -- does this actually work?  What if the radio conditions are such that at a given time that minimum rate is too high to allow successful frame reception?		Delete this feature, or make it into some kind of "should"				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6593		Mark RISON		204		3		8.6.8.38		68		49		E		Y		68.00		49		8.6.8.38												"APCSN"		Change to "AP-CSN"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6594		Mark RISON		204		3		8.6.8.38		68				E		Y		68.00				8.6.8.38												The field names should not have abbreviations embedded (viz. "(ANTO)", "(AP-CSN)", "(ANO)")		Either use just the abbreviation, or just use the expanded form.  Amend the text referring to these fields accordingly				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6595		Mark RISON		204		3		8.6.8.38		74		11		E		Y		74.00		11		8.6.8.38												Table 8-111 is "Optional subelement IDs for Location Identifier request"		Put in the right reference (8-138?)				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6596		Mark RISON		204		3		8.6.8.38		73		48		T		Y		73.00		48		8.6.8.38						Xiaofei Wang						Allowing only 4 bits for the cipher suite selector does not seem very forward-compatible (the baseline has already got to 13). In fact it's worse than that, since only 0-8 are supported (even though some of those are deprecated/obsolete)		Allow more bits.  If you really want to only have 4 bits, then at least allocate them intelligently (e.g. do not support 1,2,3,5; maybe also not 0,7; 6,11,12,13 only for group management) and have an "other" get-out				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6597		Mark RISON		204		3		8.6.8.38		74				E		Y		74.00				8.6.8.38												Table 8-139 is "Cipher suite usage"		Change all three instances on this page to the right reference (8-140?)				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6598		Mark RISON		204		3		8.6.8.38		74		34		T		Y		74.00		34		8.6.8.38						Xiaofei Wang						"Use AKM from RSN IE Beacon/Probe Response".  The whole point of the FILS Discovery element is to allow STAs not to have to wait for a Beacon/Probe Response		Change this to be "other" -- at least then it's general				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6599		Mark RISON		204		3		8.6.24		75		22		E		Y		75.00		22		8.6.24												"IFILS"		Delete the "I" and replace it with "The " (including the space)				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6600		Mark RISON		204		3		8.6.24		75				E		Y		75.00				8.6.24												This does not follow 802.11 style		See the baseline.  You need to have one subclause "FILS Action field" and then another subclause "FILS Container frame format"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6601		Mark RISON		204		3								G		Y												Not-Assigned						"FILS Container Action frame"		Change to "FILS Container frame" throughout the document (21 instances including cross-references)				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6602		Mark RISON		204		3		8.6.24		75		33		E		Y		75.00		33		8.6.24												"FILS Container Action field format"		Change to "FILS Container frame Action field format"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6603		Mark RISON		204		3		11.5.1.3.2		106		6		T		Y		106.00		6		11.5.1.3.2						Not-Assigned						"A STA performing FILS authentication shall use
AKM operation as defined in 4.10.3.6 (AKM operations using FILS authentication)." -- this does not seem to be what this para is all about, which is to say "A STA performing $something uses $blah authentication."		Delete the statement (if it is saying something important which isn't said somewhere else, say it somewhere else more appropriate)				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6604		Mark RISON		204		3		11.5.1.3.2		106		17		E		Y		106.00		17		11.5.1.3.2												Why is "IEEE Std 802.11" being deleted?  Without it it's not clear what "the state machine" refers to		Revert the deletion				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6605		Mark RISON		204		3		11.5.1.3.2		107		35		E		Y		107.00		35		11.5.1.3.2												"As a STA may initiate FILS authentication to multiple other APs while associated with an AP." is missing a main clause		Add a main clause (I can't guess what was intended so cannot offer one)				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6606		Mark RISON		204		3		11.5.10.1		107		65		E		Y		107.00		65		11.5.10.1												"RSN element" -- for some reason the baseline strongly prefers to say "RSNE"		Change to "RSNE"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6607		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.1		111		52		E		Y		111.00		52		11.11.2.1												"RSN element" -- for some reason the baseline strongly prefers to say "RSNE"		Change to "RSNE"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6608		Mark RISON		204		3		11.5.14		108		49		E		Y		108.00		49		11.5.14												"in an ESS" is a bit confusing, because it suggests FILS might be used in something other than an ESS		Delete the cited text				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6609		Mark RISON		204		3		11.6.2		109		40		T		Y		109.00		40		11.6.2						Not-Assigned						"when AKM is not x or y, is set to [...].  When using an AEAD cipher this bit is set to 0."  Is "AKM is x or y" exactly the same thing as "using an AEAD cipher"?		Change "using an AEAD cipher this bit" to "AKM is 00-0F-AC:<ANA-1> or 00-0F-AC:<ANA-2>,"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6610		Mark RISON		204		3		11.6.2		109		40		E		Y		109.00		40		11.6.2												"when AKM"		Change to "when the AKM negotiated"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6611		Mark RISON		204		3		11.6.2		109		56		E		Y		109.00		56		11.6.2												"When AKM"		Change to "When the AKM negotiated"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6612		Mark RISON		204		3		11.6.2		109		48		E		Y		109.00		48		11.6.2												"When AKM"		Change to "When the AKM negotiated"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6613		Mark RISON		204		3		11.6.2		109		52		E		Y		109.00		52		11.6.2												"When the AKM"		Change to "When the AKM negotiated"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6614		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.3		117		48		E		Y		117.00		48		11.11.2.3												"When the AKM used"		Change to "When the AKM negotiated"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6615		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.3		117		49		E		Y		117.00		49		11.11.2.3												"when the AKM used"		Change to "when the AKM negotiated"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6616		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.3.2		118		30		E		Y		118.00		30		11.11.2.3.2												"When the AKM used"		Change to "When the AKM negotiated"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6617		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.3.2		118		33		E		Y		118.00		33		11.11.2.3.2												"When the AKM used"		Change to "When the AKM negotiated"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6618		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.3.2		118		53		E		Y		118.00		53		11.11.2.3.2												"If the negotiated AKM"		Change to "When the AKM negotiated"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6619		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.5		123		16		E		Y		123.00		16		11.11.2.5												"if the AKM"		Change to "when the AKM negotiated" (twice at location referenced)				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6620		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.3.2		118		35		E		Y		118.00		35		11.11.2.3.2												"the AKM used"		Change to "the AKM negotiated"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6621		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.3.2		118		44		E		Y		118.00		44		11.11.2.3.2												"the AKM used"		Change to "the AKM negotiated"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6622		Mark RISON		204		3		11.6.2		109		53		T		Y		109.00		53		11.6.2						Not-Assigned						In the non-FILS case the counter is incremented after being put in the EAPOL-Key IV field.  Doesn't the AEAD counter need to be similarly incremented?		Add "and the AEAD counter is then incremented" at the end of the para at the referenced location				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6623		Mark RISON		204		3		11.6.2		109		53		T		Y		109.00		53		11.6.2						Not-Assigned						Which AEAD counter?  Aren't there two, one for sending stuff to the peer, and one for checking stuff received from the peer?		Add some words to indicate which AEAD counter is being used here. http://www.ieee802.org/11/email/stds-802-11-tgai/msg00767.html may be helpful				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6624		Mark RISON		204		3								G		Y												Not-Assigned						There are 16 instances of "AEAD counter", but   Aren't there two, one for sending stuff to the peer, and one for checking stuff received from the peer?  Only two of the 16 instances are "peer's AEAD counter" and the rest are vague		Add some words to indicate which AEAD counter is being used in the 14 vague instances				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6625		Mark RISON		204		3		11.6.2		109		56		T		Y		109.00		56		11.6.2						Not-Assigned						"when AKM is not x or y, is set to [...].  When using an AEAD cipher this bit is set to 0."  Is "AKM is x or y" exactly the same thing as "using an AEAD cipher"?		Change "When using an AEAD cipher" to "When the AKM negotiated is 00-0F-AC:<ANA-1> or 00-0F-AC:<ANA-2>"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6626		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.24.3		40		52		T		Y		40.00		52		8.4.2.24.3						Not-Assigned						What is "GCM-128"?  The term does not appear in the baseline		Change to "GCMP-128"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6627		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.24.3		40		58		T		Y		40.00		58		8.4.2.24.3						Not-Assigned						What is "GCM-256"?  The term does not appear in the baseline		Change to "GCMP-256"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6628		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11		110		57		E		Y		110.00		57		11.11												"shall be" -- at this point we're introducing stuff, not being normative		Change to "is always"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6629		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11		110		59		E		Y		110.00		59		11.11												"includesa"		Change to "includes a"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6630		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.1		111		11		G		Y		111.00		11		11.11.1						Dan Harkins						This is a geeky comment		Innit?				TGai General														2014/10/20 14:23		TGai General

		6631		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.1		111		11		E		Y		111.00		11		11.11.1												"shall have" -- at this point we're introducing stuff, not being normative		Change to "has"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6632		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2		111		34		T		Y		111.00		34		11.11.2						Not-Assigned						Is this "shared [and secret] key" the same "shared key" as the key used for FILS authentication when a public key is not used?  Apparently not, since this paragraph has no restrictions ... but then what is it?		Add a note to clarify that this "shared key" is not the same "shared key"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6633		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.1		111		55		E		Y		111.00		55		11.11.2.1												"a 2-octet hashed domain name of the domain information of FILS Indication element" -- I just can't work out what this means (what's a hashed domain name of the domain information?  What's the domain information of FILS Indication element?  Where the definite article gone?)		Reword to something which makes sense				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6634		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.1		111		63		T		Y		111.00		63		11.11.2.1						Not-Assigned						"A STA discovers a FILS-capable AP through advertisement of public key indicators" -- so what's the bit in the Extended Capabilities for?		Clarify				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6635		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.2		112		14		T		Y		112.00		14		11.11.2.2						Not-Assigned						"symmetric" -- the adjective is not used anywhere else		Delete the cited word				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6636		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.2.1		112		30		E		Y		112.00		30		11.11.2.2.1												"; or, to"		Change to ", or with" (3 fixes)				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6637		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.2.1		112		32		T		Y		112.00		32		11.11.2.2.1						Dan Harkins						"If neither of these cases applies, a full EAP
exchange may be performed" -- doesn't this destroy the point of FILS, which is to be fast?		Make it a requirement for an AP to support at least one of the two things in the previous sentence				TGai General														2014/10/20 14:25		TGai General

		6638		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.2.1		113		8		E		Y		113.00		8		11.11.2.2.1												"posses"		Change to "possesses"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6639		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.2.1		113		35		E		Y		113.00		35		11.11.2.2.1												"itshall"		Change to "it shall"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6640		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.2.1		113		35		E		Y		113.00		35		11.11.2.2.1												"nonce-"		Change to "nonce"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6641		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.2.1						T		Y						11.11.2.2.1						Dan Harkins						What are all these steps in aid of?  Giving them numbers doesn't help -- what is needed is to give them meanings		Change to something like "Step 1: frobnication", "Step 2: wazzafication", "Step 3: gloobulation" (and get rid of the hyphens before the digit!)				TGai General														2014/10/20 14:25		TGai General

		6642		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.2.2		116		44		E		Y		116.00		44		11.11.2.2.2												"The STA shall transmit the Authentication frame to the AP.
Upon receipt, the AP processes the STA's Authentication frame." -- statements of the obvious add no value.  Ditto on page 117		Remove statements of the obvious				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6643		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.2.2		116		53		E		Y		116.00		53		11.11.2.2.2												First, there's already a First a few lines above, so what kind of First is this?		Reword				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6644		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.2.1		113		58		E		Y		113.00		58		11.11.2.2.1												"FILS nonce field".  The referenced location is only one instance.  Other instances are at 116.36, 117.1		Change all instances identified in this comment to "FILS Nonce field"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6645		Mark RISON		204		3								G		Y												Not-Assigned						NIST SP 800-56a-2013 seems to be important to FILS		Add a reference to this in clause 2				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6646		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.2.2		117		10		E		Y		117.00		10		11.11.2.2.2												"Key Derivation"		Change to "key derivation"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6647		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.2.2		117		25		E		Y		117.00		25		11.11.2.2.2												"Key Derivation"		Change to "key derivation"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6648		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.2.1		116		1		E		Y		116.00		1		11.11.2.2.1												"Key confirmation"		Change to "key confirmation"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6649		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.2.1		116		8		E		Y		116.00		8		11.11.2.2.1												"Key confirmation"		Change to "key confirmation"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6650		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.2.2		117		7		E		Y		117.00		7		11.11.2.2.2												"Key Confirmation"		Change to "key confirmation"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6651		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.2.2		117		11		E		Y		117.00		11		11.11.2.2.2												"Key Confirmation"		Change to "key confirmation"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6652		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.2.2		117		26		E		Y		117.00		26		11.11.2.2.2												"Key Confirmation"		Change to "key confirmation"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6653		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.4.1		119		15		E		Y		119.00		15		11.11.2.4.1												"Key Confirmation element"		Change to "FILS Key Confirmation element"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6654		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.4.1		119		19		E		Y		119.00		19		11.11.2.4.1												"Key Confirmation element"		Change to "FILS Key Confirmation element"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6655		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.4.1		119		40		E		Y		119.00		40		11.11.2.4.1												"Key Confirmation element"		Change to "FILS Key Confirmation element"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6656		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.4.1		120		28		E		Y		120.00		28		11.11.2.4.1												"Key Confirmation element"		Change to "FILS Key Confirmation element"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6657		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.4.1		120		34		E		Y		120.00		34		11.11.2.4.1												"Key Confirmation element"		Change to "FILS Key Confirmation element"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6658		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.4.2		121		8		E		Y		121.00		8		11.11.2.4.2												"Key Confirmation element"		Change to "FILS Key Confirmation element"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6659		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.4.2		121		17		E		Y		121.00		17		11.11.2.4.2												"Key Confirmation element"		Change to "FILS Key Confirmation element"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6660		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.4.2		121		38		E		Y		121.00		38		11.11.2.4.2												"Key Confirmation element"		Change to "FILS Key Confirmation element"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6661		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.4.2		122		27		E		Y		122.00		27		11.11.2.4.2												"Key Confirmation element"		Change to "FILS Key Confirmation element"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6662		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.4.2		122		33		E		Y		122.00		33		11.11.2.4.2												"Key Confirmation element"		Change to "FILS Key Confirmation element"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6663		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.2.1		116		50		E		Y		116.00		50		11.11.2.2.1												"shall verify" -- the normative behaviour follows		Change to "verifies"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6664		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.2.1		117		16		E		Y		117.00		16		11.11.2.2.1												"shall verify" -- the normative behaviour follows		Change to "verifies"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6665		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.2.1		116		55		E		Y		116.00		55		11.11.2.2.1												"as a group element" -- this isn't (I think) an element as it is normally understood in IEEE Std 802.11 (i.e. what used to be called an information element)		Add something to distinguish this non-802.11 element more clearly from other (802.11) elements				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6666		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.3		117		36		E		Y		117.00		36		11.11.2.3												There are various editorial issues with this subclause		Implement the editorial changes indicated in 14/0692r2				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6667		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.3.1		117		58		T		Y		117.00		58		11.11.2.3.1						Dan Harkins						382 is a very odd length (even though it's even)		Change "382" to "384"				TGai General														2014/10/20 14:26		TGai General

		6668		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.3.2		117		39		T		Y		117.00		39		11.11.2.3.2						Dan Harkins						Having || on the left of an equation is a bit weird and might lead to confusion		Define an intermediate value PTK and then use L(); see 1931.62 and 1939.23 of mc/D3.0 for inspiration				TGai General														2014/10/20 14:27		TGai General

		6669		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.4.1		119		25		T		Y		119.00		25		11.11.2.4.1						Not-Assigned						Is the intent really to bitwise OR the nonces and MAC addresses?		Change " | " to " || " at the cited location (3 instances)				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6670		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.4.1		119		52		T		Y		119.00		52		11.11.2.4.1						Not-Assigned						Is the intent really to bitwise OR the nonces and MAC addresses?		Change " | " to " || " at the cited location (5 instances)				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6671		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.4.1		119		52		E		Y		119.00		52		11.11.2.4.1												Spurious paren and full stop		Delete one opening parenthesis and the full stop at the cited location				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6672		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.4.2		121		23		T		Y		121.00		23		11.11.2.4.2						Not-Assigned						Is the intent really to bitwise OR the nonces and MAC addresses?		Change " | " to " || " at the cited location (3 instances)				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6673		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.4.2		121		51		T		Y		121.00		51		11.11.2.4.2						Not-Assigned						Is the intent really to bitwise OR the nonces and MAC addresses?		Change " | " to " || " at the cited location (5 instances)				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6674		Mark RISON		204		3								G		Y												Not-Assigned						The baseline uses "SNonce" for STA nonces		Change all instances of "NSTA" to "SNonce"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6675		Mark RISON		204		3								G		Y												Not-Assigned						The baseline uses "ANonce" for AP nonces		Change all instances of "NAP" to "ANonce"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6676		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.4.1		120		18		T		Y		120.00		18		11.11.2.4.1						Not-Assigned						"The AP decrypts and verifies the received Association Request frame with KEK." -- how, exactly, is KEK used to verify the frame?		Add some extra words, or a cross-reference				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6677		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.4.2		122		16		T		Y		122.00		16		11.11.2.4.2						Not-Assigned						"The STA decrypts and verifies the received Association Response frame with KEK." -- how, exactly, is KEK used to verify the frame?		Add some extra words, or a cross-reference				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6678		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.4.2		122		60		T		Y		122.00		60		11.11.2.4.2						Not-Assigned						"the STA and AP shall irretrievably destroy the temporary keys" -- what are "the temporary keys"		List the keys which are irretrievably obliterated				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6679		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.4.2		123		2		T		Y		123.00		2		11.11.2.4.2						Not-Assigned						"The STA install GTK and set key RSC." -- what does this mean?		Change to "The STA shall install the GTK and set the key RSC."				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6680		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.5		123		13		T		Y		123.00		13		11.11.2.5						Dan Harkins						"protect (Re)Association and EAPOL-Key frames" -- I'm not convinced the frames are protected (i.e. encrypted), only some specific bits of them are		Tweak the wording				TGai General														2014/10/20 14:27		TGai General

		6681		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.5		123		23		E		Y		123.00		23		11.11.2.5												";"		Delete the semicolon				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6682		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.5		123		30		E		Y		123.00		30		11.11.2.5												"EAPOL-key"		Change to "EAPOL-Key"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6683		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.5		123		27		T		Y		123.00		27		11.11.2.5						Dan Harkins						"Each successive invocation of the encryption operation of GCM shall increment the AEAD counter by one (1). Processing of a received EAPOL-Key frame shall include verification that the received frame contains a counter that is strictly greater than the counter in the last received EAPOL-key frame, and shall update its copy of the peer's AEAD counter in its PTKSA to the value of the AEAD counter in the received, and verified, frame." -- this seems to be fragments of behaviour (e.g. missing is specification of what happens in the failure cases).  It also seems to be potentially dangerous (you invoke encryption for some unexpected reason, and BAM! your AEAD counter gets incremented)		Move this stuff to more appropriate subclauses (maybe 11.11.2.4)				TGai General														2014/10/20 14:27		TGai General

		6684		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.4.1		120		20		T		Y		120.00		20		11.11.2.4.1						Not-Assigned						"If the AEAD cipher mode requires an AEAD counter, the AP implicitly uses the STA's initial AEAD counter of all zeros to decrypt and verify the received frame." -- if you can just use an implicit counter why bother maintaining actual counters?		Clarify				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6685		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.4.2		122		19		T		Y		122.00		19		11.11.2.4.2						Not-Assigned						"If the AEAD cipher mode requires an AEAD counter, the STA implicitly uses the AP's initial AEAD counter of the value 128 followed by 12 octets of zero to decrypt and verify the received frame." -- if you can just an implicit counter why bother maintaining actual counters?		Clarify				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6686		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.4.1		119		61		T		Y		119.00		61		11.11.2.4.1						Not-Assigned						"The Association Request frame shall be secured with KEK using the AEAD algorithm as defined in 11.11.2.5" -- how, exactly, is KEK used to secure the frame?		Change to "[...] shall be encrypted using the AEAD algorithm as defined in 11.11.2.5 with the KEK as the key"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6687		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.4.2		121		60		T		Y		121.00		60		11.11.2.4.2						Not-Assigned						"The Association Response frame shall be secured with KEK using the AEAD algorithm as defined in 11.11.2.5" -- how, exactly, is KEK used to secure the frame?		Change to "[...] shall be encrypted using the AEAD algorithm as defined in 11.11.2.5 with the KEK as the key"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6688		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.4.1		120		61		E		Y		120.00		61		11.11.2.4.1												"If PMKSA caching was being used, the
cached PMKSA shall not be deleted in this case."		Delete the cited sentence, or delete "in this case" at the referenced location				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6689		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.4.1		120		61		E		Y		120.00		61		11.11.2.4.1												The term "nascent" is not used anywhere else in this document or the baseline		Delete the cited word				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6690		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.4.1		119		7		T		Y		119.00		7		11.11.2.4.1						Not-Assigned						"the capability"		Change to "the Capability Information field"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6691		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.4.1		120		11		E		Y		120.00		11		11.11.2.4.1												"FILS session element".  The referenced location is only one instance.  Other instances are at 120.14, 120.26, 122.9, 122.13, 122.26		Change to "FILS Session element" at all locations identified in this comment				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6692		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.4.1		119		62		E		Y		119.00		62		11.11.2.4.1												"The AEAD algorithm takes AAD that is authenticated but not encrypted. The AAD for the Association Request is constructed by concatenating the following data together in order."		Change to "The AAD used with the AEAD algorithm for the Association Request is constructed by concatenating the following data together in order:".  Change the full stop to a colon at 121.62				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6693		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.4.1		120		1		E		Y		120.00		1		11.11.2.4.1												"The STA MAC" will probably not fit in the AAD		Change to "The STA's MAC address"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6694		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.4.2		122		1		E		Y		122.00		1		11.11.2.4.2												"The STA MAC" will probably not fit in the AAD		Change to "The STA's MAC address"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6695		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.4.1		120		2		E		Y		120.00		2		11.11.2.4.1												"AP BSSID"		Change to "AP's BSSID"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6696		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.4.2		121		65		E		Y		121.00		65		11.11.2.4.2												"AP BSSID"		Change to "AP's BSSID"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6697		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.5		84		31		T		Y		84.00		31		10.1.4.3.5						Jason Lee						Re dot11OmitReplicateProbeResponses, if it's desirable to just wait for the next Beacon if two or more Probe Requests are received, why not also allow this behaviour if a single Probe Request is received?		Change "two or more" to "one or more"				TGai General														2014/10/21 15:54		TGai General

		6698		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.5		84		35		E		Y		84.00		35		10.1.4.3.5						Jason Lee						"the individually addressed Probe Response"		Change to "an individually addressed Probe Response"				TGai General														2014/10/21 15:54		TGai General

		6699		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.3.1		100		1		E		Y		100.00		1		10.45.3.1												"If the AP receives HLP packets with the non-AP STA's MAC address or a group address as the destination address from the network before transmitting Association/Reassociation Response, the AP should transmit an Association/Reassociation Response frame including the HLP packet(s) in the FILS HLP Container element." -- the English is all over the place		Change to "If, before it transmits an Association/Reassociation Response frame, the AP receives one or more HLP packets from the network that have the non-AP STA's MAC address or a group address as the destination address, the AP should transmit the HLP packet(s) in a FILS HLP Container element in the Association/Reassociation Response frame."				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6700		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.181.2		58		5		T		Y		58.00		5		8.4.2.181.2						Not-Assigned						"subnet mask of the IPv4 subnet"		Change "subnet" to "address"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6701		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.181.2		58		13		T		Y		58.00		13		8.4.2.181.2						Not-Assigned						"prefix length of the IPv6 network"		Change "network" to "address"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6702		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.3.1		99		52		T		Y		99.00		52		10.45.3.1						Not-Assigned						"the network", without further qualification, is the wireless one (see e.g. 6.55), i.e. the BSS, but sometimes it seems to be used for something else (something like the DS or the non-802.11 LAN on the other side of the DS's portal).  The referenced location is only one instance.  Other instances are 99.63, 100.3, 100.20		Qualify instances of "network" at all the locations identified in this comment except 6.55				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6703		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.3.1		99		48		E		Y		99.00		48		10.45.3.1												"The AP receives Association/Reassociation Request frame including FILS HLP Container element(s), the AP decapsulates the HLP packet(s). The AP shall not transfer the HLP packet(s) until the key confirmation (see 11.11.2.4 (Key confirmation with FILS authentication)) by the AP is completed."		Change to "If the AP receives an Association/Reassociation Request frame including one or more FILS HLP Container elements, the AP decapsulates the HLP packet(s), but shall not transfer the HLP packet(s) until the key confirmation (see 11.11.2.4 (Key confirmation with FILS authentication)) by the AP is completed."				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6704		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.3.1		99		50		T		Y		99.00		50		10.45.3.1						Not-Assigned						"until the key confirmation by the AP is completed" -- it needs to complete successfully		Add some words to require successful key confirmation.  Also delete "by the AP", and "the" before "key confirmation"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6705		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.3.1		100		28		T		Y		100.00		28		10.45.3.1						Not-Assigned						"until the key confirmation is completed" -- it needs to complete successfully		Add some words to require successful key confirmation.  Also delete "the" before "key confirmation"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6706		Mark RISON		204		3		6						T		Y						6						Not-Assigned						There might be more than one FILS HLP Container element		Allow sets of FILS HLP Container elements to be passed across the MLME SAP (in the 8 MLME-(RE)ASSOCIATE primitives)				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6707		Mark RISON		204		3		8.3.3.5		28		20		T		Y		28.00		20		8.3.3.5						Not-Assigned						There might be more than one FILS HLP Container element.  The referenced location is only one instance.  Other instances are at 29.22, 30.24, 31.23		Change "The FILS HLP Container element is optionally present" to "One or more FILS HLP Container elements are optionally present" at all the locations identified in this comment				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6708		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.3.1		99		33		T		Y		99.00		33		10.45.3.1						Not-Assigned						"When the non-AP STA transmits multiple HLP packets in an Association or a Reassociation
Request frame, the non-AP STA shall construct multiple FILS HLP Container elements for each HLP packet."  I think it ought to construct a single FILS HLP Container element for each HLP packet		Change "multiple FILS HLP Container elements" to "one FILS HLP Container element" at the referenced location				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6709		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.3.1		99		54		E		Y		99.00		54		10.45.3.1												"The packet decapsulation procedure is:"		Change to "The packet decapsulation procedure for each FILS HLP Container element is:"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6710		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.3.1		100		4		T		Y		100.00		4		10.45.3.1						Not-Assigned						There might be more than one FILS HLP Container element		Change "including the HLP packet(s) in the FILS HLP Container element" to "including each HLP packet in a different FILS HLP Container element"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6711		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.3.1		100		8		E		Y		100.00		8		10.45.3.1												"The encapsulation procedure is:"		Change to "The packet encapsulation procedure for each FILS HLP Container element is:" at the referenced location.  Change "FILS HLP Container element(s)" to "the FILS HLP Container element" at 100.10. Delete "for each MSDU" at 100.12.  Delete "(s)" at 100.16				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6712		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.3.1		100		20		E		Y		100.00		20		10.45.3.1												"If the AP does not receive HLP packets from the network targeted to the non-AP STA before transmitting Association/Reassociation Response, the AP transmits Association/Reassociation frame without the FILS HLP Container element. The status code of association/reassociation response is not affected whether or not the HLP frame is included in the Association/Reassociation Response frame."		Change to "If, before it transmits an Association/Reassociation Response frame, the AP does not receive any HLP packets from the network that have the non-AP STA's MAC address or a group address as the destination address, the AP does not transmit any FILS HLP Container elements in the Association/Reassociation Response frame.

The status code in the Association/Reassociation Response frame is not affected by the presence or absence of a FILS HLP Container element."				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6713		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.3.1		100		26		E		Y		100.00		26		10.45.3.1												"When the non-AP STA receives Association/Reassociation Response with FILS HLP Container element(s),
the non-AP STA decapsulates the HLP packet(s). The non-AP STA shall not generate MA-DATAUNIT.indication primitive for any HLP packet(s) until the key confirmation is completed. After successful key confirmation, the non-AP STA generates MA-DATAUNIT.indication primitive for each HLP packet. If the key confirmation fails, the non-AP STA shall discard the HLP packet(s). The packet decapsulation procedure is:"		Change to "If the non-AP STA receives an Association/Reassociation Response frame with one or more FILS HLP Container elements,
the non-AP STA decapsulates the HLP packet(s) but shall not generate MA-UNITDATA.indication primitives for any HLP packet(s) until the key confirmation is completed. After successful key confirmation, the non-AP STA shall generate an MA-UNITDATA.indication primitive for each HLP packet. If the key confirmation fails, the non-AP STA shall discard the HLP packet(s). The packet decapsulation procedure for each FILS HLP Container element is:" at the referenced location.  Delete "from the FILS HLP Container element" at 100.35				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6714		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.2.1		116		3		T		Y		116.00		3		11.11.2.2.1						Dan Harkins						How many FILS HLP Container elements might be included to request an IP address?		Change "FILS HLP Container element or" to "a FILS HLP Container element or a" or "one or more FILS HLP Container elements or a"				TGai General														2014/10/20 14:25		TGai General

		6715		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.2.1		116		11		T		Y		116.00		11		11.11.2.2.1						Dan Harkins						How many FILS HLP Container elements might be included to provide an IP address?		Change "FILS HLP Container element or" to "a FILS HLP Container element or a" or "one or more FILS HLP Container elements or a"				TGai General														2014/10/20 14:25		TGai General

		6716		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.3.1		100		27		E		Y		100.00		27		10.45.3.1												"MA-DATAUNIT"		Change to "MA-UNITDATA"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6717		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.3.1		100		29		E		Y		100.00		29		10.45.3.1												"MA-DATAUNIT"		Change to "MA-UNITDATA"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6718		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.2		81		23		E		Y		81.00		23		10.1.4.3.2												ReportingOption what?  The referenced location is only one instance.  Other instances are 81.32, 98.10, 98.16		Add "parameter" after "ReportingOption" at all the locations identified in this comment				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6719		Mark RISON		204		3		6.3.3.3.1		10		53		E		Y		10.00		53		6.3.3.3.1												"When ReportingOption parameter value is"		Change to "When the ReportingOption parameter is" (2 fixes)				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6720		Mark RISON		204		3		6.3.3.4.2		13		24		E		Y		13.00		24		6.3.3.4.2												"The primitive parameters are as follows:
MLME-SCAN-STOP.request(
)" is a bit weird		Say more explicitly that this primitive has no parameters				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6721		Mark RISON		204		3		6.3.3.3.1		10		52		E		Y		10.00		52		6.3.3.3.1												".request" etc. are primitives.  The referenced location is only one instance.  Other instances are at 47.15, 82.42, 83.19, 98.10, 98.16, 10.21		Add "primitive" after the name of the primitive at all the locations identified in this comment				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6722		Mark RISON		204		3		4.5.4.2		50		5		E		Y		50.00		5		4.5.4.2												"SAE authentication, FILS authentication, and Open System 802.11 authentication are used by non-DMG STAs in an RSN for an infrastructure BSS. SAE authentication, Open System 802.11 authentication or no 802.11 authentication is used in an RSN for IBSS. SAE authentication is used in an MBSS. An RSNA disallows the use of Shared Key 802.11 authentication. In an RSN for DMG BSS, Open System 802.11 authentication is not used (11.1.4 (RSNA establishment))." -- see CID 4732		A specific change was proferred but ignored.  Here it is again:

Change to "SAE authentication, FILS authentication or Open System authentication is used by non-DMG STAs in an RSN for an infrastructure BSS. SAE authentication or FILS authentication is used by DMG STAs in an RSN for an infrastructure BSS. Open System authentication or no 802.11 authentication is used in an RSN for an IBSS. SAE authentication is used for an MBSS. In an RSN, Shared Key authentication is not used. In an RSN for a DMG BSS, Open System authentication is not used."

Delete the sentence at 6.15 ("In an RSN ESS, Open System 802.11 authentication is required.")				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6723		Mark RISON		204		3		4						T		Y						4						Not-Assigned						CID 4717's resolution is "REJECTED. The clause 4 does not specify anything on scanning, so the scanning enhancements made by FILS are not making any changes to clause 4. The additions made by 802.11ai are written to authentication and deauthentication services, because these parts are modified by the 802.11ai. The overall scanning introduction is provided in the clause 10.".  However, clause 4 does mention scanning, e.g. "For details of how a STA learns about what APs are present, see 10.1.4 (Acquiring synchronization, scanning)."  Furthermore, FILS makes other non-security changes, such as those to do with association and DILS, and association is definitely covered in clause 4.		Address CID 4717 properly				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6724		Mark RISON		204		3		10						T		Y						10						Not-Assigned						CID 4771's resolution is "REJECTED. The existing STAs will receive Beacons and Probe Response frames when they are scanning. It is highly unlikely that legacy STA will ignore the element that it is looking for. Parsing of the Beacon or the Probe Response frame should be similar operation. Even if the STA is very poorly and strangely implemented, the STA may repeat the element request and collect the value.".  This does not address the comment, which is that spurious IEs in the Beacon might confuse a legacy STA (not the FILS AP or the FILS non-AP STA which sent the Request, but an innocent other non-FILS non-AP STA in the vicinity).  The spec is very clear in 8.3.3 about the contents (including order) of MMPDUs, including Beacons.  Furthermore, describing a change affecting existing implementations as "highly unlikely" to cause problems and suggesting anything which breaks as a result is "very poorly and strangely implemented" is somewhat unconvincing and/or dismissive.		Address CID 4771 properly				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6725		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.1		79		30		E		Y		79.00		30		10.1.4.1												"is not required" is a hidden normative statement		Change the sentence at the referenced location to: "The STA may omit a BSSDescriptionFromFDSet parameter for any BSS that produces a BSSDescriptionFromFDSet in this scan."				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6726		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.1		79		30		T		Y		79.00		30		10.1.4.1						Xiaofei Wang						"The STA is not required to return a BSSDescriptionFromFDSet parameter for any BSS that produces a
BSSDescriptionFromFDSet in this scan." -- what does this mean?  That it can return nothing if it wants?  This appears to contradict the immediately preceding sentence		Clarify exactly which BSSDescriptionFromFDSets may be omitted, and make sure there are no internal contradictions about this				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6727		Mark RISON		204		3		10.3.2		88		1		T		Y		88.00		1		10.3.2						Not-Assigned						When in State 4, the "3. Disassociation" takes you to State 1, but the "2. Disassociation" takes you to State 2.  At least one of the two must be in error		Delete the "3. Disassociation" in the bottom left corner				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6728		Mark RISON		204		3		10.3.2		88		1		T		Y		88.00		1		10.3.2						Not-Assigned						When in State 4, the "2. Unsuccessful (re)assoc" takes you to State 1, but the "1. Unsuccessful (re)assoc" takes you to State 2.  At least one of the two must be in error		Delete the "2. Unsuccessful (re)assoc (...)" in the bottom left corner				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6729		Mark RISON		204		3		10.3.2		88		1		T		Y		88.00		1		10.3.2						Not-Assigned						What happens if a DMG STA undergoes deauthentication?		Add "3. Deauthentication (DMG STA)" to the arrow from State 4 to State 2 and to the arrow from State 3 to State 2				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6730		Mark RISON		204		3		C.3		128		34		T		Y		128.00		34		C.3						Not-Assigned						This MIB won't compile		Change the "}" to a ","				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6731		Mark RISON		204		3		C.3		128		30		T		Y		128.00		30		C.3						Not-Assigned						This MIB won't compile		Change "dot11FILSConfigEntry" to "Dot11FILSConfigEntry"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6732		Mark RISON		204		3		C.3		128		36		T		Y		128.00		36		C.3						Not-Assigned						"unsigned32"		Change to "Unsigned32", aligned with the lines above				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6733		Mark RISON		204		3		C.3						T		Y						C.3						Not-Assigned						Units should be specified using UNITS (see e.g. 2869.65 of baseline)		Add a UNITS "blah" to dot11FILSFDFrameBeaconMinimumInterval, dot11BeaconResponseWindow, dot11FILSProbeDelay				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6734		Mark RISON		204		3		C.3		129		41		T		Y		129.00		41		C.3						Not-Assigned						"capable of supporting fast initial link setup category" -- this is a very strange way to say it		Change to "capable of supporting differentiated initial link setup"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6735		Mark RISON		204		3		C.3		128		48		T		Y		128.00		48		C.3						Not-Assigned						"It indicates the minimum duration from the transmission of a FILS Discovery frame and the transmission of a Beacon frame. The FILS Discovery frame shall not be transmitted before or after a Beacon frame transmission within a duration defined by this value." (a) seems to be self-contradictory and (b) seems to be contradictory with 97.60		Decide (a) whether the constraint is only for the time from a Beacon to an FD or whether it's also for the time from an FD to a Beacon and (b) whether the constraint also applies to the time between an FD and another FD.  Then make the text at the referenced locations consistently say this				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6736		Mark RISON		204		3		C.3						T		Y						C.3						Not-Assigned						It is traditional to use TUs rather than milliseconds as fundamental time units		Change dot11FILSFDFrameBeaconMinimumInterval, dot11BeaconResponseWindow, dot11FILSProbeDelay to use TUs (or 0.1 TUs)				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6737		Mark RISON		204		3		C.3		129		4		T		Y		129.00		4		C.3						Not-Assigned						This says the STA "does not" transmit a PRsp, but 84.17 says "should" and 84.31 says "may"		Decide whether it's a may, a should or a shall, and then make the text at the referenced locations consistently say this				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6738		Mark RISON		204		3		C.3		128		59		T		Y		128.00		59		C.3						Not-Assigned						This only allows for a beacon response window of up to 10 ms		Extend the range to allow for bigger beacon response windows				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6739		Mark RISON		204		3		C.3		128		41		T		Y		128.00		41		C.3						Not-Assigned						This only allows for an interval of up to 255 ms		Extend the range to allow for bigger intervals				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6740		Mark RISON		204		3		C.3		129		47		T		Y		129.00		47		C.3						Not-Assigned						This only allows for a FILS probe delay of up to 10 ms		Extend the range to allow for bigger FILS probe delays				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6741		Mark RISON		204		3		C.3		129		60		T		Y		129.00		60		C.3						Not-Assigned						200 is bigger than 100		Make the default smaller or make the maximum bigger or both				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6742		Mark RISON		204		3		C.3		128		61		T		Y		128.00		61		C.3						Not-Assigned						"Current"		Change to "current"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6743		Mark RISON		204		3		C.3		129		50		T		Y		129.00		50		C.3						Not-Assigned						"Current"		Change to "current"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6744		Mark RISON		204		3		C.3		129		55		E		Y		129.00		55		C.3												"This delay specifies a time that the STA with dot11FILSActivated equal to true waits for Probe Request, Probe Response, Beacon, FILS Discovery and Measurement Pilot frames in order to cancel transmission of own Probe Request frame."		Change to "If a FILS STA receives a suitable Probe Request, Probe Response, Beacon, FILS Discovery or Measurement Pilot frame within this duration of the start of active scanning on a given channel, it does not transmit a Probe Request frame."				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6745		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.2		80		53		T		Y		80.00		53		10.1.4.3.2						Not-Assigned						"the timer" -- which one?		Change to "the ActiveScanningTimer"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6746		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.2		80		50		E		Y		80.00		50		10.1.4.3.2												"FILSProbetimer"		Change to "FILSProbeTimer" (2 instances on the referenced line)				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6747		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.2		80		52		E		Y		80.00		52		10.1.4.3.2												"FILSProbetimer"		Change to "FILSProbeTimer"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6748		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.2		81		33		T		Y		81.00		33		10.1.4.3.2						Not-Assigned						"the timer" -- which one?		Change to "the ActiveScanningTimer"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6749		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.2		80		56		T		Y		80.00		56		10.1.4.3.2						Not-Assigned						How can a Probe Request frame be suitable to discover a candidate AP for association?  Probe Request frames essentially concern non-AP STAs, not APs		Add a NOTE to explain this (perhaps it's something about a PReq which looks like it will cause a useful PRsp to be sent?)				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6750		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.8		85		44		T		Y		85.00		44		10.1.4.3.8						Jeongki Kim						"the specified timer" -- which one?		Refer to the timer by name or some specific reference				TGai General														2014/10/21 16:22		EDITOR

		6751		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.5.2		103		40		T		Y		103.00		40		10.45.5.2						Not-Assigned						"its link setup timer" -- what is a link setup timer (the term appears nowhere else)?		Clarify				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6752		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.2		81		9		E		Y		81.00		9		10.1.4.3.2												I'm not convinced PHY SAP primitives are "detected" (and why was the word "primitive" deleted?)		Use wording which is more consistent with the baseline (including the word "primitive")				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6753		Mark RISON		204		3		C.3		128		32		E		Y		128.00		32		C.3												Why do some MIB names get "FILS" (even when the rest clearly implies FILS, e.g. "FDFrame") and others not?		Add "FILS" to dot11BeaconResponseWindow and dot11OmitReplicateProbeResponses				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6754		Mark RISON		204		3		C.3		129		33		T		Y		129.00		33		C.3						Not-Assigned						The attribute is called dot11DILSActivated, but the description reads like a dot11DILSImplemented		Make the name and the description consistent (103.29 indicates the intent was indeed for this to be an Activated)				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6755		Mark RISON		204		3		B.4.3		125		21		E		Y		125.00		21		B.4.3												IUT configuration items are not expressed as questions		Change "Is Fast Initial Link Setup Supported?" to "Fast Initial Link Setup (FILS)"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6756		Mark RISON		204		3		B.4.29		127		3		T		Y		127.00		3		B.4.29						Not-Assigned						The "Probe Response Reduction" item, FILS6.2, is not clear enough.  It is given as mandatory, but at least some elements of probe response reduction (e.g. dot11OmitDuplicateWotsit) are optional		Be clearer on what this item encompasses				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6757		Mark RISON		204		3		B.4.29		125		35		E		Y		125.00		35		B.4.29												I don't think you can have multiple selectors for a single item		Split FILS1 and FILS2 each into two				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6758		Mark RISON		204		3		B.4.29		125		47		T		Y		125.00		47		B.4.29						Not-Assigned						Hm, so an AP may support the DILS element, but this point is N/A for a non-AP STA?		Add "CF2.1 AND CF31:M"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6759		Mark RISON		204		3		B.4.29		125		43		T		Y		125.00		43		B.4.29						Not-Assigned						Hm, so a STA may support DILS, but this point is N/A for an AP?		Add "CF1 AND CF31:O"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6760		Mark RISON		204		3		10.3.3		90		62		E		Y		90.00		62		10.3.3												"7"		Delete the cited digit				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6761		Mark RISON		204		3		10.3.3		90		65		E		Y		90.00		65		10.3.3												"6"		Delete the cited digit				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6762		Mark RISON		204		3		10.3.3		90		65		E		Y		90.00		65		10.3.3												"State 3 State 4"		Revert the deletion of "or" at the referenced location				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6763		Mark RISON		204		3		10.3.4.1		91		38		E		Y		91.00		38		10.3.4.1												"Upon a successful FILS authentication, a FILS STA changes the STA's state to State 5 from State 1." -- very confusing wording		Change to "Successful FILS authentication sets the STA's state to State 5 if it was State 1 or State 2."				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6764		Mark RISON		204		3		10.3.4.1		91		38		E		Y		91.00		38		10.3.4.1												"Upon and unsuccessful FILS authentication, the STA leaves a FILS STA's state unchanged." has a typo ("and") and is unnecessary as it's already said at 91.26		Delete the cited sentence				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6765		Mark RISON		204		3		10.3.4.1		91		26		T		Y		91.00		26		10.3.4.1						Not-Assigned						"Successful authentication sets the STA's state to State 2, if it was in State 1." -- not if it was FILS authentication		Add "non-FILS" before "authentication" at the referenced location				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6766		Mark RISON		204		3		10.3.2		88		1		T		Y		88.00		1		10.3.2						Not-Assigned						Assuming DMG STAs can do FILS, then there needs to be an arrow from State 2 to State 5 saying "Successful FILS authentication" and the arrow from State 5 to State 1 needs to be duplicated to go from State 5 to State 2, with the former labelled "(non-DMG)" and the latter labelled "(DMG)"		Make the changes specified in the comment				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6767		Mark RISON		204		3		8.6.8.38		72				T		Y		72.00				8.6.8.38						Xiaofei Wang						In what way is the"Maximum PHY Type" a maximum?		Delete the word "Maximum" (5 instances on the referenced page)				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6768		Mark RISON		204		3		8.6.8.38		72		46		E		Y		72.00		46		8.6.8.38												"If received FILS Discovery frame type is" -- the FILS Discovery frame type is always Management		Rename table 8-308e to "FILS minimum rate".  Delete the "FILS Minimum Rate / MCS" cell.  Change the four cells of the cited form to be of the form "PHY Type subfield is"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6769		Mark RISON		204		3		8.6.8.38		72		45		E		Y		72.00		45		8.6.8.38												Information should not be duplicated		Delete "(3 bits)"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6770		Mark RISON		204		3		8.6.8.38		72		32		E		Y		72.00		32		8.6.8.38												"Depending on the PHY Type of the received FILS Discovery frame sub,"		Change to "Depending on the PHY Type subfield of the received FILS Discovery frame,"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6771		Mark RISON		204		3		8.6.8.38		72		32		E		Y		72.00		32		8.6.8.38												We already know it's a FILS thing from the previous para		Delete "FILS" before "minimum rate"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6772		Mark RISON		204		3		8.6.8.38		72		35		E		Y		72.00		35		8.6.8.38												"FILS Minimum Rate"		Change to "minimum rate" (2 fixes)				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6773		Mark RISON		204		3		8.6.8.38		69		18		T		Y		69.00		18		8.6.8.38						Xiaofei Wang						Information should not be duplicated, especially when it's wrong!		Delete "(5 bits)"				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6774		Mark RISON		204		3		8.6.8.38		71		5		E		Y		71.00		5		8.6.8.38												Information should not be duplicated		Delete "(3 bits)"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6775		Mark RISON		204		3		8.6.8.38		71		27		E		Y		71.00		27		8.6.8.38												Information should not be duplicated		Delete "(3 bits)"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6776		Mark RISON		204		3		8.6.8.38		72		8		E		Y		72.00		8		8.6.8.38												Information should not be duplicated		Delete "(3 bits)"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6777		Mark RISON		204		3		8.6.8.38		73		25		E		Y		73.00		25		8.6.8.38												"bytes"		Change to "octets" or delete the entire sentence				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6778		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.186		63		11		E		Y		63.00		11		8.4.2.186												"The maximum number of PMKIDs in the list is 15 due to limitations on the size of an element (255 octets)." -- at most this should be a NOTE		Delete the cited sentence or make into a NOTE				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6779		Mark RISON		204		3		8						T		Y						8						Not-Assigned						Various things in clause 8 hint at normative behavioural requirements, but there is nothing to actually make them normative (see another comment for just one specific example)		Make sure that all behaviour hinted at in clause 8 actually has corresponding normative requiremets in subsequent clauses				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6780		Mark RISON		204		3		8.6.8.38		70		33		E		Y		70.00		33		8.6.8.38												At least some of the subfields in the FILS Capability field are not capabilities but operational indications (e.g. BSS width, minimum rate)		Rename the field to something more appropriate (perhaps involving "Operation")				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6781		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.2.2		98		33		E		Y		98.00		33		10.45.2.2												Semicolons at the end of sentences		Change the three semicolons in the bullet points at the referenced location to full stops				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6782		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.1		79		14		E		Y		79.00		14		10.1.4.1												"Upon receipt of the MLME-SCAN.request primitive, a STA shall perform scanning. A STA executes scanning procedures according to the parameters given in the MLME-SCAN.request primitive"		Change to "Upon receipt of the MLME-SCAN.request primitive, a STA shall perform scanning procedures according to the parameters given in the primitive"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6783		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.3.3		118		53		T		Y		118.00		53		11.11.2.3.3						Not-Assigned						"If the negotiated AKM is 00-0F-AC:<ANA-1> or 00-0F-AC:<ANA-2>, FILS requires an additional element: a 13 octet AEAD counter to be part of the newly created PTKSA. The STA shall set the AEAD counter to 13 octets of zero and the AP shall set the first octet to the value 128 and the remaining octets to zero (i.e. the first bit of the AEAD counter is 1 and the rest of the bits in the counter are 0). To allow for proper processing, each side shall include the AEAD counter of the other as a peer's AEAD counter (see 11.11.2.5 (AEAD cipher mode for FILS))." has nothing to do with the subject of this subclause, namely PTK key derivation		Move this stuff to a new or more appropriate subclause				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6784		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.3.3		118		53		T		Y		118.00		53		11.11.2.3.3						Not-Assigned						"If the negotiated AKM is 00-0F-AC:<ANA-1> or 00-0F-AC:<ANA-2>, FILS requires" -- but those are the only two AKMs defined for FILS		Delete "If the negotiated AKM is 00-0F-AC:<ANA-1> or 00-0F-AC:<ANA-2>, "				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6785		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.4.1		120		10		T		Y		120.00		10		11.11.2.4.1						Not-Assigned						"The plaintext passed to the AEAD encryption algorithm is the data that would follow the FILS session element in an unencrypted frame." -- huh?  That data would be some other element (or perhaps the FCS, if there are no more elements).  What is intended here?		Reword using specifics rather than hypotheticals				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6786		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.4.2		122		9		T		Y		122.00		9		11.11.2.4.2						Not-Assigned						"The plaintext passed to the AEAD encryption algorithm is the data that would follow the FILS session element in an unencrypted frame." -- huh?  That data would be some other element (or perhaps the FCS, if there are no more elements).  What is intended here?		Reword using specifics rather than hypotheticals				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6787		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.4.1		120		13		T		Y		120.00		13		11.11.2.4.1						Not-Assigned						"The ciphertext output by the AEAD algorithm becomes the data that follows the FILS session element in the encrypted and authenticated Association Request frame."  Does this mean that the Association Request MMPDU is encrypted, then the AEAD cipher output is spliced into this at the octet position after the FILS session element?  This sounds a bit grotesque.  And what happens to the FCS at the end of the frame (= MPDU)?		Clarify				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6788		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.4.2		122		11		T		Y		122.00		11		11.11.2.4.2						Not-Assigned						"The ciphertext output by the AEAD algorithm becomes the data that follows the FILS session element in the encrypted and authenticated Association Response frame."  Does this mean that the Association Response MMPDU is encrypted, then the AEAD cipher output is spliced into this at the octet position after the FILS session element?  This sounds a bit grotesque.  And what happens to the FCS at the end of the frame (= MPDU)?		Clarify				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6789		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.4.1		120		25		T		Y		120.00		25		11.11.2.4.1						Not-Assigned						"the returned plaintext replaces the ciphertext as portion of the frame that follows the FILS session element" -- hm, including the FCS?		Clarify (saying MMPDU rather than frame may help)				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6790		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.4.2		122		25		T		Y		122.00		25		11.11.2.4.2						Not-Assigned						"the output plaintext replaces the ciphertext as portion of the frame that follows the FILS session element" -- hm, including the FCS?		Clarify (saying MMPDU rather than frame may help); also change "output" to "returned" to match the previous subclause				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6791		Mark RISON		204		3		8.2.4.1.9						T		Y						8.2.4.1.9						Not-Assigned						8.2.4.1.9 of the baseline says "The Protected Frame field is set to 1 if the Frame Body field contains information that has been processed by a cryptographic encapsulation algorithm. The Protected Frame field is set to 1 only within Data frames and within Management frames of subtype Authentication, and individually addressed robust Management frames. The Protected Frame field is set to 0 in all other frames, except in Control frames of subtype Control Frame Extension where this field is reserved.."  Yet FILS appears to use crypto with (Re)Association Request/Response frames		Change the baseline at the referenced location to allow (Re)Assoc Req/Rsp frames used in FILS authentication to have the Protected Frame field set to 1, and say somewhere appropriate (i.e. clause 9 onwards) that such frames shall have the field so set				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6792		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.4.1		120		20		T		Y		120.00		20		11.11.2.4.1						Not-Assigned						"If the AEAD cipher mode requires an AEAD counter," -- there's only one AEAD cipher mode, namely GCM, and it requires an AEAD counter		Delete the cited text				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6793		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.4.2		122		19		T		Y		122.00		19		11.11.2.4.2						Not-Assigned						"If the AEAD cipher mode requires an AEAD counter," -- there's only one AEAD cipher mode, namely GCM, and it requires an AEAD counter		Delete the cited text				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6794		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.4.1		120		12		T		Y		120.00		12		11.11.2.4.1						Not-Assigned						"If the AEAD cipher requires a unique counter, the current value of the AEAD counter from the PTKSA shall be passed to the AEAD encryption algorithm." -- the AEAD cipher for FILS (GCM) requires a unique counter		Change to "The unique counter required by the AEAD encryption algorithm shall be the current value of the AEAD counter from the PTKSA."				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6795		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.4.2		122		10		T		Y		122.00		10		11.11.2.4.2						Not-Assigned						"If the AEAD cipher requires a unique counter, the current value of the AEAD counter from the PTKSA shall passed to the AEAD encryption algorithm." -- the AEAD cipher for FILS (GCM) requires a unique counter (and missing "be")		Change to "The unique counter required by the AEAD encryption algorithm shall be the current value of the AEAD counter from the PTKSA."				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6796		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.5		123		10		T		Y		123.00		10		11.11.2.5						Dan Harkins						Only encryption is described, but what about decryption (referred to in 11.11.2.4)?		Add something in this subclause about decryption too				TGai General														2014/10/20 14:27		TGai General

		6797		Mark RISON		204		3		11.6.1.3						T		Y						11.6.1.3						Not-Assigned						The referenced subclause in the baseline says "Except when preauthentication is used, the pairwise key hierarchy utilizes PRF-384, PRF-512 or PRF-704 to derive session-specific keys from a PMK".  FILS is now another exception		Add "or FILS authentication" before "is used"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6798		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.4		102		7		E		Y		102.00		7		10.45.4												"indicated domain names"		Delete "indicated"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6799		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.4		102		7		T		Y		102.00		7		10.45.4						Not-Assigned						"the FILS element"		Change to "the FILS Indication element"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6800		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.3.2		118		39		E		Y		118.00		39		11.11.2.3.2												"KDF-X(,PMK"		Move the comma to the end of the cited text				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6801		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.3.2		118		39		T		Y		118.00		39		11.11.2.3.2						Dan Harkins						"SPA ||AA || ANonce" -- no SNonce?		Add "|| SNonce" before "|| ANonce" and add a space before "AA"				TGai General														2014/10/20 14:27		TGai General

		6802		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.3.1		117		55		T		Y		117.00		55		11.11.2.3.1						Dan Harkins						"The Extract function" -- as far as I can tell from 117.62 this is just "HMAC-Hash"		Clarify how the "Extract function" differs from HMAC-Hash, i.e. why it needs a special name and indeed why RFC 5869 even needs to be referenced at all (at 117.38 and 2.13)				TGai General														2014/10/20 14:26		TGai General

		6803		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.3.2		118		39		T		Y		118.00		39		11.11.2.3.2						Dan Harkins						"PTKSA Derivation" is rather vague. Most arguments to the KDF in the baseline are more specific		Change to "FILS PTK Derivation"				TGai General														2014/10/20 14:27		TGai General

		6804		Mark RISON		204		3								G		Y												Not-Assigned						The document does not accurately represent all the changes being proposed w.r.t. the baseline.  It is therefore not possible to fully review it (cf. "unknown unknowns"), and furthermore this is likely to result in material being lost when 11ai is merged into the baseline by TGmd		Accurately represent all proposed changes				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6805		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.4.2		122		2		T		Y		122.00		2		11.11.2.4.2						Not-Assigned						"GTK rekeying shall be performed as described in 11.6.7 (Group Key Handshake)." -- what about PTK rekeying		Add some information about PTK rekeying under FILS				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6806		Mark RISON		204		3								G		Y												Not-Assigned						The document does not include all the changes w.r.t. D2.0 agreed in D2.0 comment resolution		Accurately implement all agreed changes				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6807		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.4		83		25		T		Y		83.00		25		10.1.4.3.4						Jason Lee						"the pending untransmitted Probe Response frame to the Probe Request frame" -- what pending untransmitted Probe Response?  There is no discussion of pending untransmitted Probe Response frames elsewhere in this document or in the baseline.  Same term used a few lines down		Clarify				TGai General														2014/10/21 15:54		TGai General

		6808		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.2		80		51		E		Y		80.00		51		10.1.4.3.2												"probe request" is inconsistent with new text immediately below		Change to "Probe Request frame".  Or actually, since the baseline seems to use the lowercase forms without "frame", change uppercase forms throughout this subclause to lowercase and remove any "frame"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6809		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.4		82		52		T		Y		82.00		52		10.1.4.3.4						Not-Assigned						Why is "probe" being deleted?		Revert the deletion				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6810		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.5		83		42		T		Y		83.00		42		10.1.4.3.5						Not-Assigned						Why is "probe" being deleted?		Revert the deletion				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6811		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.5		83		52		E		Y		83.00		52		10.1.4.3.5						Jason Lee						"probe request" is inconsistent with new text immediately below		Change to "Probe Response frame".  Or actually, since the baseline seems to use the lowercase forms without "frame", change uppercase forms throughout this subclause to lowercase and remove any "frame"				TGai General														2014/10/21 15:54		TGai General

		6812		Mark RISON		204		3		8.3.3.2		27		48		T		Y		27.00		48		8.3.3.2						Xiaofei Wang						There might be more than one FILS Public Key Container element.  The referenced location is only one instance.  Other instances are at 33.26		Change "FILS Public Key Indicator element is optionally present" to "One or more FILS Public Key Indicator elements are optionally present" at all the locations identified in this comment				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6813		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.172		44		12		E		Y		44.00		12		8.4.2.172												The caption for figures showing elements should end "element format".  The referenced location is only one instance.  Other instances are in Figures 8-574i/k/ac, 8-604a/c/e		Add "format" and remove any "field"s at all the locations identified in this comment				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6814		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3		80		34		T		Y		80.00		34		10.1.4.3						Not-Assigned						There is information on active scanning for non-DMG STAs, but how about for DMG STAs?		Add information on how FILS operates in DMG STAs				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6815		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.1		96		61		T		Y		96.00		61		10.45.1						Not-Assigned						"FILS is only supported in non-DMG infrastructure BSS." -- it's also supported in a DMG STA, according to 10.1.4.2.1		Change "non-DMG" to "an"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6816		Mark RISON		204		3		6.3.3.3.2		12		37		T		Y		12.00		37		6.3.3.3.2						Xiaofei Wang						0 is not a valid channel number		Change "0-255" to "1-255"				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6817		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.2		80		42		E		Y		80.00		42		10.1.4.3.2												"ScanType"		Change to "ScanType parameter"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6818		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.2		82		37		T		Y		82.00		37		10.1.4.3.2						Not-Assigned						"and with one or more BSSDescriptionSet, BSSDescriptionFromFDSet, or BSSDescriptionFromMeasurementPilotSet containing all of the information gathered during the scan." -- not if the ReportingOption was IMMEDIATE, right?		Add suitable words to cover the IMMEDIATE case				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6819		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.3.2		101		31		T		Y		101.00		31		10.45.3.2						Not-Assigned						"extend the TTL" of what		Change to "extend its lifetime"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6820		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.5.2		103		58		E		Y		103.00		58		10.45.5.2												"OI"		Change to "OUI"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6821		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.5.2		103		60		E		Y		103.00		60		10.45.5.2												"OI"		Change to "OUI"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6822		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.183		59		65		T		Y		59.00		65		8.4.2.183						Not-Assigned						What is "initial link setup"?		Add "fast" before the cited text				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6823		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.5.1		103		11		T		Y		103.00		11		10.45.5.1						Not-Assigned						What is "initial link setup"?		Add "fast" before the cited text				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6824		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.5.1		103		13		T		Y		103.00		13		10.45.5.1						Not-Assigned						What is "initial link setup"?		Add "fast" before the cited text				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6825		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.5.1		103		19		T		Y		103.00		19		10.45.5.1						Not-Assigned						What is "initial link setup"?		Add "fast" before the cited text				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6826		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.5.2		103		41		T		Y		103.00		41		10.45.5.2						Not-Assigned						What is "initial link setup"?		Add "fast" before the cited text and change the "an" to "a" before that				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6827		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.5		123		16		T		Y		123.00		16		11.11.2.5						Dan Harkins						There does not appear to be any difference between AES-GCM-X as defined here and GCMP-X as defined in the baseline ("All AES processing used within GCMP uses AES
with a 128-bit key (GCMP-128) or a 256-bit key (GCMP-256)." at 1898.50)		Change "AES-GCM" to "GCMP" at 123.16 (twice), 110.34 (twice) and 110.36 (twice), and delete "AES-GCM-X (in Table 8-113) is GCM with X-bit AES key." at 123.17				TGai General														2014/10/20 14:27		TGai General

		6828		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.1		79		42		E		Y		79.00		42		10.1.4.1												"ReducedNeighbor"		Change to "Reduced Neighbor"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6829		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.1		79		42		T		Y		79.00		42		10.1.4.1						Xiaofei Wang						"including the ReducedNeighbor Report" -- the Reduced Neighbor Report what?  Frame?  Element?  Telegram?		Clarify what is being referred to				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6830		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.1		79		43		T		Y		79.00		43		10.1.4.1						Xiaofei Wang						"Upon completion of scanning, an MLME-SCAN.
confirm primitive is issued by the MLME indicating all of the BSS information received." -- this is not true if ReportingOption is IMMEDIATE, is it?		Add suitable caveats (maybe also CHANNEL_SPECIFIC)				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6831		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.1		79		53		T		Y		79.00		53		10.1.4.1						Xiaofei Wang						"Upon completion of scanning, an MLME-SCAN.
confirm primitive is issued by the MLME indicating all of the BSS information received." -- this is not true if ReportingOption is IMMEDIATE, is it?		Add suitable caveats (maybe also CHANNEL_SPECIFIC)				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6832		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.2.1		80		14		E		Y		80.00		14		10.1.4.2.1												"or if the primitive has not been issued since the beginning of the scan."		Change to "or since the beginning of the scan, if the primitive has not been issued."				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6833		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.2.2		80		28		E		Y		80.00		28		10.1.4.2.2												"or if the primitive has not been issued since the beginning of the scan."		Change to "or since the beginning of the scan, if the primitive has not been issued."				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6834		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.2.1		80		9		E		Y		80.00		9		10.1.4.2.1												"at the scanned channel"		Change to "on the channel currently being scanned"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6835		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.2.2		80		23		E		Y		80.00		23		10.1.4.2.2												"at the scanned channel"		Change to "on the channel currently being scanned"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6836		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.2		82		27		E		Y		82.00		27		10.1.4.3.2												"that can be indicated in the elements, and is" -- what elements?  And it doesn't matter what can be indicated, what matters is what was actually indicated		Do not insert the cited text				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6837		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.4		83		19		T		Y		83.00		19		10.1.4.3.4						Not-Assigned						"the MLME-START.request that the STA has received" -- what if the STA has not received an MLME-START.request?  Why is MLME-START relevant to scanning, anyway?		Clarify the behaviour in this case and explain how MLME-START.request is relevant to a scan				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6838		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.4		83		35		T		Y		83.00		35		10.1.4.3.4						Not-Assigned						This sentence is already in the baseline		Delete the sentence at the referenced location				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6839		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.5		83		49		E		Y		83.00		49		10.1.4.3.5						Jason Lee						Now that this subclause is about not just probe responses but also beacons, things like "The Probe Response frame is" don't work anymore.  This comment applies to the whole subclause		Change the wording to be grammatically consistent, e.g. say "A Probe Response frame is", possibly in places with some kind of "(if transmitted)" or something				TGai General														2014/10/21 15:54		TGai General

		6840		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.5		83		60		G		Y		83.00		60		10.1.4.3.5						Not-Assigned						This paragraph refers to FILS, but nothing is underlined		Produce a report on all the changes in the document which were not accurately tracked, so that these changes can be reviewed				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6841		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.7		84		63		T		Y		84.00		63		10.1.4.3.7						Not-Assigned						The referenced location says "If dot11FILSActivated is equal to true and if the Request element of the Probe Request frame includes the Reduced Neighbor Report Request element ID, the Probe Response or Beacon frame may include the Reduced Neighbor Report element if the criteria as defined in 10.1.4.3.6, are met for the included BSS."  10.1.4.3.6 says "If dot11FILSActivated is equal to true and if the Request element of the Probe Request includes the Reduced Neighbor Report Request element ID, the Probe Response or Beacon frame may include the Reduced Neighbor Report element if the criteria as defined in 10.1.4.3.7 (Sending a response to Probe Request) are met for the included BSS."  This looks like an infinite reference loop		Break the infinite reference loop				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6842		Mark RISON		204		3		10.3.1		86		47		T		Y		86.00		47		10.3.1						Not-Assigned						"A FILS STA that has dot11FILSImplemented equal to true and dot11FILSActivated equal to true uses state transition as described in 10.3.2 (State transition diagram for nonmesh STAs), in which the STA keeps an enumerated state variable." -- what does this add to what is already said in the previous para (from the baseline)		Delete the cited text				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6843		Mark RISON		204		3		10.3.4.1		91		42		T		Y		91.00		42		10.3.4.1						Not-Assigned						"Deauthentication notification sets a FILS STA's state to State 1." -- this is already stated at 91.30 above		Delete the cited text				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6844		Mark RISON		204		3		10.3.5.1		93		58		E		Y		93.00		58		10.3.5.1												"11, 4592"		Delete the cited text				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6845		Mark RISON		204		3		10.3.5.1		93		56		T		Y		93.00		56		10.3.5.1						Not-Assigned						"Disassociation notification when not in State 1 sets the STA's state to State 2." is contradicted by the next (new) sentence		Change "the STA's" to "a non-FILS STA's" at the referenced location				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6846		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.4.21		43		65		E		Y		43.00		65		8.4.4.21												"ANPQ"		Change to "ANQP"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6847		Mark RISON		204		3		10.25.3.2.12		95		61		T		Y		95.00		61		10.25.3.2.12						Not-Assigned						"The CAG is an ANQP-element" -- well, at 43.63 it says the CAG is a group of ANQP elements,  Which is it?		Be clear and consistent on what a CAG/CAG version/CAG number/CAG ANQP-element are and how they all differ				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6848		Mark RISON		204		3		10.44.8		96		38		T		Y		96.00		38		10.44.8						Not-Assigned						"Multiple Neighbor AP Information fields with the same operating class and channel number values may be present in a Reduced Neighbor Report element."  I see no corresponding change in clause 8 (formats), which suggests this is duplication of information in that clause		Add this to 8.4.2.169 if not already present there.  Delete the cited text at the referenced location				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6849		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.3		99		10		E		Y		99.00		10		10.45.3												"--" is not the right kind of dash		Change to an em dash, and remove surrounding spaces				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6850		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.3		99		11		T		Y		99.00		11		10.45.3						Not-Assigned						"(3) Employing higher layer protocols after association." -- doesn't this kinda defeat the point of FILS which is to make things fast by not having extra frames after association?		Remove this option				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6851		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.4		102		24		E		Y		102.00		24		10.45.4												I think 802.11 style frowns upon conjunctions at the ends of items in lists		Delete "or" and change "either" above to "one of"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6852		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.4		102		30		E		Y		102.00		30		10.45.4												"D for non-AP STA:"		Change to "D for a non-AP STA is"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6853		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.5.1		103		1		T		Y		103.00		1		10.45.5.1						Not-Assigned						"and to 0 otherwise" -- this is too far from the corresponding "to 1" and in any case appears to duplicate statements made in clause 8		Move the description of the meaning of the bits to clause 8 and just state here that the AP can specify who can connect by splitting STAs into three groups				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6854		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.5.1		103		4		T		Y		103.00		4		10.45.5.1						Not-Assigned						"An AP should always allow a STA that has frames with User Priority 4-7 in its transmission queue(s) to attempt fast initial link setup before STAs that have frames with User Priority 0-3 and the STAs that have no frame in their transmission queues." -- I'm not sure what "should always" means, and if you're supposed to allow 4-7 STAs in first, why is there a bit to allow other STAs in first?		Clarify				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6855		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.5.2		103		41		T		Y		103.00		41		10.45.5.2						Not-Assigned						"All non-AP STAs transmit an initial link setup request frame to the AP after this time expires." -- they do?  Even if, say, they've been turned off?		Delete this sentence (the bit which matters, "shall postpone the link setup with the AP until the time specified in FILS Time field elapses", is already stated above)				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6856		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.5.2		103		52		T		Y		103.00		52		10.45.5.2						Not-Assigned						"shall exclusive-OR (XOR) the last 5 LSBs of its
MAC address with B3 to B7 of the Bit Pattern subfield in MAC Address Filter subfield. If the last n bits of the result are zero," -- this is an implementation choice.  You can achieve the same effect by other means, e.g. checking whether the last <whatever> bits match the required pattern		Make the statement more general				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6857		Mark RISON		204		3		6.3.3.2.3		10		15		T		Y		10.00		15		6.3.3.2.3						Xiaofei Wang						There is a description of what happens for immediate reporting, but not for channel specific or at-end reporting		Add suitable words for the two currently undescribed values				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6858		Mark RISON		204		3		6.3.3.3.2		11		21		T		Y		11.00		21		6.3.3.3.2						Xiaofei Wang						"The INTERMEDIATE_SCAN_RESULT is used to report immediately the discovered BSSs." -- apparently (from clause 10) it's also used to report the discovered BSSs when channel-specific reporting is used		Add words to that effect				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6859		Mark RISON		204		3		6.3.3.2.3		10		9		T		Y		10.00		9		6.3.3.2.3						Xiaofei Wang						8.4.2.173 does not define an octet string		Change the type to "FILS Parameters Request element"				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6860		Mark RISON		204		3		6.3.3.3.2		11		45		T		Y		11.00		45		6.3.3.3.2						Xiaofei Wang						8.4.2.183 does not define an octet string		Change the type to "Differentiated Initial
Link Setup element"				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6861		Mark RISON		204		3		6.3.3.3.2		12		46		T		Y		12.00		46		6.3.3.3.2						Xiaofei Wang						8.4.2.179 does not define an octet string		Change the type to "FILS Indication element"				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6862		Mark RISON		204		3		6.3.3.3.2		12		19		T		Y		12.00		19		6.3.3.3.2						Xiaofei Wang						8.4.2.91 does not define an octet string		Change the type to "Access Network Options element"				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6863		Mark RISON		204		3		6.3.3.3.2		12		32		T		Y		12.00		32		6.3.3.3.2						Xiaofei Wang						8.4.2.169 does not define an octet string		Change the type to "Short Neigbor AP Report element" or "Reduced Neigbor AP Report element"				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6864		Mark RISON		204		3		6.3.5.5.2		16		6		T		Y		16.00		6		6.3.5.5.2						Not-Assigned						8.4.2.184 does not define an octet string		Change the type to "FILS Wrapped Data element"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6865		Mark RISON		204		3		6.3.3.3.2		11		14		T		Y		11.00		14		6.3.3.3.2						Xiaofei Wang						It's not a set of elements		Change the type to "Set of BSSDescriptionFromFDs"				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6866		Mark RISON		204		3		6.3.5.2.2		14		15		T		Y		14.00		15		6.3.5.2.2						Not-Assigned						It's not a sequence of elements
and fields		Change the type to "FILS Wrapped Data element"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6867		Mark RISON		204		3		6.3.5.2.2		14		21		T		Y		14.00		21		6.3.5.2.2						Not-Assigned						"element" is not specific enough		Change the type to "PMKID List element"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6868		Mark RISON		204		3		6.3.5.3.2		15		12		T		Y		15.00		12		6.3.5.3.2						Not-Assigned						"element" is not specific enough		Change the type to "PMKID List element"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6869		Mark RISON		204		3		6.3.5.3.2		15		18		T		Y		15.00		18		6.3.5.3.2						Not-Assigned						It's not an element		Change the type to "Integer"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6870		Mark RISON		204		3		6.3.5.5.2		16		11		T		Y		16.00		11		6.3.5.5.2						Not-Assigned						"element" is not specific enough		Change the type to "PMKID List element"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6871		Mark RISON		204		3		6.3.5.5.2		16		16		T		Y		16.00		16		6.3.5.5.2						Not-Assigned						It's not an element		Change the type to "Integer"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6872		Mark RISON		204		3		6.3.11.2.2		26		57		T		Y		26.00		57		6.3.11.2.2						Not-Assigned						It's not a set of elements		Change the type to something more correct				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6873		Mark RISON		204		3		6.3.11.2.2		26		58		T		Y		26.00		58		6.3.11.2.2						Not-Assigned						The EDCA Parameter Set element does not define OUIs' valid range		Change the reference to something more correct				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6874		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		8.4.2.1		39		9		T		N		39.00		9		8.4.2.1						George Cherian						Element IDs for the Association Timeout Info element and the PMKID list element are not defined in Table 8-85 (Element IDs).		Insert following new rows to Table 8-85.
"Association Timeout Info (8..4.2.171 Association Timeout Info element)  | <ANA> |
PMKID list (8.4.2.186 PMKID list element) | <ANA> | "				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:32		TGai General

		6875		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		8.4.2.1		39		6		E		N		39.00		6		8.4.2.1												An editing instruction does not specify the table number.		Change the editing instruction as follows;
"Insert new rows to Table 8-85 as follows:"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6876		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		8.4.2.171		43		37		E		N		43.00		37		8.4.2.171												A Figure number is wrong. Also, title of the Figure 8-574a is wrong.		Replace "Figure 8-x" by "Figure 8-574a", and correct the title of Figure 8-574a to "Association Timeout Info element".				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6877		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		9.42		77		13		E		N		77.00		13		9.42												The subclause 9.42 (Element fragmentation) and the subclause 9.43 (Element defragmentation) specify the MAC frame processing procedure. So, they should be located under the subclause 9.27 (MAC frame processing).		Move the subclause 9.42 to 9.27.11 and move the subclause 9.43 to 9.27.12.
Modify the references to 9.42 and 9.43 accordingly.				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6878		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		8.4.2.24.3		40		49		E		N		40.00		49		8.4.2.24.3												Key derivation type is defined in 11.11.2.3.		Replace "11.11.2 (FILS authentication protocol)" by "11.11.2.3 (Key derivation with FILS authentication)".				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6879		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		8.4.2.26		41		3		E		N		41.00		3		8.4.2.26												Missing space and article in the editing instruction.		Replace "Insertnew" by "Insert a new".				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6880		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		6.3.3.3.2		12		32		E		N		12.00		32		6.3.3.3.2												According to 11-14/0565r24, CID 5133 is rejected. Changes to "Short Neighbor AP Report" shall be canceled.
Also, there are confusion between "Reduced Neighbor Report element" (specified in Figure 8-570) and "Neighbor AP Information field" (specified in Figure 8-571).		1) Replace "Short Neighbor AP Report" by "Reduced Neighbor Report" (P12L32).
2) Replace "8.4.2.169 Reduced-Short Neighbor
Report element" by "8.4.2.169 Reduced Neighbor Report element" (P12L32).
3) Replace "Short Neighbor Report" by "Reduced Neighbor Report" (Four occurrences at P27L20, P32L33, P41L26, and P68L20).
4) Replace "ReducedShort Neighbor Report element" by "Reduced Neighbor Report element" (P127L15).				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6881		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		8.4.2.169.1		41		34		E		N		41.00		34		8.4.2.169.1												In P802.11mc D3.0, Neighbor AP Information field format is specified in Figure 8-571, not 8-570. Similarly, Figure 8-571 and 8-572 are Figure 8-572 and 8-573 correspondingly in P802.11mc D3.0.		Correct Figure numbers.				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6882		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		8.4.2.169.1		42		36		T		N		42.00		36		8.4.2.169.1						Santosh Pandey						Descriptions about the contents of the TBTT Information field at P42L37 are redundant. They are specified in P43L8.		Delete the added paragraphs at the page 42 Line 36.				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:33		TGai General

		6883		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		8.4.2.169.1		43		1		E		N		43.00		1		8.4.2.169.1												A space between "1" and "octet" is accidentally removed.		Insert a space between "1" and "octet".				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6884		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		8.4.2.172		44		21		E		N		44.00		21		8.4.2.172												In "the value of, or presence of, an ANQP-element within the CAG or InfoID are added, deleted, or changed.", "are" shall be "is".		As in comment.				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6885		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		8.4.2.172		44		25		E		N		44.00		25		8.4.2.172												Missing article before the "CAG Version".		Insert "The".				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6886		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		8.3.3.2		27		20		E		N		27.00		20		8.3.3.2												According to 11-14/0565r24, CID 4693 is accepted, but no change is made.		Delete "if either dot11TVHTOptionImplemented or dot11FILSActivated is true."				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6887		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		8.4.2.181.2		56		22		T		N		56.00		22		8.4.2.181.2						George Cherian						There are many optional fields in Figure 8-574s (IP Address Data field format for response). Length of these fields shall be "0 or ..".		Modify the lengths of the optional fields by adding "0 or ".				TGai General														2014/10/21 15:53		TGai General

		6888		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		8.4.2.181.2		56		62		T		N		56.00		62		8.4.2.181.2						George Cherian						An interpretation of the IP Address Response Control field specified in Table 8-257g, Table 8-257h, and Page 58 Line 1 to 28. Descriptions in the Page 58 do not specify the interpretation for B0 = 1, and redundant for B0 = 0.		Remove the last paragraph of Page 56 (P56L62) and the first paragraph of Page 58 (P58L1 to P58L29).
Also, modify the description of B1 in Table 8-257g as follows;
---
An AP sets IPv4 Assigned subfield to 1 if the assigned IPv4 address and the subnet mask are included in the element, and sets it to 0 otherwise.				TGai General														2014/10/21 15:53		TGai General

		6889		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		8.4.2.181.2		57		41		E		N		57.00		41		8.4.2.181.2												A value of reserved field shall be 0.		Change the value of the B7 field to "0" or blank.				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6890		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		8.4.2.181.2		57		50		T		N		57.00		50		8.4.2.181.2						George Cherian						If B0 of the IP Address Response Control field is 1, the IP address assignment is sent in a later transmission. An IP address is NOT present in the frame.		Modify the description of the B0 field of Table 8-257h as follows:
---
An AP sets IP address assignment pending subfield to 1 if an IP address assignment will be sent in a later transmission. B1 to B6 are set as shown below in this table when B0 = 1.				TGai General														2014/10/21 15:53		TGai General

		6891		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		8.4.2.181.2		57		55		T		N		57.00		55		8.4.2.181.2						George Cherian						The timeout value is not specified if B1-B6 is 0.		Replace the Value column of B1 - B6 by "1 - 255", and add the following text in the Explanation column of B1 - B6.
---
A value of 0 is reserved.				TGai General														2014/10/20 16:56		TGai General

		6892		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		8.4.2.173		45		33		E		N		45.00		33		8.4.2.173						Jason Lee						The width of the PHY Support Criteria subfield is 3, not 2.		Change the width of PHY Support Criteria subfield in the Figure 8-574e to 3.				TGai General														2014/10/21 15:54		TGai General

		6893		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		8.4.2.173		46		55		T		N		46.00		55		8.4.2.173						Jarkko Kneckt						The use of the maximum access delay and the delay criteria are explained in 10.1.4.3.4 (Criteria for sending a probe response), not in 10.1.4.3.7 (Sending a response to Probe Request).		Replace "10.1.4.3.7 (Sending a response to Probe Request)" by " 10.1.4.3.4 (Criteria for sending a probe response)".				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:34		TGai General

		6894		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		10.1.4.3.4		82		55		T		N		82.00		55		10.1.4.3.4						Jarkko Kneckt						The first paragraph of the inserted text does not make sense. There is no predicate.
In addition, it is better to insert the text after the first paragraph of the 10.1.4.3.4 of the P802.11mc D3.0.		1) Change the editing instruction as follows:
"Insert the following text after the first paragraph of this subclause."
2) Modify the first paragraph of the inserted text as follows:
---
If a STA with dot11FILSActivated equal to true receives a Probe Request frame that contains a FILS Request Parameters element, the STA shall not respond if any of the following apply:				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:45		TGai General

		6895		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		10.1.4.3.4		82		65		E		N		82.00		65		10.1.4.3.4												The BSS Delay Criteria field is specified in Table 8-257a, not in Table 8-22f.		Correct the reference to Figure 8-257a.				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6896		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		10.1.4.3.4		83		1		E		N		83.00		1		10.1.4.3.4												The Max Delay Limit field indicates the maximum value of the selected average access delay, not the length.		Replace "length" by "maximum value".				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6897		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		10.1.4.3.4		83		35		T		N		83.00		35		10.1.4.3.4						Jarkko Kneckt						The last paragraph of the inserted text (An AP shall remain in the Awake state, and shall respond to probe requests, subject to the criteria above.) is redundant. The IEEE P802.11mc D3.0 already has the same text (P1526L54).		Remove the specified text from P802,.11ai.				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:45		TGai General

		6898		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		8.4.2.177		49		10		E		N		49.00		10		8.4.2.177												Reference to Table 8-574i (FILS Public Key Indicator element) is wrong.		Replace "8-401zzz" by "8-574i".				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6899		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		8.4.2.178		50		22		E		N		50.00		22		8.4.2.178						Jeongki Kim						Dynamic elements are indicated in 10.1.4.3.8 (Enhanced FILS active scanning to preferred AP), not in 10.1.4.3.7.		Replace a reference to 10.1.4.3.7 by the reference to 10.1.4.3.8.				TGai General														2014/10/21 16:23		EDITOR

		6900		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		8.4.2.179		51		13		E		N		51.00		13		8.4.2.179												A width of Reserved field of FILS Information field is 5, not 4.		Correct the width of Reserved field in Figure 8-574l--FILS Information field definition to 5.				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6901		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		8.4.2.179		51		20		T		N		51.00		20		8.4.2.179						Santosh Abraham						In addition to the Cache Identifier field and the Domain Information field, the Public Key Information field is also marked as conditional.		Insert a new item c) after the item b) as follows:
---
c) the Public Key Information field is present if the FILS Security Type equals to 2 (indicating Public Key authentication).				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:37		TGai General

		6902		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		8.4.2.179		53		26		E		N		53.00		26		8.4.2.179												A reference to Figure 8-574 (Format of Public Key Information field) is wrong.		Replace "Figure XX above" by "Figure 8-574 (Format of Public Key Information field)".				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6903		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		8.4.2.179		53		27		E		N		53.00		27		8.4.2.179												Table 9-221k is not exist in the draft. I cannot find the Public Key Entry setting.		Specify the setting of the Public Key Entry field.				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6904		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		8.4.2.179		51		58		E		N		51.00		58		8.4.2.179												According to the 802.11 Style Guide (111-09/1134), clause 3.3 Frame formats (Clause 8), normative text should not be used in the clause 8.		Modify the last paragraph in the page 51 by replacing "shall be" by "is".				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6905		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		8.4.2.180		53		49		E		N		53.00		49		8.4.2.180												Higher Layer Protocol Packet Encapsulation is specified in 10.45.3.1, not 10.44.3.1.		Replace "10.44.3.1" by "10.45.3.1".				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6906		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		8.4.2.180		54		13		E		N		54.00		13		8.4.2.180												The last paragraph of 8.4.2.180 is redundant. The first paragraph says same thing.		Remove the last paragraph of 8.4.2.180.				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6907		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		8.4.2.182		59		46		T		N		59.00		46		8.4.2.182						Hitoshi Morioka						Table 11-6 (KDE) lists KDE selectors. Format of KDE is specified in Figure 11-34 (KDE format).		Replace "Table 11-6 (KDE)" by "Figure 11-34 (KDE format)".				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:39		TGai General

		6908		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		8.4.2.183		60		6		E		N		60.00		6		8.4.2.183												"4994, 5105" in Figure 8-574v is meaningless.		Delete "4994, 5105".				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6909		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		8.4.2.183		60		17		E		N		60.00		17		8.4.2.183												Figure 8-574v specifies a "Differentiated FILS Time" field. However, this field is referred as "FILS Time" in the text.		Replace "FILS Time" by "Differentiated FILS Time" throughout the draft. There are eight occurrences as follows: P60L17, P60L20, P60L23, P102L59, P102L62, P102L65, P103L37, P103L40.				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6910		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		8.4.2.183		61		1		T		N		61.00		1		8.4.2.183						George Calchev						A format of the FILS User Priority subfield is specified in Figure 8-574y, but no meaning of bits is specified.		Insert a following text after Figure 8-574y.
"An AP sets the FILS User Priority B0 to 1 when the AP allows a STA that has frames with user priority 4-7 in the transmission queue(s).
An AP sets the FILS User Priority B1 to 1 when the AP allows a STA that has frames with user priority 0-3 in the transmission queue(s).
An AP sets the FILS User Priority B2 to 1 when the AP allows a STA that has no frame in their transmission queue(s)."				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:39		TGai General

		6911		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		8.4.2.184		62		5		E		N		62.00		5		8.4.2.184												A clause number contained in the editing instruction before 8.4.2.184 is wrong.		Change the editing instruction as follows:
"Insert a new clause as follows:"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6912		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		8.4.2.185		62		37		E		N		62.00		37		8.4.2.185												A editing instruction says "Insert new clause and corresponding subclauses as follows:", but no subclauses are inserted.		Change the editing instruction as follows:
"Insert a new clause as follows:"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6913		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		8.4.4.20		64		40		E		N		64.00		40		8.4.4.20												A typo in the editing instruction: "8as".		Replace "8as" by "as".				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6914		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		8.4.4.20		64		45		G		N		64.00		45		8.4.4.20						George Calchev						If an AP supports multiple BSSID, each BSS may have different ANQP information. The name of "AP List ANQP" is not adequate.		Replace "AP List ANQP" by "BSSID List ANQP" throughout the draft.				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:40		TGai General

		6915		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		8.6.8.38		69		18		E		N		69.00		18		8.6.8.38												In Figure 8-662b, a width of reserved bits is 4 bits, but is noted as "(5 bits)".		Delete "(5 bits)".				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6916		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		8.6.8.38		70		17		E		N		70.00		17		8.6.8.38												Figure 8-662c (FD Capability field format) specifies Number of Spatial Stream subfield, but this subfield is referred as "Maximum Number of Spatial Streams" subfield in the text.		Current Figure 8-662c to "Maximum Number of Spatial Streams".				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6917		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		8.6.8.38		72		1		G		N		72.00		1		8.6.8.38						Xiaofei Wang						Figure 8-662c (FD Capability field format) specifies PHY Type subfield, but this subfield is referred as "Maximum PHY Type" subfield in the text.
In addition, there is no magnitude relationship between PHYs. A term "Maximum PHY Type" is not adequate.		Replace "Maximum PHY Type" by "PHY Type" throughout the draft.				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6918		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		8.6.8.38		71		4		E		N		71.00		4		8.6.8.38												A space is missing in "BSSoperating" in Table 8-308b.		Insert a space between "BSS" and "operating".				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6919		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		8.6.8.38		71		1		T		N		71.00		1		8.6.8.38						Xiaofei Wang						As P802.11ai is an amendment to P802.11mc D3.0, support of TVHT PHY (clause 23) is required.		1) Insert a new column corresponding to TVHT PHY to Table 8-308b.
2) Insert a new row corresponding to TVHT PHY to Table 8-308d.
3) Insert a new column corresponding to TVHT PHY to Table 8-308e.				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6920		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		8.6.24		75		21		G		N		75.00		21		8.6.24						Santosh Abraham						For future extension, it is better to create subclause 8.6.24.1 to specify FILS Container Action frame.		As in comment.				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:41		TGai General

		6921		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		8.6.24		75		22		E		N		75.00		22		8.6.24												Invalid character at the beginning of the sentence.		Delete an invalid character.				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6922		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		8.6.24		75		43		E		N		75.00		43		8.6.24												A space is missing in "IPAddress"		Insert a space.				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6923		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		9.42		77		17		T		N		77.00		17		9.42						Jarkko Kneckt						The maximum size of an element is 257 octets (1 octet element ID + 1 octet length + 255 octets information), not 255 octets.		Modify the first sentence as follows:
"The general format of elements limits the size of information in each element to 255 octets."				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:53		TGai General

		6924		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		9.42		77		29		E		N		77.00		29		9.42												"The length of the leading element", "with a
length of 255", and "with length less than 255" are misleading. They mean "length field".		Modify to " length field".				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6925		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		6.3.3.3.3		12		62		T		N		12.00		62		6.3.3.3.3						Jarkko Kneckt						The subclause 6.3.3.3.3 specifies that MLME-SCAN.confirm primitive is issued after receiving an MLME-CSCAN-STOP.request primitive following an MLME-SCAN.request primitive if dot11FILSActivated is true. However, the subclause 10.1.4.2.1, 10.1.4.2.2, and 10.1.4.3.2 specify that the MLME shall issue an MLME-SCAN.confirm primitive when MLME receives an MLME-SCAN-STOP.request primitive. MLME-SCAN-STOP.request may be useful for non FILS STAs, the condition of "dot11FILSActivated is true" is not needed.		Delete "if dot11FILSActivated is true, ".				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:28		TGai General

		6926		Peter Yee		204		3		11.6.3		110		36		E		N		110.00		36		11.6.3												The instructions to the editor for Table 11-8 insertions would appear to be confusing.  There are two versions of the insertions listed -- one using CCM and the pre-802.11ac version of the table (without KCK and KEK bits) and one using GCM and the full set of bits.  The GCM version is the correct version and the previous one appears to be leftover dross from the last ballot round.		Remove the first version of the table insertions, from lines 36 to 47 on page 110.				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6927		Qi Wang		204		3		8.4.2.183		61		5		T		Y		61.00		5		8.4.2.183						George Calchev						The setting and the meaning of B0, B1 and B2 of FILS User Priority subfield are not specified.		Please specify how to set B0, B1 and B2 of FILS User Priority subfield and the corresponding meaning of each setting.				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:39		TGai General

		6928		Qi Wang		204		3		10.45.5.1		103		1		T		Y		103.00		1		10.45.5.1						George Calchev						"An AP may set the FILS User Priority B0, B1, and B2 to 1 to indicate high priority link setup without additional
delays for the STAs that have frames with User Priority 4-7 in their transmission queues, STAs that
have frames with User Priority 0-3 in their transmission queues, and STAs that have no frame in their transmission
queues respectively and to 0 otherwise. An AP should always allow a STA that has frames with
User Priority 4-7 in its transmission queue(s) to attempt fast initial link setup before STAs that have frames
with User Priority 0-3 and the STAs that have no frame in their transmission queues" Does this mean that the AP should always set B0 to 1?  Is there any restriction on how many bits (of B0, B1 and B2) can set to 1 simultaneously?		Please clarify the behavior and modify the spec accordingly.				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:47		TGai General

		6929		Qi Wang		204		3		10.45.5.2		103		45		T		Y		103.00		45		10.45.5.2						George Calchev						"When the FILS User Priority subfield is present, the FILS User Priority condition is satisfied if the non-AP
STA has frames with user priority 4-7 in the transmission queue(s) and the FILS User Priority B0 is 1, or if
the non-AP STA has frames with user priority 0-3 in their transmission queue(s) and the FILS User Priority
B1 is 1, or if the non-AP STA has no frame in their transmission queue(s) and the FILS User Priority B2 is
1." What happens if a STA has pending frame transmissions of mixed priorities?		Please clarify the behavior when a STA has pending frame transmissions of mixed priorities, some of them having a User Priority 4-7, and some others having a User Priority 0-3.				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:47		TGai General

		6930		Qi Wang		204		3		9.42		77		13		T		Y		77.00		13		9.42						Jarkko Kneckt						Section 9.42, Element fragmentation. This section describes a method for a mega-element (length is greater than 255 octets), but doesn't really describe how to fragment an element, which in itself has a max length of 255 octets. Please use a different term (e.g., mega-element) other than "element fragmentation" to describe the content appropriately.		Please use a suitable term to describe the content here and modify the spec accordingly.				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:53		TGai General

		6931		Qi Wang		204		3		10.1.4.1		79				T		Y		79.00				10.1.4.1						Xiaofei Wang						"If dot11FILSActivated is true, the STA shall additionally scan for FILS Discovery (FD)
frames, returning in the BSSDescriptionFromFDSet parameter all FILS Discovery frames of the scanned
ESSs." It should be a STA's choice on whether to additionally scan for FD frames.		Replace "shall" with "may".				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6932		Richard Roy		204		3		3.1		3		22		G		Y		3.00		22		3.1						Lee Armstrong						The definition of PFS has "the" where it should read "a".		Change "the key agreement" to "a key agreement"				EDITOR														2014/10/21 15:52		TGai General

		6933		Richard Roy		204		3		3.2		3		36		T		Y		3.00		36		3.2						George Cherian						Definition of ActiveScanningTimer is ambiguous.  It's not clear with the timer keeping time of how long it takes to receive a single frame or a set of frames.		Clarify by rewriting.				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:25		TGai General

		6934		Richard Roy		204		3		3.2		3		46		E		Y		3.00		46		3.2												"Implements" should read "implements"		Make the change.				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6935		Richard Roy		204		3		3.2		3		55		G		Y		3.00		55		3.2						George Cherian						Definition of FILSProbeTimer is ambiguous.  It's not clear with the timer keeping time of how long it takes to receive a single frame or a set of frames.		Clarify by rewriting.				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:25		TGai General

		6936		Richard Roy		204		3		3.2		3		60		T		Y		3.00		60		3.2						Lee Armstrong						Change "AP/" to "AP"		Make the change.				EDITOR														2014/10/21 15:52		TGai General

		6937		Richard Roy		204		3		4.5.4.2		5		32		T		Y		5.00		32		4.5.4.2						Xiaofei Wang						Text reads: "FILS authentication procedures are defined in 4.10.3.6 (AKM operations using FILS authentication)" and it is not consistent with the previous four definitions.  The first for give technical hints, the last is a clause reference.		Rewrite to include technical hints and no clause, or add clause references to the first four.				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6938		Richard Roy		204		3		4.10.3.6		6		60		E		Y		6.00		60		4.10.3.6												Change "(PFS)" to "(PFS),"		Make the change.				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6939		Richard Roy		204		3		4.10.3.6		6		59		E		Y		6.00		59		4.10.3.6												Change "authentication method" to "authentication" or vice cersa through the paragraph to be consistent.		Make the change.				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6940		Richard Roy		204		3		6.3.3.2		11		36		T		Y		11.00		36		6.3.3.2						Xiaofei Wang						CAGNumber is optionally presnet only if dot11FILSActivated is true. Good. Differentiated Initial link setup is optionally present when dot11FILSActivated is true.  Are there other conditions under which it's optionally present???		Clarify by rewriting and make a similar fix to FILSWrappedData and PMKIDList in 6.3.5.2.2 and 6.3.5.3.2 and all other places whera similar ambiguity exists in the tables including Table 8-42				TGai General														2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6941		Richard Roy		204		3		8.4.1.59		38		39		E		Y		38.00		39		8.4.1.59												Text reads: "It is used for exchanging an
additional source of randomness to the FILS authentication exchange."		Change to: "It is used for exchanging an
additional source of randomness in the FILS authentication exchange."				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6942		Richard Roy		204		3		8.4.2.169.1		41		19		T		Y		41.00		19		8.4.2.169.1						Santosh Pandey						Text reads: "The TBTT Information Field Type subfield is 2 bits in length and defines the structure of the TBTT Information field."  I can not find anywhere in the draft where the values of this 2-bit field are specified. This doesn't seem right.		Add text specifying the meaning of the possible values this field may take on.				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:33		TGai General

		6943		Richard Roy		204		3		8.4.2.177		49		9		E		Y		49.00		9		8.4.2.177												Neither Tables 8-401zzz nor 8-401cx don't exist.		Perhaps change to just 8-401?				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6944		Richard Roy		204		3		8.4.2.179		52		36		E		Y		52.00		36		8.4.2.179												Neither Tables 8-401zzz nor 8-401cx don't exist.		Perhaps change to just 8-401?				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6945		Richard Roy		204		3		8.4.2.179		53		26		G		Y		53.00		26		8.4.2.179						Santosh Abraham						Figure XX doesn't exist either.		Fix.				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:37		TGai General

		6946		Richard Roy		204		3		9.4.2		16		77		E		Y		16.00		77		9.4.2												the word data is plural.		Change to "Data that are too"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6947		Richard Roy		204		3		10.3.1		64		86		T		Y		64.00		86		10.3.1						Rob Sun						Text reads: "A STA for which dot11OCBActivated is true but uses FILS authentication will transition to State 5: FILS authenticated." It is not clear at all, and I could find no text that describes how FILS authentication is going to be accomplished without beacons and probe responses, neither of which are allowed when dot11OCBActivated is true. Hence, it's not clear how two STAs with dot11OCBActivated would ever exchange the necessary management frames.		Add text that describes how this can be accomplished, or delete this text and replace it with text stating dot11OCBActivated = true STAs can't use FILS. If it can be accomplished using pre-shared key material, then a requirement will have to be added that all STAs supported dot11OCBActivated also shall support FILS, otherwise STAs will not know if the peer STA supports FILS or not.				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:40		TGai General

		6948		Richard Roy		204		3		1		1		1		T		Y		1.00		1		1						Hitoshi Morioka						There is no description of the type of IP address configuration that is being described/used.  There are more than one: staeless address autoconfiguration (SLAAC) and DHCP.  Which is supported?  Seems to be DHCP only however I am not sure.  Why not support SLAAC if it's not supported?		Add text somewhere describing which type or types of IP address configuration are supported and some rationale for why or why not?				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:25		TGai General

		6949		Richard Roy		204		3		11.11.2.2.1		35		113		E		Y		35.00		113		11.11.2.2.1												"itshall" is not a word in the English language.		Change to "it shall"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6950		Richard Roy		204		3		C.3		56		127		E		Y		56.00		127		C.3												Text reads: "dot11FILSActivated OBJECT-TYPE
SYNTAX TruthValue
MAX-ACCESS read-write
STATUS current
DESCRIPTION
"This is a control variable. It is written by an external management entity. Changes take effect as soon as practical in the implementation.
This attribute, when true, indicates that FILS is enabled.""  Why does a variable named Activated when true mean that it is "enabled"?		Fix.				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6951		Santosh Abraham		204		3								E		N																		Change all reference to Reduced Neighbor Report to Short Neighbor Report		Pg ix, 79, 83, 84, 85, 96, 127.				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6952		Santosh Abraham		204		3		4.10.7		8		20		E		N		8.00		20		4.10.7												Change "names" to indicates		As in comment				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6953		Santosh Abraham		204		3		6.33.3.2		12		11		T		N		12.00		11		6.33.3.2						Jarkko Kneckt						Short SSID can be returned in FD frame		Insert Short SSID in Table at line 11				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:28		TGai General

		6954		Santosh Abraham		204		3		6.33.3.2		12				E		N		12.00				6.33.3.2												Table on Page 12 has not been indexed						EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6955		Santosh Abraham		204		3		10.1.4.3.2		80				E		N		80.00				10.1.4.3.2												Lines 56 to 63 are unnecessarily verbose		Change to:
1) The STAreceive a broadcast addressed Probe Request
2) The STA receives one or more of  Probe Response, Beacon, Measurement Pilot or a FILS Discovery Frame.				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6956		Santosh Abraham		204		3		10.1.4.3.4		83		35		E		N		83.00		35		10.1.4.3.4												Line 35 is Unnecessary.		Delete line				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6957		Santosh Abraham		204		3		10.1.4.3.8		86		16		E		N		86.00		16		10.1.4.3.8						Jeongki Kim						Correct "AP-CSN element 0", to "AP-CSN element"		As in comment				TGai General														2014/10/21 16:22		EDITOR

		6958		Santosh Abraham		204		3		10.1.4.3.8		86				E		N		86.00				10.1.4.3.8						Jeongki Kim						Delete "which should be supported by the AP"		As in comment				TGai General														2014/10/21 16:22		EDITOR

		6959		Santosh Abraham		204		3		10.45.2.2		98		14		T		N		98.00		14		10.45.2.2						Xiaofei Wang						Include comparing with Short SSID		Change Line 14,15 as follows"  A scanning FILS STA that receives a FILS Discovery frame should compre the received SSID or Short SSID  in the FILS Discovery .....".				TGai General														2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6960		Santosh Abraham		204		3		8.4.2.169.1		41				T		N		41.00				8.4.2.169.1						Santosh Pandey						It may be useful to include FTM capability in Short neighbor report to enable quick ranging		See proposed Text in TBD.				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:33		TGai General

		6961		Santosh Abraham		204		3		6.3.7.4.2		19		31		E		N		19.00		31		6.3.7.4.2												FILSIPAddressAssignament is optional		Add optional in table.				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6962		Santosh Abraham		204		3		6.3.7.4.2		20		37		E		N		20.00		37		6.3.7.4.2												FILSIPAddressAssignament is optional		Add optional in table.				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6963		Santosh Abraham		204		3		8.4.2.171		43		43		E		N		43.00		43		8.4.2.171												Change Association Timeout to Association Delay through the text		As in comment				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6964		Santosh Abraham		204		3		8.4.2.171		43		47		E		N		43.00		47		8.4.2.171												Figure title is wrong		Correct figure title				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6965		Santosh Abraham		204		3		10.45.3.1		100		20		T		N		100.00		20		10.45.3.1						Hitoshi Morioka						Change line 20 to "If the AP does nt receive HLP Packets with in dot11MaxHLPWaitTime ..."		Add mib dot11MaxHLPWaitTime				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:52		TGai General

		6966		Santosh Abraham		204		3		10.45.5.1		103		11		T		N		103.00		11		10.45.5.1						George Calchev						Vendor portion of the MAC address shall not be used for filtering out addresses		See proposed text in TBD				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:47		TGai General

		6967		Santosh Abraham		204		3				103				T		N		103.00										George Calchev						Vendor specific info should not be used to prioritize access		Remove lines 18,19				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:47		TGai General

		6968		Stephen Mccann		204		3		8.4.2.172		43		60		T		N		43.00		60		8.4.2.172						Stephen McCan						TGaq Chair on behalf of TGaq.
The CAG Number can be a generic mechanism that can help to reduce GAS exchanges not only in 11ai ANQP but also in other advertisement protocols such as 11aq PADP and 11af RLQP.		Change CAG Number element format such that the CAG Number element may include one or more tuples of CAG Verison, Scope, and Partial Advertisement Protocol ID. Compress the Scope field into a 3-bit field such that the remaining bits in the second octet can carry a 5-bit Partial Advertisement Protocol ID field indicating the advertisement protocol associated with the CAG Version. Spell CAG as "common advertisement group".

Please see submission <https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/14/11-14-1341-01-00ai-lb204-comment-resolution-to-tgaq-s-comment-on-cag-number.doc> for proposed changes.				TGai General														2014/10/21 10:38		TGai General

		6969		Stephen Mccann		204		3		8.4.2.172		44		21		T		N		44.00		21		8.4.2.172						George Calchev						I think the sentences at P44.21 and P44.25 require some more explanation as to what happens what the CAG version reaches 255.		Change the sentences to read:

The CAG Version is incremented every time the value of, or presence of, an advertisement protocol element  within the CAG of the associated advertisement protocol or InfoID are added, deleted, or changed.  The CAG Version shall increment from 255 to 1, so that if a STA receives  a value of zero in this subfield, this will be discarded.				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:33		TGai General

		6970		Stephen Mccann		204		3		10.25.3.2.1		94		45		T		N		94.00		45		10.25.3.2.1						George Cherian						This paragraph is rather hard to understand and requires re-writing.		Change the paragraph to read:

A FILS STA stores  the ANQP CAG Version Number available from an AP, together with the ANQP attributes and information from the Common Advertisement Group ANQP-element for later use. The STA stores the ANQP CAG Version Number and the values of BSSID, HESSID, or SSID associated with the responding AP .

At a future time at an AP, a FILS STA should check its locally stored  ANQP CAG Version Number with the ANQP CAG Version Number received from that AP.  If the received ANQP CAG Version Number equals the stored value of an ANQP CAG Version Number (together with the same value of BSSID, HESSID, or SSID), the STA need not  initiate an ANQP query request for any of the ANQP-elements contained within the CAG and shall use the stored Common Advertisement Group ANQP-element attributes and  information within that STA instead.				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:49		TGai General

		6971		Stephen Mccann		204		3		4.10.7		8		23		T		N		8.00		23		4.10.7						Xiaofei Wang						Sometimes the word "cache" (P8.23) is used and sometimes "store" (P86.3). Are these words used to mean the same thing?		Use one of these two words in a consistent manner throughout the draft.				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6972		Yongho Seok		204		3		8.4.2.169		41		25		T		Y		41.00		25		8.4.2.169						Santosh Pandey						10.44.8 (Reduced Neighbor Report) is an achievement of IEEE 802.11af-2013.
And, the Reduced Neighbor Report procedure is utilizing the Reduced Neighbor Report element.
Why do you change the element name which was already published?
The name change of the element is not scope of Task Group ai.
And, please see 10.44.8. The Reduced Neighbor Report procedure is still using the Reduced Neighbor Report element.
By changing the element name, you are making additional inconsistency issue throughout the base draft (P802.11REVmc D3.0)		Keep the original element name.				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:33		TGai General

		6973		Yongho Seok		204		3		10.1.4.3.4		83		35		E		Y		83.00		35		10.1.4.3.4												"An AP shall remain in the Awake state, and shall respond to probe requests, subject to the criteria above."

You can find a completely redundant wording in the same sub-clause.		Delete either one.				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6974		Yongho Seok		204		3		10.1.4.3.5		83		60		E		Y		83.00		60		10.1.4.3.5												In sub-clause 10.1.4.3.5, the second and third bullets are definitely new paragraphs.
But, an editing instructions are silent on this.
It can makes that IEEE 802.11 members does not check some paragraphs even though it is new features.		Please correct an editing instruction.				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6975		Yunsong Yang		204		3								E		N																		The term "AP configuration information set" has been changed to "BSS Configuration Parameter Set" in some places, but not the others.  There are 7 instances of  "AP Configuration Information Set", 1 instance of "AP configuration information set", and 4 instances of "BSS Configuration Parameter Set" throughout 11ai D3.0.  One way or the other, we need to use a consistent term.		Change all instances of "AP Configuration Information Set" and "AP configuration information set" to "BSS Configuration Parameter Set".				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6976		Yunsong Yang		204		3								E		N																		The term "Reduced Neighbor Report" has been changed to "Short Neighbor Report" in some places but not the others. There are 4 instances of "Short Neighbor Report", 16 instances of "Reduced Neighbor Report" and 1 instance of "ReducedNeighbor Report" throughout 11ai D3.0. One way or the other, we need to use a consistent term.		Change all instances of "Short Neighbor Report" and the 1 instance of "ReducedNeighbor Report" to "Reduced Neighbor Report".				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6977		Yunsong Yang		204		3		table of contents						E		N						table of contents												Clause 10.25.3.2 was shown as a subclause of 10.3.5 in the table of contents.		Fix the clause hierarchy or indentation.				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6978		Yunsong Yang		204		3		6.3.3.3.2		12		10		T		N		12.00		10		6.3.3.3.2						Xiaofei Wang						In the table, the valid range of SSID says "0-32 octets", but Figure 8-662a in 8.6.8.38 says that SSID is "1-32" octets (probably due to the 5-bit Length field. We need to make these two consistent. Since we still have reserved bits in the FD frame control field in Figure 8-662b, one option is to change "1-32" to "0-32" in Figure 8-662a and to make the Length field in Figure 8-662b 6 bits.  In this way, the conversion of the length is straight forward (i.e. no need of minus 1), but it also implies that Null SSID is allowed in FD frame, which should be discussed by TGai first.  Another option is to change "0-32 octets" to "1-32 octets" on Page 12 in 6.3.3.3.2 (the table for BSSDescriptionFromFDSet).		Change the number of octets for SSID field from "1-32" to "0-32" in Figure 8-662a. Change the number of bits for Length field in Figure 8-662b from "5" to "6" and re-number the assigned bits accordingly. Delete the sentence "The value of this field is equal to the length of the SSID field minus 1." in lines 28-29 on Page 69, just under Figure 8-662b. Change the first sentence in lines 5-6 on Page 70 to "The SSID field is variable length between 0 and 32 octets, as specified by the 6-bit SSID Length field in the FILS Discovery Frame Control of the FILS Discovery frame."				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6979		Yunsong Yang		204		3		8.4.2.178		50		22		E		N		50.00		22		8.4.2.178						Jeongki Kim						The first clause number referenced in this sentence is wrong.  Clause 10.1.4.3.7 has nothing to do with AP-CSN or the definition of those non-dynamic information elements. Instead, 10.1.4.3.8 (Enhanced FILS active scanning to preferred AP) should be referenced, although the same clause number is repeated later in the sentence.		Change "10.1.4.3.7 (Sending a response to Probe Request)" to "10.1.4.3.8 (Enhanced FILS active scanning to preferred AP)"				TGai General														2014/10/21 16:23		EDITOR

		6980		Yunsong Yang		204		3		8.4.2.184		62		5		E		N		62.00		5		8.4.2.184												The instruction to editor above Clause 8.4.2.184 has an inconsistent clause number.		Change the instruction to "Insert new clause as follows:"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6981		Yunsong Yang		204		3		8.6.24		75		22		E		N		75.00		22		8.6.24												Typo in "1FILS".		Change it to "FILS"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6982		Yunsong Yang		204		3		9.42		77		16		T		N		77.00		16		9.42						Lee Armstrong						Resolution text in 11-14-0672r0 was approved by Motion #69, but the changes made in 11-14-0672r0 are missing in D3.0.		Incorporate the changes in 11-14-0672r0.				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:43		TGai General

		6983		Yunsong Yang		204		3		10.1.4.1		79		30		T		N		79.00		30		10.1.4.1						Xiaofei Wang						The second "BSSDescriptionFromFDSet" in the sentence of "The STA is not required .... in this scan." doesn't make much sense. The original intent of this sentence is to say that if the scan already produces a BSSDescriptionSet, e.g. from the Beacon, there is no need to return the BSSDescriptionFromFDSet since it is only a subset of the former. So, the second "BSSDescriptionFromFDSet" in the sentence should have been "BSSDescriptionSet".		Change the second "BSSDescriptionFromFDSet" in the sentence to "BSSDescriptionSet".				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6984		Yunsong Yang		204		3		10.1.4.1		79		36		E		N		79.00		36		10.1.4.1												Typo in "9SSID". This Typo is not in REVmc D3.0.		Change "9SSID" to "(SSID"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6985		Yunsong Yang		204		3		10.1.4.3.5		83		49		T		N		83.00		49		10.1.4.3.5						Jarkko Kneckt						The first bullet under 10.1.4.3.5 is not about the "Contents of a response".  It is about addressing of the frame, which is essentially repeated in the first paragraph under 10.1.4.3.7 (Sending a response to Probe Request). So, it is not appropriate for clause 10.1.4.3.5 and is also redundant.		Delete the first bullet.				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:45		TGai General

		6986		Yunsong Yang		204		3		10.1.4.3.8		85		27		E		N		85.00		27		10.1.4.3.8						Jeongki Kim						The excluded elements are currently listed in a random order.		Re-arrange the order of the elements in the exclusion list according to the order they appear in Table 8-35 (Beacon Frame body).				TGai General														2014/10/21 16:22		EDITOR

		6987		Yunsong Yang		204		3		10.1.4.3.8		85		39		T		N		85.00		39		10.1.4.3.8						Jeongki Kim						There are additional elements that may be dynamic. For example, the Wi-Fi Alliance OCE MTG is proposing to allow EDCA Parameter element to be changed dynamically in order to maintain the QoS for an owner's client device (on the private SSID) when traffics due to the visitor's client devices (on the public SSID) are changing, which may happen far more frequently than what AP-CSN is designed for. Other examples include Emergency Alart Identifier element, Qload Report element, Quiet element, Quiet Channel element, and Extended BSS Load element. These elements should be excluded from the BSS Configuration Parameter Set as well. Otherwise, their frequent changes may cause the AP-CSN to increase fast, and as a result, to overflow frequently.		Add EDCA Parameter element, Emergency Alart Identifier element, Qload Report element, Quiet element, Quiet Channel element, and Extended BSS Load element to the list of elements that are excluded from the BSS Configuration Parameter Set.				TGai General														2014/10/21 16:22		EDITOR

		6988		Yunsong Yang		204		3		10.1.4.3.8		85		39		T		N		85.00		39		10.1.4.3.8						Jeongki Kim						Neighbor Report element and Reduced/Short Neighbor Report element are related to how to scan neighboring APs. Meanwhile, the function of AP-CSN is to help STA to launch association with the current AP without receiving Beacon or Probe Response from the current AP. So, Neighbor Report element and Reduced/Short Neighbor Report element have no impact on the functionality of AP-CSN and should be removed from the BSS Parameter Set to avoid unneccesry changes of AP-CSN due to changes occured in neighoring APs. (Besides, if the Beacon Intervals of an AP and its neighboring AP are not the same, the TBTT in the Reduced/Short Neighbor Report IE can change dynamically, causing the AP-CSN to overflow frequently.) Prefer to also add a Note to state the principal that any element should be excluded from the BSS Configuration Set if the element has no impact on STA's ability of using AP-CSN to make a decision of initiating an association procedure with an AP without first receiving Beacon or Probe Response from the AP.		Add Neighbor Report element and Reduced/Short Neighbor Report element to the list of elements that are excluded from the BSS Configuration Parameter Set. And add a Note, which states "This element (or any future element) is excluded from the BSS Configuration Set since this element (or if the future element) has no impact on a FILS STA's ability of using AP-CSN to make a decision of initiating an association procedure with an AP without receiving Beacon or Probe Response from the AP".				TGai General														2014/10/21 16:22		EDITOR

		6989		Yunsong Yang		204		3		10.1.4.3.8		85		39		T		N		85.00		39		10.1.4.3.8						Jeongki Kim						If Fragment element is used in the Beacon frame, any change in a Fragment element in the Beacon should be considered under the context of the element being fragmented by the Fragment element. Fragment element by itself should be excluded from the BSS Parameter Set.		Add Fragment element to the list of elements that are excluded from the BSS Configuration Parameter Set.				TGai General														2014/10/21 16:22		EDITOR

		6990		Yunsong Yang		204		3		10.1.4.3.8		85		39		T		N		85.00		39		10.1.4.3.8						Jeongki Kim						CAG Number element is related to GAS server and has no directly impact on STA's ability to associate with the AP. Even if the CAG Number value has changed, STA is still able to associated with the AP without additional scanning. Therefore, CAG Number element should be excluded from the BSS Parameter Set too.		Add CAG Number element to the list of elements that are excluded from the BSS Configuration Parameter Set.				TGai General														2014/10/21 16:22		EDITOR

		6991		Yunsong Yang		204		3		10.1.4.3.8		85		39		T		N		85.00		39		10.1.4.3.8						Jeongki Kim						TGai have excluded Vendor-specific element from the BSS Paramater Set. However, some elements (such as Neighbor Report element, Measurement Pilot Transmission element, Multiple BSSID element) also optionally contain vendor-specific subelement.  Therefore, we should add a Note to state that if a vendor-specific subelement is included in an element within the BSS Parameter Set, the AP-CSN will not provide any indication regarding if that vendor-specific subelement has changed or not, and AP-CSN shall not be increased if the only change within the BSS Parameter Set is due to the change to a vendor-specific subelement embedded in an element within the BSS Parameter Set.		Add, after the end of the exclusion list, a Note, which states "If a vendor-specific subelement is included in an element within the BSS Parameter Set, the AP-CSN will not provide any indication regarding if that vendor-specific subelement has changed or not, and AP-CSN shall not be increased if the only change within the BSS Parameter Set is due to the change to a vendor-specific subelement embedded in an element within the BSS Parameter Set."				TGai General														2014/10/21 16:22		EDITOR

		6992		Yunsong Yang		204		3		10.1.4.3.8		85		49		T		N		85.00		49		10.1.4.3.8						Jeongki Kim						AP-CSN has been changed to 8 bit. Thus, here we should use modulo 256.		Change "128" to "256".				TGai General														2014/10/21 16:22		EDITOR

		6993		Yunsong Yang		204		3		10.1.4.3.8		85		53		T		N		85.00		53		10.1.4.3.8						Jeongki Kim						First, AP doesn't provide the definition of BSS Configuration Parameter Set (formerly AP Configuration Information Set) in the AP-CSN element. Second, there is no more Full-Set Indicator.		Change the sentence to "An AP with dot11FILSActivated true may provide the STAs with dot11FILSActivated true its AP-CSN value by sending a Beacon frame or a Probe Response frame including an AP-CSN element (as defined in 8.4.2.178 (AP Configuration Sequence Number element))."				TGai General														2014/10/21 16:22		EDITOR

		6994		Yunsong Yang		204		3		10.1.4.3.8		86		16		E		N		86.00		16		10.1.4.3.8						Jeongki Kim						Extra "0" in "element 0"		Delete "0".				TGai General														2014/10/21 16:22		EDITOR

		6995		Yunsong Yang		204		3		10.1.4.3.8		86		21		T		N		86.00		21		10.1.4.3.8						Jeongki Kim						There is no more FullSet Indicator.		Delete "with the FullSet indicator set to 1"				TGai General														2014/10/21 16:22		EDITOR

		6996		Yunsong Yang		204		3		10.25.3.2.1		94		49		E		N		94.00		49		10.25.3.2.1												"last STA's visit" should be "STA's last visit"		Change "last STA's visit" to "STA's last visit".				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6997		Yunsong Yang		204		3		10.45.2.2		98		24		E		N		98.00		24		10.45.2.2												Wrong clause is referenced here.		Change "10.1.4.3.7 (AP Configuration Information Set)" to "10.1.4.3.8 (Enhanced FILS active scanning to preferred AP)".				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6998		Yunsong Yang		204		3		10.45.2.2		98		29		E		N		98.00		29		10.45.2.2												Lines 29-31 are duplicating with lines 24-26.		Delete the paragraph in lines 29-31.				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR
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		6057		GEORGE CHERIAN		8.6.8.38		68		Add 'Short' SSID to the FILS Discovery frame, and make SSID an optional field		Suggest using 4-byte Short SSID (Calculation similar to the one in Short Neighbor Report Element). This can help reduce the size of the FD frame. Since the Short SSID length is known (i.e., 4 bytes), we can reduce the size of FD frame control field to 1 Octet by removing the 5-bit "Length" and the 4-bit reserved sub-fields. See submission TBD.		Revised:  See proposal 												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General
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		CID		Commenter		LB		Draft		Clause Number(C)		Page(C)		Line(C)		Type of Comment		Part of No Vote		Page		Line		Clause		Duplicate of CID		Resn Status		Assignee		Submission		Motion Number		Comment		Proposed Change		Resolution		Owning Ad-hoc		Comment Group		Ad-hoc Status		Ad-hoc Notes		Edit Status		Edit Notes		Edited in Draft		Last Updated		Last Updated By

		6022		Adrian Stephens		204		3				99		40		T		Y		99.00		40								Xiaofei Wang						"The non-AP STA prepares MSDU(s) for HLP."  -- this is a very general statement.   Is there any limit as to the content of these MSDUs?  If so,  what entity polices that limit.   If not,  doesn't this allow an unauthenticated STA to inject arbitrary data onto the network?		Either reference me a location in the standard that prevents the injection of arbitrary data from an unauthenticated STA onto the network,  or provide such a mechanism.

In either case,  add a reference here to the mechanism.		Revised: the sentence in question has been removed in the resolution CID 6249.

Furthermore, in the paragraph following the sentence in question at 99.50, it is described that unauthenticated STAs are prevented from injecting MSDUs to the network since "The AP shall not transfer the HLP packet(s) until the key confirmation
(see 11.11.2.4 (Key confirmation with FILS authentication)) by the AP is completed."

Note to editor: no changes required		TGai General														2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6118		Joseph Levy		204		3		4.5.4.2		5		32		G		Y		5.00		32		4.5.4.2						Xiaofei Wang						The description of FILS authentication is not useful as provided.  It should be a general description introducing the FILS authentication capability, not a reference to a later clause.		Change text to read: "FILS authentication allows for faster connection to the network for FILS non-AP STAs by providing authentication, association, and key confirmation information in an efficient number of frame exchanges."		Accepted		TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6119		Joseph Levy		204		3		4.5.4.2		5		51		T		Y		5.00		51		4.5.4.2						Xiaofei Wang						As stated, it seems that all non-DMG STAs in an RSN for an infrastructure BSS must use SAE, FILS and Open System 802.11 authentication.  This is not true as FILS is only used by a FILS STA, while FILS STAs must support SAE and Open Systems authentication, non-FILS STAs need not support FILS authentication.		Change text to read.  "SAE authentication and Open System 802.11 authentication are used by non-DMG STAs in an RSN for an infrastructure BSS.  FILS authentication may be used by non-DMG FILS STAs in an RSN for an infrastructure BSS."		Revised: Change text to read.  "SAE authentication and Open System 802.11 authentication are used by non-DMG STAs in an RSN for an infrastructure BSS.  FILS authentication may be used by FILS STAs in an RSN for an infrastructure BSS."		TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6123		Joseph Levy		204		3		6.3.3.2.3		10		16		T		Y		10.00		16		6.3.3.2.3						Xiaofei Wang						In the sentence describing ReportingOption "When immediate reporting is requested, every
STA that is discovered during the scanning process shall be immediately returned", the "STA" should be changed to "BSS". 		Modify the sentence describing ReportingOption as follows (replacing STA with BSS) "When immediate reporting is requested, every
BSS that is discovered during the scanning process shall be immediately returned"		Accepted		TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6138		Joseph Levy		204		3		8.4.2.169		41		26		T		Y		41.00		26		8.4.2.169						Xiaofei Wang						The title should not be changed since it breaks the existing standards		Restore the title of the Section to "Reduced Neighbor Report element"		Accepted		TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6157		Joseph Levy		204		3		8.6.8.38		72		1		T		Y		72.00		1		8.6.8.38						Xiaofei Wang						The title Maximum PHY Type subfield is confusing.   As my understanding is the PHY Type field is only used to allow the FILS Minimum Rate subfield to be defined.  Hence, a more appropriate subfield name is: FILS Minimum Rate PHY Type.		Change the "Maximum PHY Type subfield" to be "PHY Type" in all locations.		Revised: Change the "Maximum PHY Type" to be "PHY Index" in all locations.		TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6158		Joseph Levy		204		3		8.6.8.38		72		44		T		Y		72.00		44		8.6.8.38						Xiaofei Wang						In the table, it is not clear what is the type of the FILS Discovery frame; it is not defined anywhere. Change the names of the headers as proposed.		Change the:
"If received FILS Discovery frame type is 0
(HR/DSSS)"
To be:
"If FILS Minimum Rate PHY Type subfield is 0
(HR/DSSS)"
 Change the:
"If received FILS Discovery frame type is 1
(ERP-OFDM)"
To be:
"If FILS Minimum Rate PHY Type subfield is 1
(ERP-OFDM)"
change:
"If received FILS Discovery frame type is 2
(HT)"
To be:
"If FILS Minimum Rate PHY Type subfield is 2
(HT)"
change:
"If received FILS Discovery frame type is 3
(VHT)"
To be:
"If FILS Minimum Rate PHY Type subfield is 3
(VHT)"		Revised:Change the:
"If received FILS Discovery frame type is 0
(HR/DSSS)"
To be:
"If PHY Index is 0
(HR/DSSS)"
 Change the:
"If received FILS Discovery frame type is 1
(ERP-OFDM)"
To be:
"If PHY Index is 1
(ERP-OFDM)"
change:
"If received FILS Discovery frame type is 2
(HT)"
To be:
"If PHY Index is 2
(HT)"
change:
"If received FILS Discovery frame type is 3
(VHT)"
To be:
"If PHY Index is 3
(VHT)"		TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6159		Joseph Levy		204		3		8.6.8.38		73		13		T		Y		73.00		13		8.6.8.38						Xiaofei Wang						The language of "the Primary Channel field is present" causes confusion since it is an optional field. The same for "CCFS-1 field" below		delete  "present and" in two locations.		Accepted		TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6163		Joseph Levy		204		3		10.1.4.1		79		28		T		Y		79.00		28		10.1.4.1						Xiaofei Wang						"If dot11FILSActivated is true, the STA shall additionally scan for FILS Discovery (FD)
frames, returning in the BSSDescriptionFromFDSet parameter all FILS Discovery frames of the scanned
ESSs." This sentence uses the style "if dot11FILSActiveted is true" which was replaced by FILS STA and therefore is not consistent with the rest of the text.		Change the text to " A FILS STA shall additionally scan for FILS Discovery (FD)
frames, returning in the BSSDescriptionFromFDSet parameter all FILS Discovery frames of the scanned
ESSs."		Accepted		TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6164		Joseph Levy		204		3		10.1.4.1		79		30		T		Y		79.00		30		10.1.4.1						Xiaofei Wang						"The STA is not required to return a BSSDescriptionFromFDSet parameter for any BSS that produces a
BSSDescriptionFromFDSet in this scan." This sentence is different than the approved resolution for CID 4746. The approved resolution says that a STA is not required to report a BSSDecriptionFromFDset parameter for any BSS that produces a BSSDescriptionSet in a scan, not a BSSDescriptionFromFDSet.		Change the text to " The STA is not required to return a BSSDescriptionFromFDSet parameter for any BSS that produces a
BSSDescriptionSet in this scan." as per approved resolution for CID 4746.		Accepted		TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6167		Joseph Levy		204		3		10.1.4.1		79		44		T		Y		79.00		44		10.1.4.1						Xiaofei Wang						There does not seem to be a description of the behavior of issuing a MLME-SCAN.confirm primitive when it is to be issued  multiple times as is required when the ReportingOption is immediate or Channel-Specific.  This behavior should be defined.		add the sentence "A MLME-SCAN confirm primitive is issued each time that a suitable BSS is discovered when the value of ReportingOption parameter in the MLME-SCAN.request is equal to Immediate or Channel-Specific"		Revised: add the sentences "A MLME-SCAN.confirm primitive is issued each time that a suitable BSS is discovered when the value of the ReportingOption parameter in the MLME-SCAN.request is equal to IMMEDIATE. A MLME-SCAN.confirm primitive is issued each time that the scanning STA has completed the scanning of a channel when the value of the ReportingOption parameter in the MLME-SCAN.request is equal to CHANNEL_SPECIFIC."		TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6168		Joseph Levy		204		3		10.1.4.3.2		81		24		T		Y		81.00		24		10.1.4.3.2						Xiaofei Wang						The following sentence is very poorly constructed and in very unclear, please correct: "2) If the ReportingOption of the MLME-SCAN.request primitive is IMMEDIATE, and the scanning STA detects an unreported AP or information of the AP to which MLME-SCAN.confirm primitive has not been issued during the ongoing scan is detected, then issue a MLME-SCAN.confirm primitive with the Result-Code equal to INTERMEDIATE_SCAN_RESULT
and one or more BSSDescriptionSet, BSSDescriptionFromFDSet, or BSSDescriptionFromMeasurementPilotSet containing information of the detected AP;"		Change the text to "2) If the ReportingOption of the MLME-SCAN.request primitive is IMMEDIATE, and the scanning FILS STA detects a BSS for which MLME-SCAN.confirm primitive has not been issued during the ongoing scan, then a MLME-SCAN.confirm primitive with the Result-Code equal to INTERMEDIATE_SCAN_RESULT
and one or more BSSDescriptionSet, BSSDescriptionFromFDSet, or BSSDescriptionFromMeasurementPilotSet containing information of the detected BSS is immediately issued;"		Revised: Change the text to "2) If the ReportingOption parameter of the MLME-SCAN.request primitive is IMMEDIATE, and the scanning FILS STA detects a BSS for which MLME-SCAN.confirm primitive has not been issued during the ongoing scan, then a MLME-SCAN.confirm primitive with the ResultCode equal to INTERMEDIATE_SCAN_RESULT
and one or more BSSDescriptionSet, BSSDescriptionFromFDSet, or BSSDescriptionFromMeasurementPilotSet containing information of the detected BSS is immediately issued;"		TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6169		Joseph Levy		204		3		10.1.4.3.4		82		57		T		Y		82.00		57		10.1.4.3.4						Xiaofei Wang						No action is described in "STAs with dot11FILSActivated equal to true and the Probe Request frame contains a FILS Request Parameters element and the following criteria are met:" What happens if the conditions are met? There is no clear answer either at the end of the current 10.1.4.3.4 in RevMC 3.0 where the next text should be inserted. Also should use "FILS STA" instead of "STAs with dot11FILSActivated equal to true"		Change the first part of the text to "A FILS STA shall not respond to a Probe Request frame if the Probe Request contains a FILS Request parameters element and the following criteria are met:" or specify more clearly where the text should be inserted.		Revised: Change the first part of the text to "A FILS STA shall not respond to a Probe Request frame if the Probe Request contains a FILS Request parameters element and the following criteria are met:"		TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6174		Joseph Levy		204		3		10.1.4.3.5		84		35		T		Y		84.00		35		10.1.4.3.5						Xiaofei Wang						The last "Probe Response" should be "Probe Request" in the sentence "If a Probe Response frame is transmitted, then the individually addressed Probe Response frame shall be transmitted to all non-FILS STAs from which a Probe Response frame is received."		Change the text to read as "If a Probe Response frame is transmitted, then the individually addressed Probe Response frame shall be transmitted to all non-FILS STAs from which a Probe Request frame is received."		Accepted		TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6182		Joseph Levy		204		3		10.3.1		86		47		T		Y		86.00		47		10.3.1						Xiaofei Wang						It is redundant to state that a FILS STA has dot11FILSActivated equal to true; also there is no other places mentioning dot11FILSImplemented in the spec, so the term dot11FILSImplmented should therefore be removed. The following sentence should be updated accordingly: "A FILS STA that has dot11FILSImplemented equal to true and dot11FILSActivated equal to true uses state
transition as described in 10.3.2 (State transition diagram for nonmesh STAs), in which the STA keeps an enumerated state variable."		Change the text to read as "A FILS STA uses state transition as described in 10.3.2 (State transition diagram for nonmesh STAs), in which the STA keeps an enumerated state variable."		Accepted		TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6188		Joseph Levy		204		3		10.45.5		102		46		T		Y		102.00		46		10.45.5						Xiaofei Wang						In order to limit the number of STAs conducting FILS operations at any given time, differentiated initial link setup should apply to all kinds FILS frames, such as association request frames, not just to authentication frames.		Change the text to read as "To limit the number of STAs that attempt link setup concurrently, the differentiated link setup procedure provides a method for an AP to moderate the rate at which non-AP STAs transmit Authentication Request and Association Request frames to the AP."		Revised: Change the text to read as "To limit the number of STAs that attempt link setup concurrently, the differentiated link setup procedure provides a method for an AP to moderate the rate at which non-AP STAs transmit Authentication and (Re)Association Request frames to the AP."		TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6189		Joseph Levy		204		3		11.5.1.1.2		105		31		T		Y		105.00		31		11.5.1.1.2						Xiaofei Wang						The way FILS authentication is added to PMKSA implies that it is basically equivalent and can replace with an SAE exchange.  I do not believe this to be true.  I think separate statements for SAE and FILS are necessary		Replace: "When the PMKSA is the result of a successful SAE authentication or FILS Authenticationauthentication, it is generated as a result of the successful completion of the SAE exchange or FILS Authentication authentication exchange, respectively."
With:
"When the PMKSA is the result of a successful SAE authentication, it is generated as a result of the successful completion of the SAE exchange.  When the PMKSA is the result of a successful FILS authentication, it is generated as a result of the successful completion of the FILS exchange."		Accepted		TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6195		Joseph Levy		204		3		11.5.1.3.2		107		1		T		Y		107.00		1		11.5.1.3.2						Xiaofei Wang						The wording "new AP" and "old AP" are unclear and undefined.  Suggest using better terms such as "associated AP" and "target AP".		replace all instances of "old AP" with "associated AP"  and all instances of "new AP" with "target AP".		Revised: replace all instances of "old AP" with "associated AP"  and all instances of "new AP" with "target AP" in Section 11.5.1.3.2		TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6246		Liwen Chu		204		3		8.6.8.38		73		25		T		N		73.00		25		8.6.8.38						Xiaofei Wang						"Its length is 4 bytes."

This sentence doesn't give useful informaiton since the related figure clearly show this.		Remove it.		Accepted		TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6268		MARC EMMELMANN		204		3		6.3.3.3.2		12		47		T		N		12.00		47		6.3.3.3.2						Xiaofei Wang						"This parameter is optionally present when dot11FILSActivated is true." -- does not clearly cover the case when dot11FILSActivited is false.  Use wording from above row to emphasize that the parameter is not present otherwise.  Note, Tgai decided to delete the word "only" for all occurrences of this constraining sentence throughout the document.  Is there a reason why "only" was kept in the row above.  Maybe an alternative resolution could be to leave this line as it is and delete "only" in the row above		replace "This parameter is optionally present when dot11FILSActivated is true."  with  "The parameter is optionally present only if dot11FILSActivated is true."   (insert only;  when --> if)		REVISED: apply the following changes to make the language REVmc compliant.  

(note to editor: search for "present if" for the following changes) 
Change "Present if dot11FILSActivated is true." to "Present if dot11FILSActivated is true; otherwise not present" at P11L19
Change "The parameter is [optionally] present if dot11FILSActivated is true." to "The parameter is [optionally] present if dot11FILSActivated is true; otherwise not present" 
(note to editor: add the part of the sentence after the semicolon) at the following locations:
17.17, 17.23, 
18.20 , 18.25 ,  18.29, 
19.23, 19.30
20.29,  20.37,  20.42
21.36, 21.43
22.51 , 22.56 , 22.60
24.13 , 24.21
25.27 , 25.34 , 25.40
27.37 , 27.40 , 27.42
28.12 , 28.20 , 28.24
29.9  , 29.13  , 29.22  , 29.26 , 29.30
30.11 , 30.16 , 30.24 , 30.29
31.12  , 31.15  , 31.24 , 31.28  , 31.32
32.12 , 32.15
33.9  , 33.12  , 33.17  , 33.22
(note to editor: search for "present when" for the following changes)
Change "The parameter is [optionally] present when dot11FILSActivated is true." to "The parameter is [optionally] present if dot11FILSActivated is true; otherwise not present" 
(note to editor: when --> if &  add the part of the sentence after the semicolon) at the following locations:
10.11 , 10.25
11.52  , 
14.17 , 14.23
15.10 , 15.16
16.9 , 16.14
27.47 , 27.49
28.10 , 28.16
33.27

At 10.29, change "This parameter is optionally present when dot11FILSActivated is true and BSSID is individual MAC address."  to "This parameter is optionally present if dot11FILSActivated is true and the BSSID is an individual MAC address; otherwise not present"		TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6292		Mark RISON		204		3		6.3.3.3.2		12		39		T		Y		12.00		39		6.3.3.3.2						Xiaofei Wang						What does this "only" mean?		Delete the "only"		Accepted		TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6338		Mark RISON		204		3		4.10.7		8		23		T		Y		8.00		23		4.10.7						Xiaofei Wang						"FILS handshaking" -- what's that?		Add a definition of the term, or reword		Revised: generally agree. Remove the phrase "in FILS handshaking".		TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6346		Mark RISON		204		3		6.3.3.2.3		10		31		T		Y		10.00		31		6.3.3.2.3						Xiaofei Wang						"when [...] BSSID is individual MAC address" -- a BSSID can't be a group address		Delete "and BSSID is individual MAC address" (failing that, at least add some articles)		Revised: agree that the sentence should be revised, however, a wildcard BSSID is not an individual MAC address. Change the sentence "This parameter is optionally
present when dot11FILSActivated
is true and BSSID is
individual MAC address." to read as "This parameter is optionally
present if dot11FILSActivated
is true and the BSSID is
an individual MAC address; otherwise not present."

See also resolutions for CID 6268. 		TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6371		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.1		79		28		T		Y		79.00		28		10.1.4.1						Xiaofei Wang						"If dot11FILSActivated is true, the STA shall additionally scan for FILS Discovery (FD) frames, returning in the BSSDescriptionFromFDSet parameter all FILS Discovery frames of the scanned ESSs.The STA is not required to return a BSSDescriptionFromFDSet parameter for any BSS that produces a BSSDescriptionFromFDSet in this scan."  To me this reads as: you shall scan and return; you are not required to return for any which you find in scan!		Disentangle.  What are you required to return, and what are you allowed but not required to return?		Revised: generally agree that the sentences in question should be rewritten to provide clear and correct normative text. Change the sentence "The STA is not required to return a BSSDescriptionFromFDSet parameter for any BSS that produces a BSSDescriptionFromFDSet in this scan." to read as " The STA is not required to return a BSSDescriptionFromFDSet parameter for any BSS that produces a
BSSDescriptionSet in this scan." as per approved resolution for CID 4746.

This resolution is the identical to that of CID 6164.		TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6396		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.171		43		37		T		Y		43.00		37		8.4.2.171						Xiaofei Wang						"The format of the Association Timeout Info element is shown in Figure 8-x" -- there is no such figure		Add a Figure 8-x (this might be Figure 8-574a, but then the caption is wrong)		Revised: Change the sentence "The format of the Association Timeout Info element is shown in Figure 8-x (Association Timeout
Info element format)." to read as "The format of the Association Timeout Info element is shown in Figure 8-574a (Association Timeout
Info element format)."		TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6397		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.171		43		47		T		Y		43.00		47		8.4.2.171						Xiaofei Wang						"Figure 8-574a--TBTT Information Header subfield" -- that does not appear to be what the figure is about		Fix the caption		Revised: agree that the caption should be changed. Change the caption to read as "Association Timeout Info element format"		TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6432		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.171		43		36		T		Y		43.00		36		8.4.2.171						Xiaofei Wang						Reassociation needs to be covered as well as association		Change "Association Response" to "(Re)Association Response"		Accepted		TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6570		Mark RISON		204		3		8.6.8.32		69		8		T		Y		69.00		8		8.6.8.32						Xiaofei Wang						"Length" is a poor name and not the name used elsewhere (e.g. 70.4)		Change to "SSID Length"		Accepted		TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6585		Mark RISON		204		3		8.6.8.38		70		42		T		Y		70.00		42		8.6.8.38						Xiaofei Wang						"in the Beacon frame" -- what Beacon frame?		Change to "in the Beacon frames transmitted by the AP".  Ditto on the next line		Accepted		TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6589		Mark RISON		204		3		8.6.8.38		72		14		T		Y		72.00		14		8.6.8.38						Xiaofei Wang						The PHYs are "OFDM" and "ERP"; there is no "ERP-OFDM" PHY		Amend the text accordingly		Revised: PHY type has been changed to "PHY Index", basically, an index to indicate how a FILS STA should look up the FILS minimum rate in Table 8-308e in the resolution for CID 6157. ERP-OFDM is used to indicate the correct MCS table, no longer a PHY type.		TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6590		Mark RISON		204		3		8.6.8.38		72				T		Y		72.00				8.6.8.38						Xiaofei Wang						As far as I can tell, the "Maximum PHY Type" is nothing of the sort (not that it makes much sense to order PHYs numerically anyway).  It is purely an enumeration to indicate how the values in the FILS Minimum Rate subfield are to be interpreted		Rename to something like "FILS Minimum Rate Set Selector"		Revised: generally agree that the term "Maximum PHY Type" should be revised. Change the term "Maximum PHY Type" to be "PHY Index" in all locations.

This resolution is the same as that for CID 6157.		TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6592		Mark RISON		204		3		8.6.8.38		72		29		T		Y		72.00		29		8.6.8.38						Xiaofei Wang						"The 3-bit FILS Minimum Rate subfield indicates the minimum rate to be used by the AP transmitting the FILS Discovery frame and by FILS STAs in subsequent transmissions between the AP and FILS STAs." -- does this actually work?  What if the radio conditions are such that at a given time that minimum rate is too high to allow successful frame reception?		Delete this feature, or make it into some kind of "should"		Rejected: The FILS Minimum Rate variable is an AP settable variable which affects the behavior of the AP and the FILS STAs associated with the AP.  The variable may be used by the AP to limit the coverage area and can be set to any of the acceptable rates as desired, including the currently specified minimum rate, such as MCS 0, if so desired.		TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6726		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.1		79		30		T		Y		79.00		30		10.1.4.1						Xiaofei Wang						"The STA is not required to return a BSSDescriptionFromFDSet parameter for any BSS that produces a
BSSDescriptionFromFDSet in this scan." -- what does this mean?  That it can return nothing if it wants?  This appears to contradict the immediately preceding sentence		Clarify exactly which BSSDescriptionFromFDSets may be omitted, and make sure there are no internal contradictions about this		Revised: generally agree that the sentences in question should be rewritten to provide clear and correct normative text. Change the sentence "The STA is not required to return a BSSDescriptionFromFDSet parameter for any BSS that produces a BSSDescriptionFromFDSet in this scan." to read as " The STA is not required to return a BSSDescriptionFromFDSet parameter for any BSS that produces a
BSSDescriptionSet in this scan." as per approved resolution for CID 4746.

This resolution is identical to that of CID 6164.		TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6767		Mark RISON		204		3		8.6.8.38		72				T		Y		72.00				8.6.8.38						Xiaofei Wang						In what way is the"Maximum PHY Type" a maximum?		Delete the word "Maximum" (5 instances on the referenced page)		Revised: generally agree that the term "Maximum PHY Type" should be revised. Change the term "Maximum PHY Type" to be "PHY Index" in all locations.

This resolution is the same as that for CID 6157.		TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6773		Mark RISON		204		3		8.6.8.38		69		18		T		Y		69.00		18		8.6.8.38						Xiaofei Wang						Information should not be duplicated, especially when it's wrong!		Delete "(5 bits)"		Accepted		TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6816		Mark RISON		204		3		6.3.3.3.2		12		37		T		Y		12.00		37		6.3.3.3.2						Xiaofei Wang						0 is not a valid channel number		Change "0-255" to "1-255"		Accepted		TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6829		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.1		79		42		T		Y		79.00		42		10.1.4.1						Xiaofei Wang						"including the ReducedNeighbor Report" -- the Reduced Neighbor Report what?  Frame?  Element?  Telegram?		Clarify what is being referred to		Revised: agree that more description should be added. Change the phrase "ReducedNeighbor Report" to "Reduced Neighbor Report element".		TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6858		Mark RISON		204		3		6.3.3.3.2		11		21		T		Y		11.00		21		6.3.3.3.2						Xiaofei Wang						"The INTERMEDIATE_SCAN_RESULT is used to report immediately the discovered BSSs." -- apparently (from clause 10) it's also used to report the discovered BSSs when channel-specific reporting is used		Add words to that effect		Revised: the current description is correct, however could be clarified more.

Change the description for ResultCode from "Indicates the result of the MLME- SCAN.confirm primitive. The INTERMEDIATE_SCAN_RESULT is used to report immediately the discovered BSSs." to "Indicates the result of the MLME- SCAN.confirm
primitive. The INTERMEDIATE_SCAN_RESULT is used to report the discovered BSSs when the value of the ReportingOption parameter in the MLME-SCAN.request is CHANNEL_SPECIFIC or IMMEDIATE."		TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6859		Mark RISON		204		3		6.3.3.2.3		10		9		T		Y		10.00		9		6.3.3.2.3						Xiaofei Wang						8.4.2.173 does not define an octet string		Change the type to "FILS Parameters Request element"		Revised: agree that the Type description should be changed. Following the same style as used in RevMC 3.0 for RequestInformation, change the "Type" description for FILSRequestParameters from "Octet string" to "As defined in 8.4.2.173 (FILS Request Parameters element)".		TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6860		Mark RISON		204		3		6.3.3.3.2		11		45		T		Y		11.00		45		6.3.3.3.2						Xiaofei Wang						8.4.2.183 does not define an octet string		Change the type to "Differentiated Initial
Link Setup element"		Revised: agree that the Type description should be changed. Following the same style as used in RevMC 3.0 for RequestInformation, change the "Type" description for Differentiated Initial Link Setup from "Octet string" to "As defined in 8.4.2.183 (Differentiated Initial Link Setup element)".		TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6862		Mark RISON		204		3		6.3.3.3.2		12		19		T		Y		12.00		19		6.3.3.3.2						Xiaofei Wang						8.4.2.91 does not define an octet string		Change the type to "Access Network Options element"		Revised: agree that the Type description should be changed. Following the same style as used in RevMC 3.0 for RequestInformation, change the "Type" description for Access Network Options from "Octet string" to "As defined in 8.4.2.91 (Access Network Options)".		TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6865		Mark RISON		204		3		6.3.3.3.2		11		14		T		Y		11.00		14		6.3.3.3.2						Xiaofei Wang						It's not a set of elements		Change the type to "Set of BSSDescriptionFromFDs"		Accepted		TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6917		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		8.6.8.38		72		1		G		N		72.00		1		8.6.8.38						Xiaofei Wang						Figure 8-662c (FD Capability field format) specifies PHY Type subfield, but this subfield is referred as "Maximum PHY Type" subfield in the text.
In addition, there is no magnitude relationship between PHYs. A term "Maximum PHY Type" is not adequate.		Replace "Maximum PHY Type" by "PHY Type" throughout the draft.		Revised: generally agree that the term "Maximum PHY Type" should be revised. Change the term "Maximum PHY Type" to be "PHY Index" in all locations.

This resolution is the same as that for CID 6157.		TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General
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		6000		Adrian Stephens		204		3		8.6.8.38		70		50		G		Y		70.00		50		8.6.8.38						Xiaofei Wang						My earlier comment (CID) states: "Table 8-273b ignores 60GHz and the various TVWS bandwidths.   Can FILS be used in combination with these technologies or not?".
The resolution does not address TVWS.   Please provide a responsive resolution - i.e. one that addresses the whole comment, not part of it.		Either justify non-support for TVWS,  or add it to the note highlighting exclusion.				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6001		Adrian Stephens		204		3								G		Y												Xiaofei Wang						My earlier comment 4024 about lack of  compliance groups was rejected on the basis of "no actionable text change".
Please add compliance statements for MIB variables.   Also note that the MDR process requires this,  so you might as well find a victim/volunteer now.		Add missing groups and compliance statement.				TGai General														2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6002		Adrian Stephens		204		3								G		Y												Xiaofei Wang						My earlier comment 4025 about MIB syntax errors was rejected on the basis of "no actionable text change".
Please address the issues cited.   Also note that the MDR process requires this,  so you might as well find a victim/volunteer now.		Add missing groups and compliance statement.				TGai General														2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6003		Adrian Stephens		204		3				22		22		E		Y		22.00		22														"A property of the key agreement protocol that insures that a session key" - presumably TGai will also indicate where I can buy this insurance?		insures -> ensures
Please also note that use of "ensures" is deprecated,  because it appears to offer a performance guarantee.   If possible reword the sentence to avoid this word - an, no, replacing it with the wrong word "insures" is not good enough :0).				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6004		Adrian Stephens		204		3		3.2		3		36		E		Y		3.00		36		3.2												"in order to discover suitable AP for association"		Insert an article				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6005		Adrian Stephens		204		3		3.2		3		50		E		N		3.00		50		3.2												"FILS association: Type of association used in Fast Initial Link Setup" - definitions start with an article		Add any missing articles to definitions				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6006		Adrian Stephens		204		3		3.2		3		60		E		Y		3.00		60		3.2												AP/ discovery - typo?		remove oblique				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6007		Adrian Stephens		204		3				42		23		E		Y		42.00		23														"The Filtered Neighbor AP subfield is 1 bit in length. It ... This field is valid ..."  Use field/subfield consistently.    The rule is if is it a component of a field it is a subfield.		field -> subfield in this instance.  Check all uses of field in your Clause 8 insertions and replace with subfield according to the rule stated in the comment.				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6008		Adrian Stephens		204		3				41		41		E		Y		41.00		41														This method of showing a variable nubmer of instances of a field is awkward.   REVmc will be moving away from this style.		Replace the multiple TBTT Information field with a "TBSS Information Fields" field,  with description "contains one or more TBTT Information fields" and size variable.				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6009		Adrian Stephens		204		3				43		14		G		Y		43.00		14								Santosh Pandey						Where is CRC-32 defined?		Add reference to where this function is defined				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:33		TGai General

		6010		Adrian Stephens		204		3		8.4.2.172		43		64		G		Y		43.00		64		8.4.2.172						George Calchev						"The Common ANQP Group (CAG) is a group of ANQP elements, which do not change on a rapid basis".
Please learn the difference between "that" and "which".    While syntactially correct,  "that" is the correct word here,  because "do not change" is part of the definition of a CAG.		", which" -> "that"				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:33		TGai General

		6011		Adrian Stephens		204		3				44		17		E		Y		44.00		17														"unsigned positive integer" - department of redundancy department		I think you need want to say "non-zero" here,  given the awkwardness at line 25 where STAs have to "neglect" values transmitted by non-compliant implementations!				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6012		Adrian Stephens		204		3				44		25		E		Y		44.00		25														CAG Version is always positive, therefore a value ofzero in this field will be neglected by the receiving STA.		As a matter of policy,  we do not describe what a STA does when it receives a non-compliant frame.   This sentence attempts (badly) to do just that.
Delete this sentence and add "The value zero is reserved." at the end of 44.18.				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6013		Adrian Stephens		204		3				49		39		G		Y		49.00		39								George Cherian						" A SHA-256 hash" - undefined at this point		Please provide a reference to the definition of this function.				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:36		TGai General

		6014		Adrian Stephens		204		3				53		25		E		Y		53.00		25														" FILS indication element is shown in
Figure XX above."		Add missing reference.  Also remove "above",  because the figure might float to the following page and actually follow this text.				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6015		Adrian Stephens		204		3				58		1		E		Y		58.00		1														"Bit0" - this doesn't follow REVmc style		Use "B0" for bit position labelling etc...				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6016		Adrian Stephens		204		3				71		3		E		Y		71.00		3														A general point.  Normative specification should never be duplicated.   But "The 3-bit BSS Operating Channel" duplicates the specification of the size of this field,  as does "BSS Operating Channel Width
Subfield (3 bits)"		At the very least,  remove the "(<n> bits)" in the column heading of all tables (3 instances),  where the size of the field has already been established (should be all of them).    Ideally,  remove all statements of field size from the body text where the field size is defined already by a figure (should be all of them).  Search for "in length" will find them.				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6017		Adrian Stephens		204		3				77		51		T		N		77.00		51								Jarkko Kneckt						The fragmentation scheme is awkward for an implementation to parse.   It does not discover an element is completed until it comes to parse the following element.   This awkwardness is unnecessary.		I propose that the non-final elements (all of size 255) have the fragmentation element ID,  and the last one have the "real" element ID.   This avoid any need to "look ahead" when receiving all 255-octet elements.				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:53		TGai General

		6018		Adrian Stephens		204		3				79		42		T		Y		79.00		42								Ping Fang						"During FILS scanning, the scanning STA may optimize the scanning process by
using intermediate results, including the ReducedNeighbor Report. Details of how to optimize scanning is
out of scope of this standard."

It is not appropriate to use "may" here because there is no normative specification of what is permitted.		"may" -> "might"				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:44		TGai General

		6019		Adrian Stephens		204		3				97		1		G		Y		97.00		1								George Cherian						"dot11FILSActivated set to TRUE" - although it might seem mean to stop TGai inventing its own capitalization of the MIB truth values,  consistency requires it.		Change "TRUE" to "true" when it reflects the value of a mIB variable.   Ditto for "FALSE".				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:49		TGai General

		6020		Adrian Stephens		204		3								G		N												Lee Armstrong						"which dot11FILSActivated is equal to true" - unnecessary decoration of the conditional test.		Change to "...Activated is true" (3 instances)				EDITOR														2014/10/21 15:52		TGai General

		6021		Adrian Stephens		204		3				98		36		T		Y		98.00		36								Ping Fang						"If so," - whether this condition applies to the following two bullets is ambiguous		Make "if so" a bullet by itself,  and nest the actions that it conditions under it as children.				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:50		TGai General

		6022		Adrian Stephens		204		3				99		40		T		Y		99.00		40								Xiaofei Wang						"The non-AP STA prepares MSDU(s) for HLP."  -- this is a very general statement.   Is there any limit as to the content of these MSDUs?  If so,  what entity polices that limit.   If not,  doesn't this allow an unauthenticated STA to inject arbitrary data onto the network?		Either reference me a location in the standard that prevents the injection of arbitrary data from an unauthenticated STA onto the network,  or provide such a mechanism.

In either case,  add a reference here to the mechanism.				TGai General														2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6023		Adrian Stephens		204		3				107		10		G		Y		107.00		10								Dan Harkins						"A STA (AP) can retain PMKs for APs (STAs)"  -- the meaning of the parens is unclear,  and they are unnecessary,  as an AP contains a STA.		Replace with "A STA can retain PMKs for STAs"				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:54		TGai General

		6024		Adrian Stephens		204		3				114		25		T		Y		114.00		25								Xiaofei Wang						"If not, the AP shall respond"

I congratulate TGai on thoughtfully producing a 20+ line paragraph with multiple embedded conditions when it could have so easily produced a structured list to express the logic much more clearly.  The secret of its operation will remain just that.  Well done.		Continue on this trend - Seek existing lists that express logic in a readable fashion and convert them into monolithic paragraphs that nobody can understand.

Note to the reader - you may need to use an irony filter to properly interpret this comment.				TGai General														2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6025		Adrian Stephens		204		3				120		7		T		Y		120.00		7								Ping Fang						"from the capability (inclusive) to" - not sure what "the capability" is		Add the missing noun				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:54		TGai General

		6026		Dan Harkins		204		3		11.11.1		111		9		T		Y		111.00		9		11.11.1						Dan Harkins						shared key authentication can also be used with a cached PMK		state that the rRK is necessary only when not doing PMK caching				TGai General														2014/10/20 14:23		TGai General

		6027		Dan Harkins		204		3		11.11.2.2.1		112		37		E		Y		112.00		37		11.11.2.2.1												The discussion of EAP-RP specifics is separate from the generic shared key description preceding it.		make a new paragraph at "EAP-RP signaling..."				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6028		Dan Harkins		204		3		11.11.2.2.1		113		33		T		Y		113.00		33		11.11.2.2.1						Dan Harkins						Get rid of the Steps		These "step-1" and "step-2" stuff detracts from the protocol description. If the style guide restircts going further than 5 sub-headings deep then lets consider collapsing some sub-headers.				TGai General														2014/10/20 14:25		TGai General

		6029		Dan Harkins		204		3		11.11.2.2.1		113		60		T		Y		113.00		60		11.11.2.2.1						Dan Harkins						"the specific type of FILS authentication" is known		this is a sub-heading dealing with shared key authentication so the authentication type should be set to shared key authentication.				TGai General														2014/10/20 14:25		TGai General

		6030		Dan Harkins		204		3		11.11.2.2.1		114		33		E		Y		114.00		33		11.11.2.2.1												The "steps" are confusing as there's step-1 followed by step-1 and then step-2 followed by step-2, and it's really confusing that the second "step-1" describes the same thing as the first "step-2", namely, "AP requirements"		rewrite the requriements so the steps are not so confusing				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6031		Dan Harkins		204		3		11.11.2.2.1		113		33		T		Y		113.00		33		11.11.2.2.1						Dan Harkins						inside of the "steps" the procedure reads as a long stream-of-consciousness and is hard to follow		for all the procedures listed in all of the steps of 11.11.2.2.1, make them sub-bulleted procedures:				TGai General														2014/10/20 14:25		TGai General

		6032		Dan Harkins		204		3		11.11.2.2.1		115		19		E		Y		115.00		19		11.11.2.2.1												the description of how the STA processes the received frame begins with step g)		renumber starting with a)				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6033		Dan Harkins		204		3		11.11.2.2.1		116		6		T		Y		116.00		6		11.11.2.2.1						Dan Harkins						section 11.11.2.2.1 deals with "key establishment" so steps that are "part of Key confirmation" should not be described here.		get rid of step-3 and step-4				TGai General														2014/10/20 14:25		TGai General

		6034		Dan Harkins		204		3		11.11.2.2.2		116		28		T		Y		116.00		28		11.11.2.2.2						Dan Harkins						the procedure described in 11.11.2.2.2 reads as a long stream-of-consciousness and is hard to follow		rewrite the requriements so the steps are not so confusing				TGai General														2014/10/20 14:25		TGai General

		6035		Dan Harkins		204		3		11.11.2.3.1		117		62		T		Y		117.00		62		11.11.2.3.1						Dan Harkins						the description of key derivation is confusing and uses too many unnecessary placeholders (like IKM and Context). And while it explicitly mentions what the nonces are it does not mention what "Hash" is.		rewrite the key derivation in a way that eliminates the unnecessary placeholders.				TGai General														2014/10/20 14:26		TGai General

		6036		Dan Harkins		204		3		11.11.2.3.2		118		39		T		Y		118.00		39		11.11.2.3.2						Dan Harkins						PTK key derivation includes Anonce but not Snonce even though reference is made to Snonce on like 51. But the real complaint is that something used as a key in one place should not be used as data in another.		come up with a different way to generate the PMK and the PTK that results in a unique PTK even with cached PMKs and that does not use things as both keys and data				TGai General														2014/10/20 14:27		TGai General

		6037		Dan Harkins		204		3		11.11.2.4.1		119		26		E		Y		119.00		26		11.11.2.4.1												Earlier sections say "ANonce" and "SNonce" but 11.11.2.4.1 says "NAP" and "NSTA". Need to pick one.		replace "NAP" and "NSTA" with "ANonce" and "SNonce"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6038		Dan Harkins		204		3		11.11.2.4.2		121		23		E		Y		121.00		23		11.11.2.4.2												Earlier sections say "ANonce" and "SNonce" but 11.11.2.4.2 says "NAP" and "NSTA". Need to pick one.		replace "NAP" and "NSTA" with "ANonce" and "SNonce"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6039		Dan Harkins		204		3		11.11.2.5		123		22		T		Y		123.00		22		11.11.2.5						Dan Harkins						M and L are not parameters for GCM		get rid of M and L				TGai General														2014/10/20 14:27		TGai General

		6040		GEORGE CHERIAN		204		3								E		N																		Change all reference to Reduced Neighbor Report to Short Neighbor Report		Pg ix, 79, 83, 84, 85, 96, 127.				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6041		GEORGE CHERIAN		204		3								E		N																		Updated all reference to RPCI to RSSI		Several pages				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6042		GEORGE CHERIAN		204		3		6.3.5.3.2		15		19		E		N		15.00		19		6.3.5.3.2												Reword the description for AssociationResponseTimeOutInfo		Minimum Association Response timeout value that the non-AP STA will wait. To be set to dot11AssociationResponseTimeOut				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6043		GEORGE CHERIAN		204		3		6.3.5.5.2		16		7		E		N		16.00		7		6.3.5.5.2												Replace "Octet string" to be consistent with Type value in other sections		Sequence of elements and fields				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6044		GEORGE CHERIAN		204		3		8.4.2.1		39				E		N		39.00				8.4.2.1												Missing Element references		Missing 8.4.2.177 and 8.4.2.186. Also extra 8 on line 28: 8 8.4.2.176				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6045		GEORGE CHERIAN		204		3		8.4.2.169.1		41		33		E		N		41.00		33		8.4.2.169.1												Typo		should be neighboring				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6046		GEORGE CHERIAN		204		3		8.4.2.169.1		42		21		T		N		42.00		21		8.4.2.169.1						Santosh Pandey						Missed text - without this text, it is not clear what is the meaning of each value in this field.		This text from D2.0 is missing: "Value 0 indicates the presence of the informative Neighbor AP Information that is used to help the STA in AP discovery. Value 1 indicates the presence of the Neighbor AP Information that is used to recommend that the STA switch to another channel, another band, or neighbor AP as specified in the NeighborAP Information field. Values 2 and 3 are reserved."				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:33		TGai General

		6047		GEORGE CHERIAN		204		3		8.4.2.169.1		43		2		E		N		43.00		2		8.4.2.169.1												Text not clear. Suggest rewording		Suggest adding 'a neighboring' as follows: "to next TBTT of a neighboring AP from". Same comment on line 5				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6048		GEORGE CHERIAN		204		3		8.4.2.171		43		37		E		N		43.00		37		8.4.2.171												Incorrect figure number and name		Figure 8-x should be Figure 8-574a. Also the title of the figure is incorrect. It should say "Association Timeout Info Element" instead of "TBTT Information Header subfield"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6049		GEORGE CHERIAN		204		3		8.4.2.177		49		10		E		N		49.00		10		8.4.2.177												Incorrect figure reference (Figure 8-401zzz)		Figure 8-574i				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6050		GEORGE CHERIAN		204		3		8.4.2.178		50				T		N		50.00				8.4.2.178						Jeongki Kim						Inconsistent with section 10.1.4.3.8		In general, I see the need need to have a way to indicate full set is present. Suggest that we bring back the description from D2.0 which had the versioning from 0-127 and 1 bit used for Full Set indication. This will make the text consistent with section 10.1.4.3.8.				TGai General														2014/10/21 16:23		EDITOR

		6051		GEORGE CHERIAN		204		3		8.4.2.179		53		18		T		N		53.00		18		8.4.2.179						Santosh Abraham						Incorrect field size		Size for IP Address Type and Subnet ID Token fields should be consistent with the ones shown in Figure 8-574m.				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:37		TGai General

		6052		GEORGE CHERIAN		204		3		8.4.2.179		53		7		T		N		53.00		7		8.4.2.179						Santosh Abraham						Incorrect reference		remove the following text: "see 8.4.4.9 (IP
Address Type Availability ANQP-element"				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:37		TGai General

		6053		GEORGE CHERIAN		204		3		8.4.2.179		53		26		E		N		53.00		26		8.4.2.179												Incorrect figure reference (Figure XX)		Change to Figure 8-574n				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6054		GEORGE CHERIAN		204		3		8.4.2.180		53		50		E		N		53.00		50		8.4.2.180												Incorrect section reference		change to 10.45.3.1				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6055		GEORGE CHERIAN		204		3		8.4.2.180		54		4		E		N		54.00		4		8.4.2.180												Add text to provide clarification		"the value of the Length field is 255. In such cases, the element will be fragmented (see 9.42 (Element fragmentation) and 9.43 (Element defragmentation))."				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6056		GEORGE CHERIAN		204		3		8.4.2.183		60		6		E		N		60.00		6		8.4.2.183												unwanted text		remove unwanted text (4994, 5105). Also on pg 93, line 59: remove "11, 4592"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6057		GEORGE CHERIAN		204		3		8.6.8.38		68				T		N		68.00				8.6.8.38						Xiaofei Wang						Add 'Short' SSID to the FILS Discovery frame, and make SSID an optional field		Suggest using 4-byte Short SSID (Calculation similar to the one in Short Neighbor Report Element). This can help reduce the size of the FD frame. Since the Short SSID length is known (i.e., 4 bytes), we can reduce the size of FD frame control field to 1 Octet by removing the 5-bit "Length" and the 4-bit reserved sub-fields. See submission TBD.				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6058		GEORGE CHERIAN		204		3		8.6.8.38		69		18		E		N		69.00		18		8.6.8.38												Incorrect size for Reserved field		B12-B15 is 4-bits				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6059		GEORGE CHERIAN		204		3		10.1.4.3.5		83		49		E		N		83.00		49		10.1.4.3.5						Jason Lee						Remove unwanted sentence		The paragraph is talking about individually addressed or broadcast probe response. Remove sentence: "The Probe Response frame is individually addressed to the STA that generated the Probe Request frame."				TGai General														2014/10/21 15:54		TGai General

		6060		GEORGE CHERIAN		204		3		10.1.4.3.5		84		25		E		N		84.00		25		10.1.4.3.5						Jason Lee						Remove unwanted text		Bullet b) need not start with "If MaxChannelTime field is present in any of the Probe Request frames" since the preceeding paragraph does start by saying "When the MaxChannelTime field is present in any of Probe Request frames"				TGai General														2014/10/21 15:54		TGai General

		6061		GEORGE CHERIAN		204		3		10.1.4.3.5		84		37		E		N		84.00		37		10.1.4.3.5						Jason Lee						Correct typo		change Probe Response to Probe Request				TGai General														2014/10/21 15:54		TGai General

		6062		GEORGE CHERIAN		204		3		10.1.4.3.7		84		60		T		N		84.00		60		10.1.4.3.7						Jarkko Kneckt						TGai shouldn't restrict the data rate used for Probe Response		Change 'shall' to 'should': "the AP should transmit Probe Response frame in a"				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:45		TGai General

		6063		GEORGE CHERIAN		204		3		C.3 MIB Detail		129		55		T		N		129.00		55		C.3 MIB Detail						Xiaofei Wang						Units for dot11FILSProbeDelay not correct. It is set to 0.1micro seconds. It is intended to be 0.1ms		Duration units should be in milliseconds: "0.1 milliseconds. Also the range (SYNTAX Unsigned32(0..100)) should include the default value of 200. Suggest the range to be 0-500.				TGai General														2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6064		GEORGE CHERIAN		204		3		8.3.3.9		32		12		T		N		32.00		12		8.3.3.9						Jarkko Kneckt						In the Probe Request, STA should be able to include the Security domains it is looking for. It could be "hashed domain name", or a full domain name		See submission.				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:29		TGai General

		6065		GEORGE CHERIAN		204		3		8.3.3.11		35		45		T		N		35.00		45		8.3.3.11						George Cherian						Add a backoff timer to Authentication frame sent from the AP so that STAs will not try to associate during that time.		See submission.				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:30		TGai General

		6066		GEORGE CHERIAN		204		3		11.11.1		111		6		T		N		111.00		6		11.11.1						Dan Harkins						The first assumption for FILS authentication is not valid. No need for making this assumption		Delete this point				TGai General														2014/10/20 14:23		TGai General

		6067		GEORGE CHERIAN		204		3				105		58		E		N		105.00		58														FILS PTKSA definition is missing in the draft		FILS PTKSA should be define at 11.5.1.1.13				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6068		GEORGE CHERIAN		204		3		11.6.2		109		54		E		N		109.00		54		11.6.2												PTKSA that incldues AEAD counter is not defined. AEAD Counter should be defined in PTKSA		Define AEAD counter in PTKSA				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6069		GEORGE CHERIAN		204		3		11.5.1.3.2		107		36		E		N		107.00		36		11.5.1.3.2												Typo		Remove "As"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6070		GEORGE CHERIAN		204		3		11.5.10.1		107		65		E		N		107.00		65		11.5.10.1												Add Clarification		support for FILS => support for FILS authentication				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6071		GEORGE CHERIAN		204		3		11.11.2.3.1		117		62		T		N		117.00		62		11.11.2.3.1						Dan Harkins						IKM is not defined		Define IKM				TGai General														2014/10/20 14:26		TGai General

		6072		GEORGE CHERIAN		204		3		11.11.2.3.1		117		59		E		N		117.00		59		11.11.2.3.1												Typo		382 bits => 384 bits				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6073		GEORGE CHERIAN		204		3		11.11.2.3.1		117		63		T		N		117.00		63		11.11.2.3.1						Dan Harkins						PMKID derivation deviates from typical method.		Suggested change:
PMKID = Truncate-128(HMAC-SHA-256(PMK, "PMK Name" || AA || SPA))				TGai General														2014/10/20 14:26		TGai General

		6074		GEORGE CHERIAN		204		3		11.11.2.3.1		118		7		E		N		118.00		7		11.11.2.3.1												typo		is => if				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6075		GEORGE CHERIAN		204		3		11.11.2.3.1		118		39		T		N		118.00		39		11.11.2.3.1						Dan Harkins						PKT derivation is wrong (i.e., Snonce is missing; PMK should be the first argument; and context change)		Suggested change:
KCK || KEK || TK = KDF-X(PMK, "PTK Derivation", SPA ||AA || Snonce||Anonce)				TGai General														2014/10/20 14:26		TGai General

		6076		Hiroki Nakano		204		3		3.1		3		17		G		N		3.00		17		3.1						George Cherian						Shoud we mention that IEEE802.11 uses 'EAP-RP' for the abbreviation of EAP reauthentication protocol, while IETF uses 'ERP', because 'ERP' stands for 'Extended Rate PHY' in IEEE802.11?		Add the following text:
Note that IEEE802.11 uses 'EAP-RP' for the abbreviation of EAP reauthentication protocol while IETF uses 'ERP', because 'ERP' stands for 'Extended Rate PHY' in IEEE802.11.				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:25		TGai General

		6077		Hiroki Nakano		204		3		6.3.3.2.3		10		16		T		N		10.00		16		6.3.3.2.3						Xiaofei Wang						Description for ReportingOption is insufficient and this box is too small to describe it.		Replace the description with:
Indicates the result reporting mode described in 6.3.3.3.3. This parameter is optionally present when dot11FILSActivated is true.				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6078		Hiroki Nakano		204		3		6.3.3.3.3		12		61		T		Y		12.00		61		6.3.3.3.3						Jarkko Kneckt						This explanation should mention the values of ReportingOption in MLME-SCAN.request and ResultCode of MLME-SCAN.confirm. Especially, there is no description at all for the case that CHANNEL_SPECIFIC is specified. And MLME-SCAN.confirm with ResultCode=SUCCESS always occurs after one or more MLME-SCAN.confirm with ResultCode=INTERMEDIATE_SCAN_RESULT because we have to know when scan ends.		Add the following text:
When ReportingOption in MLME-SCAN.request is IMMEDIATE, zero or more MLME-SCAN.confirm primitives with ReportingOption set to INTERMEDIATE_SCAN_RESULT are genrated and followed by a MLME-SCAN.confirm primitive with ReportingOption set to SUCCESS. When ReportingOption in MLME-SCAN.request is CHANNEL_SPECIFIC, ?????. When ReportingOption in MLME-SCAN.request is AT_END, just a MLME-SCAN.confirm primitive with ReportingOption set to SUCCESS is generated. In case of ???, a MLME-SCAN.confirm primitive with ReportingOption set to NOT_SUPPORTED is generated.				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:28		TGai General

		6079		Hiroki Nakano		204		3		6.3.3.4.1		13		19		T		Y		13.00		19		6.3.3.4.1						Jarkko Kneckt						Describe the case that no scan is running.		Add the following text:
When there is no ongoing scan, this primitive do nothing, nor is MLME-SCAN.confirm issued.				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:28		TGai General

		6080		Hiroki Nakano		204		3		6.3.5.3.2		15		18		T		Y		15.00		18		6.3.5.3.2						George Cherian						"timeout" is one word, therefore, do not capitalize O. For example, 'AuthenticationFailureTimeout' in MLME-AUTHENTICATE.request.		use AssociationResponseTimeoutInfo and dot11AssociationResponseTimeout.				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:29		TGai General

		6081		Hiroki Nakano		204		3		6.3.5.3.2		15		18		T		Y		15.00		18		6.3.5.3.2						George Cherian						No unit of time length for AssociationResponseTimeoutInfo		Specify the unit. (TU? Millisecond?)				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:29		TGai General

		6082		Hiroki Nakano		204		3		6.3.7.4.2		18		57		E		Y		18.00		57		6.3.7.4.2												No LF		Put HT Capabilities and Extended Capabilities into individual lines.				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6083		Hiroki Nakano		204		3		8.4.1.9		37		27		T		Y		37.00		27		8.4.1.9						Dan Harkins						When Authentication is rejected, do not provide the detailed reason because of security.		Remove the second row of Table 8-53 Status codes:  'Authentication rejected due to Unknown Authenti- cation Server.'				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:31		TGai General

		6084		Hiroki Nakano		204		3		8.4.2.171		43		36		T		Y		43.00		36		8.4.2.171						Xiaofei Wang						No unit of time length for AssociationResponseTimeoutInfo		Specify the unit. (TU? Millisecond?)				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6085		Hiroki Nakano		204		3		8.4.2.171		43		48		E		Y		43.00		48		8.4.2.171												Wrong title for Figure 8-574a		The title should be 'Association Timeout Info element'				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6086		Hiroki Nakano		204		3		8.4.2.176		48		44		E		N		48.00		44		8.4.2.176												The difinitions of values of Key Type subfield are described as a table. And 4-255 should be also defined. (Reserved?)		Make a table.				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6087		Hiroki Nakano		204		3		8.4.2.177		49		34		E		N		49.00		34		8.4.2.177												The difinitions of values of Key Type subfield are described as a table. And 4-255 should be also defined. (Reserved?)		Make a table.				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6088		Hiroki Nakano		204		3		8.4.2.179		50		44		T		Y		50.00		44		8.4.2.179						Santosh Abraham						Here is the first occurrence of the word 'Domain' in this document, however, there is no definition anywhere. And this is very confusing name because this is different from 'Domain' of Domain Name System for the Internet.		Choose another word for this concept and describe clear definition for it.				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:37		TGai General

		6089		Hiroki Nakano		204		3		8.4.2.181.2		56		39		G		Y		56.00		39		8.4.2.181.2						Lee Armstrong						CID4436 is not applied		Apply CID4436				TGai General						TGai General: 2014-10-20 14:49:23Z - Editor to check if the resoluton was applied to D3.0.               								2014/10/20 14:49		TGai General

		6090		Hiroki Nakano		204		3		8.4.2.181.2		57		27		G		Y		57.00		27		8.4.2.181.2						Lee Armstrong						CID4436 is not applied		Apply CID4436				TGai General						TGai General: 2014-10-20 14:49:23Z - Editor to check if the resoluton was applied to D3.0.               								2014/10/20 14:49		TGai General

		6091		Hiroki Nakano		204		3		8.4.2.181.2		57		34		G		Y		57.00		34		8.4.2.181.2						Lee Armstrong						CID4436 is not applied		Apply CID4436				TGai General						TGai General: 2014-10-20 14:49:23Z - Editor to check if the resoluton was applied to D3.0.               								2014/10/20 14:49		TGai General

		6092		Hiroki Nakano		204		3		8.4.2.181.2		58		20		G		Y		58.00		20		8.4.2.181.2						Lee Armstrong						CID4436 is not applied		Apply CID4436				TGai General						TGai General: 2014-10-20 14:49:23Z - Editor to check if the resoluton was applied to D3.0.               								2014/10/20 14:49		TGai General

		6093		Hiroki Nakano		204		3		8.4.2.181.2		28		24		G		Y		28.00		24		8.4.2.181.2						Lee Armstrong						CID4436 is not applied		Apply CID4436				TGai General						TGai General: 2014-10-20 14:49:23Z - Editor to check if the resoluton was applied to D3.0.               								2014/10/20 14:49		TGai General

		6094		Hiroki Nakano		204		3		10.45.3.2		101		31		G		Y		101.00		31		10.45.3.2						Lee Armstrong						CID4436 is not applied		Apply CID4436				TGai General						TGai General: 2014-10-20 14:49:23Z - Editor to check if the resoluton was applied to D3.0.               								2014/10/20 14:49		TGai General

		6095		Hiroki Nakano		204		3		8.4.2.183		60		50		E		Y		60.00		50		8.4.2.183												The vertical line at the leftmost of Figure 8-574x FILSC Type subfield format is too long.		Shorten the line.				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6096		Hiroki Nakano		204		3		8.6.8.1		67		51		E		Y		67.00		51		8.6.8.1												Thickness of a vertical line is strange.		Fix the line.				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6097		Hiroki Nakano		204		3		8.6.8.38		68		44		E		Y		68.00		44		8.6.8.38												There is an empty box in Figure 8-662a		Remove the empty box.				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6098		Hiroki Nakano		204		3		10.45.1		96		61		E		N		96.00		61		10.45.1												strange syntax?		Replace the sentence with:
FILS is neither supported in IBSS, PBSS nor MBSS.				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6099		Hiroki Nakano		204		3		10.45.3.1		99		33		T		Y		99.00		33		10.45.3.1						Hitoshi Morioka						FILS makes the same number of FILS HLP Containers as HLP packets.		"the non-AP STA shall construct multiple FILS HLP Container elements for each HLP packet."
should be
"the non-AP STA shall construct a FILS HLP Container element for each HLP packet."				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:52		TGai General

		6100		Hiroki Nakano		204		3		10.45.3.1		99		35		T		N		99.00		35		10.45.3.1						Hitoshi Morioka						Make sure that all FILS HLP Containers are put into a Association/Reassociation Request frame.		"Then the non-AP STA transmits Association/Reassociation Request including FILS HLP Container element(s)."
should be
"Then the non-AP STA transmits Association/Reassociation Request including all the FILS HLP Container elements."				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:52		TGai General

		6101		Hiroki Nakano		204		3		10.45.3.1		100		1		T		N		100.00		1		10.45.3.1						Hitoshi Morioka						Please point out that DHCP uses broadcast.		Insert the following text:
Note that the most popular protocol for IP address assignment, DHCP, uses group-addressed data frame.				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:52		TGai General

		6102		Hiroki Nakano		204		3		10.45.3.1		100		30		T		N		100.00		30		10.45.3.1						Hitoshi Morioka						FILS HLP Containers are passed via MLME-ASSOCIATE.indication to upper layers and also generates MA-DATAUNIT.indication?		Mention here that both indication are generated. Or stop either of them.				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:52		TGai General

		6103		Hiroki Nakano		204		3		11.11.2.2.1		113		8		E		Y		113.00		8		11.11.2.2.1												Wrong spelling in the box under the box of Authentication Server (AS)		"posses" should be "possesses"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6104		Hitoshi Morioka		204		3		3.2		3		47		E		N		3.00		47		3.2												"Implements" should be "implements".		Change "Implements" to "implements".				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6105		Hitoshi Morioka		204		3		10.3.4.3		93		20		T		N		93.00		20		10.3.4.3						George Cherian						No explanation about the usage of AssocTimeout Info		Add the following sentenses at the end of the clause 10.3.4.3:
"An AP may provide estimated latency of association response. The latency is provided in the Association Timeout Info element (8.4.2.171 Association Timeout Info element). When a non-AP STA receives the Authentication frame including Association Timeout Info element, the non-AP STA should set the dot11AssociationResponseTimeOut equal to or larger than the content of the element."				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:49		TGai General

		6106		James Lepp		204		3		11.5.1.1.2.b		106		3		E		N		106.00		3		11.5.1.1.2.b												Typo: EEE		IEEE				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6107		James Lepp		204		3		10.3.2		88		7		T		Y		88.00		7		10.3.2						Rob Sun						The new state 5 is redundant.		Suggest to reuse the exsting states, and add new transitions. The new management frames justify new state transitions, but not a new state.				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:46		TGai General

		6108		James Lepp		204		3		4.10.3.6.1		7		21		T		Y		7.00		21		4.10.3.6.1						George Cherian						In Figure 4-28a is the Probe Request/Response step a mandatory step in FILS authentication, or is it an optional pre-requisite?		Clarify figure, and/or accompanying text. Based on reading many other sections I could not figure out if the probe contained information vital to the following FILS authentication. If the probe request doesn't contain any data vital to the later FILS authentication being successful I suggest the Probe Request/Response be decoupled in this figure.				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:26		TGai General

		6109		Jarkko Kneckt		204		3		10.1.4.3.5		83		50		T		N		83.00		50		10.1.4.3.5						Jarkko Kneckt						The sentence is contradicting the following sentence and the sentence does not add value to the descriptions.		Delete the sentence:"The Probe Response frame is..."				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:45		TGai General

		6110		Jarkko Kneckt		204		3		10.1.4.3.4		83		42		T		N		83.00		42		10.1.4.3.4						Jarkko Kneckt						Networks should be capable to reduce the number of transmitted probe responses. The current 802.11ai mechanisms do not scale to dense deployments. Only the APs that are relevant candidates for association in a network need to be discovered. Probe Responses from other APs are wasting transmisson resources. The network should be capable to balance the load to APs that are capable to serve the offered load by making the best candidate APs more discoverable and hiding poorly performing APs or APs with poor link.		Add possibility for the network to make only the relevant candidate APs to be discoverable.  Ensure that each network sends at least one Probe Response per Probe Request, enable cancelation of probe response transmission from the APs that are not relevant candidates.				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:45		TGai General

		6111		Jarkko Kneckt		204		3		8.4.2.171		43		43		T		N		43.00		43		8.4.2.171						Xiaofei Wang						The use of the Association Timeout field does not have normative text. The trext should be included to association clauses and the operation should be described for both the STA and the AP.		Define the normative operation for the use of the  Association Timeout field.				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6112		Jarkko Kneckt		204		3		8.4.2.169		41		26		T		N		41.00		26		8.4.2.169						Santosh Pandey						802.11ai seems to replace the Reduced Neighbor Report with the Short Neighbor Report. There are many places in the standard, especially in the 802.11mc that discusses on the Reduced Negihbor Report, not short neighbor report. As a reader I am confused, there seems to be two names and operations for a single element.		Use short neighbor report systematically and eliminate all instances of reduced neighbor report.				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:33		TGai General

		6113		Jarkko Kneckt		204		3		8.6.8.38		68		48		T		N		68.00		48		8.6.8.38						Xiaofei Wang						The Operating class should be added to FILS discovery mode in order to know the band and the bandwidth of the AP.		Add the Operating Class field and describe how it is used with FILS discovery frame. Ass sentences like:Operating Class field is 1 octet in length and indicates the band and bandwidth of the primary channel of the APs in this Neighbor AP Information field. Valid values of Operating Class are shown in Table E-4 (Global operating classes).				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6114		Jarkko Kneckt		204		3		8.4.2.175		48		4		T		N		48.00		4		8.4.2.175						George Cherian						A random number cannot identify the used protocol. A random number can identify the session that is ongoing for a specific protocol. The session identifier is proposed by the name of the element		Rewrite the description of the FILS session to provide the random number identifying the session, not the protocol.				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:34		TGai General

		6115		Jarkko Kneckt		204		3		8.4.2.169.1		42		26		T		N		42.00		26		8.4.2.169.1						Santosh Pandey						The Filtered Neighbor AP field is present only in Short Neighbor Report elements that are included to Probe Response frame. Why teh Filtered Neighbor AP field cannot be used when the short Neighbor Report element is included to Beacon. To me the use of the element should be allowed also in Beacon frames.		Enable the use of hte Filtered Neighbor AP subfield in Beacon frames.				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:33		TGai General

		6116		Jarkko Kneckt		204		3		8.4.2.178		50		19		T		N		50.00		19		8.4.2.178						Jeongki Kim						The BSS initialization is done through MLME-BSS-START. The use of the correct mlme reference makes the text more precise.		Use MLME-BSS-START in stead of AP initialization.				TGai General														2014/10/21 16:23		EDITOR

		6117		Jarkko Kneckt		204		3		8.4.2.181		54		22		T		N		54.00		22		8.4.2.181						George Cherian						What the STA is expected to do, if the IPv4 or IPv6 address that is provided through FILS IP Address Assignment element is duplicate to already existing IP address, or does not operate correctly?		Clarify the expected STA behaviour when the assigned IP address does not operate correctly. Articulate operation for all main cases and provide guidance where more information can be found. Alternatively, if the expalnations for operation in error cases cannet be given, delete the FILS IP Assignment.				TGai General														2014/10/21 15:53		TGai General

		6118		Joseph Levy		204		3		4.5.4.2		5		32		G		Y		5.00		32		4.5.4.2						Xiaofei Wang						The description of FILS authentication is not useful as provided.  It should be a general description introducing the FILS authentication capability, not a reference to a later clause.		Change text to read: "FILS authentication allows for faster connection to the network for FILS non-AP STAs by providing authentication, association, and key confirmation information in an efficient number of frame exchanges."				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6119		Joseph Levy		204		3		4.5.4.2		5		51		T		Y		5.00		51		4.5.4.2						Xiaofei Wang						As stated, it seems that all non-DMG STAs in an RSN for an infrastructure BSS must use SAE, FILS and Open System 802.11 authentication.  This is not true as FILS is only used by a FILS STA, while FILS STAs must support SAE and Open Systems authentication, non-FILS STAs need not support FILS authentication.		Change text to read.  "SAE authentication and Open System 802.11 authentication are used by non-DMG STAs in an RSN for an infrastructure BSS.  FILS authentication may be used by non-DMG FILS STAs in an RSN for an infrastructure BSS."				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6120		Joseph Levy		204		3		4.10.7		8		12		G		Y		8.00		12		4.10.7						Xiaofei Wang						There is no need to restrict the STA behavior to when not performing FILS authentication, as there is nothing stopping a FILS STA from performing these procedures and the FILS STA may perform these procedures.  Hence, the statement should be removed.		Delete the phrase "When not performing FILS authentication"  and capitalize the T in "the".				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6121		Joseph Levy		204		3		4.10.7		8		19		G		Y		8.00		19		4.10.7						Xiaofei Wang						The wording and description of FILS STA behavior for PMKSA caching and use is not very clear and is confusing.		Replace the paragraph with the following text: "A FILS STA performing FILS authentication can  supply a list of PMK identifiers in its initial Authentication frame.  Each PMK identifier names a PMKSA; the PMKSA contains a single PMK.  If the AP has retained an identified PMKSA it can facilitate a faster connection by providing a single identified PMKSA in the transmitted Authentication frame.  The STA and AP then can use the PMK from the cached PMKSA in FILS handshaking to authenticate. FILS authenticators that support PMK caching may identify themselves to STAs using a Cache Identifier.  A FILS STA that has successfully established a PMKSA at an AP identifying a particular Cache Identifier, can attempt to use PMK caching in a subsequent attempt with any AP that uses the same Cache Identifier."				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6122		Joseph Levy		204		3		6.3.3.2.3		10		15		E		Y		10.00		15		6.3.3.2.3												The descriptions for ReportingOption and APConfigurationSequenceNumber are different in style. For ReportingOption, the parameter being optional is mentioned in the last sentence; while for APConfigurationSequenceNumber is optional is being mentioned in the first sentence		Use the same style for descriptions for both parameters				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6123		Joseph Levy		204		3		6.3.3.2.3		10		16		T		Y		10.00		16		6.3.3.2.3						Xiaofei Wang						need to add reason/comment.		Modify the sentence describing ReportingOption as follows (replacing STA with BSS) "When immediate reporting is requested, every
BSS that is discovered during the scanning process shall be immediately returned"				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6124		Joseph Levy		204		3		6.3.3.3.1		10		51		E		Y		10.00		51		6.3.3.3.1												"This primitive returns the descriptions of the set of BSSs detected by the scan process." The BSSs should be changed to "BSS(s)" since it is possible that a description of a single BSS is returned, when ReportingOption is set to Immediate.		change "BSSs" to "BSS(s)" in the indicated sentence and anywhere else it is appropriate				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6125		Joseph Levy		204		3		6.3.3.3.1		10		54		E		Y		10.00		54		6.3.3.3.1												"When ReportingOption parameter value is AT_END a single MLMESCAN.Confirm primitive is issued." The style is different from the last sentence; also MLME-SCAN is not spelled correctly. Confirm should be confirm.		Change the sentence to "When the value of the ReportingOption parameter is AT_END, a single MLME-SCAN.confirm is issued."				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6126		Joseph Levy		204		3		6.3.3.3.2		12		33		T		Y		12.00		33		6.3.3.3.2						Xiaofei Wang						For short neighbor AP report in the BSSDescriptionFromFDSet, a reference is made to 8.4.2.169 (Reduced-Short Neighbor Report). However, that section was named Reduced Neighbor Report in RevMC 3.0. The section name should not be changed since it breaks the existing standards. Add a new clause to define the "Short Neighbor AP Report".		Creating a new clause "Short Neighbor AP Report" and refer the Short Neighbor AP Report in the Table to that section.				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6127		Joseph Levy		204		3		8.6.8.38		68		35		T		Y		68.00		35		8.6.8.38						Xiaofei Wang						By adding Timestamp and Beacon Interval fields, the FILS Discovery frame is expanded quite a bit. The only information needed for a receiving STA is when the next beacon is transmitted. The ANTO field contains such information. Using the ANTO field instead of the Timestamp and Beacon Interval fields will reduce the FD frame size and provide the desired information directly to the STA.		Remove "Timestamp" and "Beacon Interval" fields and make ANTO field mandatory.				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6128		Joseph Levy		204		3		6.3.3.3.2		12		50		T		Y		12.00		50		6.3.3.3.2						Xiaofei Wang						Why does the BSSDescriptionFromFDSet not include CCFS 1? CCFS 1 provides position of CCFS 1 of the BSS which is included in the FILS Discovery frame. It should be reported in the scanning primitive.		Insert a row for CCFS 1				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6129		Joseph Levy		204		3		6.3.3.3.3		12		64		E		Y		12.00		64		6.3.3.3.3												Typo in MLME-SCAN		remove "C" from "MLME-CSCAN" so text reads "MLME-SCAN"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6130		Joseph Levy		204		3		6.3.3.3.2		11		43		E		Y		11.00		43		6.3.3.3.2												"only" in "only if" in the description for CAG number is not needed		remove "only"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6131		Joseph Levy		204		3		8.3.3.10		32		34		E		Y		32.00		34		8.3.3.10												extra "_" after report		remove "_"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6132		Joseph Levy		204		3		8.3.3.10		33		9		E		Y		33.00		9		8.3.3.10												extra "_" after Number.		remove "_"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6133		Joseph Levy		204		3		8.3.3.10		33		10		E		Y		33.00		10		8.3.3.10												extra "_" after "is true."		remove "_"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6134		Joseph Levy		204		3		8.3.3.2		27		37		T		Y		27.00		37		8.3.3.2						Xiaofei Wang						The term "Common ANQP Number (CAG) Number" is used, while in other places only "CAG Number" is used. The usage should be fixed.		change it to "CAG Number", except in the first instance of use in the text where is should read: "Common ANQP Group (CAG) Number"				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6135		Joseph Levy		204		3		8.4.2.1		40		17		E		Y		40.00		17		8.4.2.1												Parentheses missing from "See 9.42 (Element fragmentation) and 9.43 (Element defragmentation)."		Change sentence: "If present, the Fragment element appears immediately after the element that it is fragmenting or after the previous Fragment element. See 9.42 (Element fragmentation) and 9.43 (Element defragmentation)."
To be:  "If present, the Fragment element appears immediately after the element that it is fragmenting or after the previous Fragment element (see 9.42 (Element fragmentation) and 9.43 (Element defragmentation))."				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6136		Joseph Levy		204		3		8.4.2.26		41		3		E		Y		41.00		3		8.4.2.26												Please fix the instructions to the editor to read properly, by inserting a space and an "a" missing in "Insertnew"		Editor instructions should read:
"Insert a new row at the end of Table 8-142--Capabilities field as follows:"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6137		Joseph Levy		204		3		8.4.2.26		41		7		E		Y		41.00		7		8.4.2.26												Table number is incorrect see: 802.11mc REV3.0		Correct Table number:
"Table 8-142--Capabilities field"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6138		Joseph Levy		204		3		8.4.2.169		41		26		T		Y		41.00		26		8.4.2.169						Xiaofei Wang						The title should not be changed since it breaks the existing standards		Restore the title of the Section to "Reduced Neighbor Report element"				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6139		Joseph Levy		204		3		8.4.2.169.1		42		38		T		Y		42.00		38		8.4.2.169.1						Xiaofei Wang						The specification of the TBTT Information field breaks the existing specification as specified in Figure 8-573 in RevMC 3.0, which include a TBTT Offset and Optional elements, with each optional element preceded by a 1-octet Subelement ID field and Length field. The current TBTT Information field may contain up to three elements, without any Subelements ID and Length field.

In addition, the contents of the TBTT Information field are not clearly defined.  It is very confusing to have the TBTT Information Length of 11 to be described in two location, one has to assume that for TBTT Information Length 11 both statements are true and the values are combined.  It is much clearer to simply state what is contained in the TBTT Information field.		Suggest to use a new clause describing Short Neighbor Report which do not alter the existing description for Reduced Neighbor Report to avoid breaking the existing specification.

In addition, suggest to change the TBTT Length and TBTT Information field in the new section for Short Neighbor Report as follows: "When the TBTT length is 1, the TBTT Information field contains the TBTT Offset field; when the TBTT Length is 5,the TBTT Information field contains the TBTT Offset field and the Short SSID field; when the TBTT length is 7, the TBTT Information field contains the TBTT Offset field and the BSSID field; when the TBTT length is 11, the TBTT information field contains the TBTT Offset field, the BSSID field and the Short SSID field.				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6140		Joseph Levy		204		3		8.4.2.169.1		43		2		T		Y		43.00		2		8.4.2.169.1						Xiaofei Wang						A STA receiving a Probe Response or FILS Discovery frame, in order to conduct efficient  FILS operation should also be informed as to when the next beacon transmission (TBTT) will be transmitted.  This provides the STA with information as to when it may obtain the additional  information about the BSS that is contained in the beacon, if needed. The TBTT Offset information as defined in Section 8.4.2.169.1 is not useful for FILS operations using Probe Response and FILS Discovery frames to determine when the next TBTT transmission will occur, as the FILS STA will not typically have knowledge of when the last TBTT transmission occurred. Defining a field similar to the ANTO field such as "time in TUs till the next TBTT transmission as measured from the current Probe Response or FILS Discovery frame" would provide the desired information.		Specify a field similar to the ANTO field for Probe Response and FILS Discovery frames as "time in TUs till the next TBTT transmission as measured from the current the Probe Response or FILS Discovery frame". Remove the phrase "when included in a Probe Response frame or FILS Discovery frame"				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6141		Joseph Levy		204		3		8.4.2.171		43		49		T		Y		43.00		49		8.4.2.171						Xiaofei Wang						The description for the Association Timeout Info is missing		add description for Association Timeout Info subfield				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6142		Joseph Levy		204		3		8.4.2.171		43		48		E		Y		43.00		48		8.4.2.171												The title of the figure is incorrect		Replace: "Figure 8-574a--TBTT Information Header subfield"
With: "Figure 8-574a--Association Timeout Info element"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6143		Joseph Levy		204		3		8.4.2.172		44		17		E		Y		44.00		17		8.4.2.172												The language description for the different fields (line17 -34) are different and seems to differ from the style in RevMC.		make the language similar to the other sections				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6144		Joseph Levy		204		3		8.4.2.173		44		54		E		Y		44.00		54		8.4.2.173												Change "MAX" to "Max"		change "MAX" to "Max" in Figure 8-574c				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6145		Joseph Levy		204		3		8.4.2.173		47		17		E		Y		47.00		17		8.4.2.173						Jason Lee						change "It presents" to "It indicates" since "It presents" is different from standards language		as in comment				TGai General														2014/10/21 15:54		TGai General

		6146		Joseph Levy		204		3		8.4.2.179		51		20		E		Y		51.00		20		8.4.2.179												Change "FILS indication" to "FILS Indication"		as in comment				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6147		Joseph Levy		204		3		8.4.2.179		51		20		T		Y		51.00		20		8.4.2.179						Xiaofei Wang						Since line 20 - 27 seems to describe the optional elements in the FILS Indication element, the Public Key Information field, which is also optional as indicated in Figure 8-547k, should also be described here.		add description for Public Key Information field				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6148		Joseph Levy		204		3		8.4.2.180		53		50		E		Y		53.00		50		8.4.2.180												"This element is used for Higher Layer Protocol Packet Encapsulation" the first letters of "Higher Layer Protocol Packet Encapsulation" should not be capitalized.		change the first letter to lower case				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6149		Joseph Levy		204		3		834.2.181.1		55				E		Y		55.00				834.2.181.1												Clause title is confusing, please correct as suggested		Change: "8.4.2.181.1 IP Address Data field request"
To be: "8.4.2.181.1 FILS IP Address Assignment element, IP Address Data field for request"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6150		Joseph Levy		204		3		8.4.2.181.1		55		43		T		Y		55.00		43		8.4.2.181.1						Xiaofei Wang						IPv4 field is not defined, there is a IPv4 Request bit, and a IPv4 Request type bit, but these are not defined as an IPv4 field anywhere.  In addition the bits of the IP Address Request Control field format need to be  clearly defined.  Currently they are not clearly defined. Typically 802.11 will provide a bit map for the fields or a clear definition of the bit values.  Please provide a clear definition of the bits and their values, and label any "sub fields" appropriately.		please specify clearly what IPv4 field or IPv4 fields, IPv6 fields or IPv6 field are, otherwise, change the "B0 B1" to IPv4 field, and "B2 B3" to IPv6 field, using a format similar to that used for the 8.4.2.181.2 IP Address Data Field for response would be preferred.				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6151		Joseph Levy		204		3		8.4.2.181.1		55		43		T		Y		55.00		43		8.4.2.181.1						Xiaofei Wang						Not all sub-fields in the IP Address Data field for request are defined.  Please define all the sub-fields		please define all sub-fields.				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6152		Joseph Levy		204		3		834.2.181.2		56		15		E		Y		56.00		15		834.2.181.2												Clause title is confusing, please correct as suggested		Change: "8.4.2.181.2 IP Address Data field response"
To be: "8.4.2.181.1 FILS IP Address Assignment element, IP Address Data field for response"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6153		Joseph Levy		204		3		8.4.2.181.2		56				T		Y		56.00				8.4.2.181.2						Xiaofei Wang						Not all sub-fields in the IP Address Data field for response are defined.  Please define all the sub-fields		please define all sub-fields.				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6154		Joseph Levy		204		3		8.4.2.183		61		14		T		Y		61.00		14		8.4.2.183						Xiaofei Wang						The setting for FILS user Priority field is missing.		Define the meaning of setting or not setting B0 - B2 in the FILS User Priority subfield				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6155		Joseph Levy		204		3		8.6.8.38		72		32		E		Y		72.00		32		8.6.8.38												there seems to be an extra "sub" after "FILS Discovery frame"		remove "sub"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6156		Joseph Levy		204		3		8.6.8.38		73		2		T		Y		73.00		2		8.6.8.38						Xiaofei Wang						A reference should not be made to the DMG section here. The ANTO TBTT Offset field definition is different as the one defined in the referenced section.		remove the reference to DMG sections. Define a field called ANTO field in Section 8.4.2 and reference the ANTO field to that section.				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6157		Joseph Levy		204		3		8.6.8.38		72		1		T		Y		72.00		1		8.6.8.38						Xiaofei Wang						The title Maximum PHY Type subfield is confusing.   As my understanding is the PHY Type field is only used to allow the FILS Minimum Rate subfield to be defined.  Hence, a more appropriate subfield name is: FILS Minimum Rate PHY Type.		Change the "Maximum PHY Type subfield" to be "FILS Minimum Rate PHY Type" in all locations.				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6158		Joseph Levy		204		3		8.6.8.38		72		44		T		Y		72.00		44		8.6.8.38						Xiaofei Wang						In the table, it is not clear what is the type of the FILS Discovery frame; it is not defined anywhere. Change the names of the headers as proposed.		Change the:
"If received FILS Discovery frame type is 0
(HR/DSSS)"
To be:
"If FILS Minimum Rate PHY Type subfield is 0
(HR/DSSS)"
 Change the:
"If received FILS Discovery frame type is 1
(ERP-OFDM)"
To be:
"If FILS Minimum Rate PHY Type subfield is 1
(ERP-OFDM)"
change:
"If received FILS Discovery frame type is 2
(HT)"
To be:
"If FILS Minimum Rate PHY Type subfield is 2
(HT)"
change:
"If received FILS Discovery frame type is 3
(VHT)"
To be:
"If FILS Minimum Rate PHY Type subfield is 3
(VHT)"				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6159		Joseph Levy		204		3		8.6.8.38		73		13		T		Y		73.00		13		8.6.8.38						Xiaofei Wang						The language of "the Primary Channel field is present" causes confusion since it is an optional field. The same for "CCFS-1 field" below		delete  "present and" in two locations.				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6160		Joseph Levy		204		3		8.6.8.38		68		44		E		Y		68.00		44		8.6.8.38												In Figure 8-662a, the field is called "RSN Information", however, later, on page 73, line 23, the same field is referred to as "FD RSN Information".		change the name of the field to "FD RSN Information".  Check for consistent use of the field name.				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6161		Joseph Levy		204		3		8.6.8.38		68		44		E		Y		68.00		44		8.6.8.38												There is an empty box in the second row of Figure 8-662a		remove the empty box in the figure.				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6162		Joseph Levy		204		3		8.6.24		75		22		E		Y		75.00		22		8.6.24												There is an extra "I" in front of "FILS Container frame"		remove the extra "I"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6163		Joseph Levy		204		3		10.1.4.1		79		28		T		Y		79.00		28		10.1.4.1						Xiaofei Wang						"If dot11FILSActivated is true, the STA shall additionally scan for FILS Discovery (FD)
frames, returning in the BSSDescriptionFromFDSet parameter all FILS Discovery frames of the scanned
ESSs." This sentence uses the style "if dot11FILSActiveted is true" which was replaced by FILS STA and therefore is not consistent with the rest of the text.		Change the text to " A FILS STA shall additionally scan for FILS Discovery (FD)
frames, returning in the BSSDescriptionFromFDSet parameter all FILS Discovery frames of the scanned
ESSs."				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6164		Joseph Levy		204		3		10.1.4.1		79		30		T		Y		79.00		30		10.1.4.1						Xiaofei Wang						"The STA is not required to return a BSSDescriptionFromFDSet parameter for any BSS that produces a
BSSDescriptionFromFDSet in this scan." This sentence is different than the approved resolution for CID 4746. The approved resolution says that a STA is not required to report a BSSDecriptionFromFDset parameter for any BSS that produces a BSSDescriptionSet in a scan, not a BSSDescriptionFromFDSet.		Change the text to " The STA is not required to return a BSSDescriptionFromFDSet parameter for any BSS that produces a
BSSDescriptionSet in this scan." as per approved resolution for CID 4746.				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6165		Joseph Levy		204		3		10.1.4.1		79		37		E		Y		79.00		37		10.1.4.1												"-" missing between MLME and SCAN		add "-"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6166		Joseph Levy		204		3		10.1.4.1		79		36		E		Y		79.00		36		10.1.4.1												extra "9" and parenthesis in "(see 8.4.2.2 9SSID element))"		remove "9" and the last parenthesis				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6167		Joseph Levy		204		3		10.1.4.1		79		44		T		Y		79.00		44		10.1.4.1						Xiaofei Wang						There does not seem to be a description of the behavior of issuing a MLME-SCAN.confirm primitive when it is to be issued  multiple times as is required when the ReportingOption is immediate or Channel-Specific.  This behavior should be defined.		add the sentence "A MLME-SCAN confirm primitive is issued each time that a suitable BSS is discovered when the value of ReportingOption parameter in the MLME-SCAN.request is equal to Immediate or Channel-Specific"				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6168		Joseph Levy		204		3		10.1.4.3.2		81		24		T		Y		81.00		24		10.1.4.3.2						Xiaofei Wang						The following sentence is very poorly constructed and in very unclear, please correct: "2) If the ReportingOption of the MLME-SCAN.request primitive is IMMEDIATE, and the scanning STA detects an unreported AP or information of the AP to which MLME-SCAN.confirm primitive has not been issued during the ongoing scan is detected, then issue a MLME-SCAN.confirm primitive with the Result-Code equal to INTERMEDIATE_SCAN_RESULT
and one or more BSSDescriptionSet, BSSDescriptionFromFDSet, or BSSDescriptionFromMeasurementPilotSet containing information of the detected AP;"		Change the text to "2) If the ReportingOption of the MLME-SCAN.request primitive is IMMEDIATE, and the scanning FILS STA detects a BSS for which MLME-SCAN.confirm primitive has not been issued during the ongoing scan, then a MLME-SCAN.confirm primitive with the Result-Code equal to INTERMEDIATE_SCAN_RESULT
and one or more BSSDescriptionSet, BSSDescriptionFromFDSet, or BSSDescriptionFromMeasurementPilotSet containing information of the detected BSS is immediately issued;"				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6169		Joseph Levy		204		3		10.1.4.3.4		82		57		T		Y		82.00		57		10.1.4.3.4						Xiaofei Wang						No action is described in "STAs with dot11FILSActivated equal to true and the Probe Request frame contains a FILS Request Parameters element and the following criteria are met:" What happens if the conditions are met? There is no clear answer either at the end of the current 10.1.4.3.4 in RevMC 3.0 where the next text should be inserted. Also should use "FILS STA" instead of "STAs with dot11FILSActivated equal to true"		Change the first part of the text to "A FILS STA shall not respond to a Probe Request frame if the Probe Request contains a FILS Request parameters element and the following criteria are met:" or specify more clearly where the text should be inserted.				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6170		Joseph Levy		204		3		10.1.4.3.5		83		45		E		Y		83.00		45		10.1.4.3.5												The name of the section "Criteria for sending a probe response" is different than the modified section name for 10.1.4.3.4 which is now "Criteria for sending a response"		remove "probe" so the text reads "10.1.4.3.4 (Criteria for sending a response)"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6171		Joseph Levy		204		3		10.1.4.3.5		83		54		E		Y		83.00		54		10.1.4.3.5						Jason Lee						The following sentence is redundant "The Address 1 field shall be set to the address of the STA that generated the probe request if the STA is not indicating FILS Capability." since the content has been covered in the previous sentence which is "A FILS STA that transmits a Probe Response frame shall either set the Address 1 field to the address of the STA that generated the probe request or shall set it to the broadcast address if the STA that generated the probe request indicated FILS Capability."		remove the sentence "The Address 1 field shall be set to the address of the STA that generated the probe request if the STA is not indicating FILS Capability."				TGai General														2014/10/21 15:54		TGai General

		6172		Joseph Levy		204		3		10.1.4.3.5		84		2		T		Y		84.00		2		10.1.4.3.5						Xiaofei Wang						"ANQP Configuration Sequence Number" should be changed to "CAG Number" since the element has been renamed.		Change the text to read as "A STA in which dot11InterworkingServiceActivated is true may include in the Probe Response frame a CAG Number element containing the current sequence number of the AP's GAS configuration information."				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6173		Joseph Levy		204		3		10.1.4.3.5		84		29		E		Y		84.00		29		10.1.4.3.5												"Ids" should be capitalized in "c) A Beacon frame contains the Element Ids requested by the Requested Element IDs."		Change the text to read as "c) A Beacon frame contains the Element IDs requested by the Requested Element IDs"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6174		Joseph Levy		204		3		10.1.4.3.5		84		35		T		Y		84.00		35		10.1.4.3.5						Xiaofei Wang						The last "Probe Response" should be "Probe Request" in the sentence "If a Probe Response frame is transmitted, then the individually addressed Probe Response frame shall be transmitted to all non-FILS STAs from which a Probe Response frame is received."		Change the text to read as "If a Probe Response frame is transmitted, then the individually addressed Probe Response frame shall be transmitted to all non-FILS STAs from which a Probe Request frame is received."				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6175		Joseph Levy		204		3		10.1.4.3.7		85		6		E		Y		85.00		6		10.1.4.3.7												CAG element should be changed to CAG Number element as it is the proper name		Change the text to read as "A STA in which dot11InterworkingServiceActivated is true may include in the Probe Response frame a CAG Number element containing the current sequence number of the AP's GAS configuration information."				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6176		Joseph Levy		204		3		10.1.4.3.8		85		49		T		Y		85.00		49		10.1.4.3.8						Jeongki Kim						The AP Configuration Information Set has been changed to "BSS Configuration Parameter Set" and hence the following sentence should be updated "An AP retaining an AP-CSN list shall increase the current AP-CSN value (modulo 128) by one if an update occurs to any of the fields or elements within the AP Configuration Information Set."		change the text to read as "An AP retaining an AP-CSN list shall increase the current AP-CSN value (modulo 128) by one if an update occurs to any of the fields or elements within the BSS Configuration Parameter Set." Also check for all instances of "AP Configuration Information Set" and update them to "BSS Configuration Parameter Set".				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 16:22		EDITOR

		6177		Joseph Levy		204		3		10.1.4.3.8		85		52		T		Y		85.00		52		10.1.4.3.8						Jeongki Kim						The following sentence needs to be updated: "An AP with dot11FILSActivated true may provide the STAs with dot11FILSActivated true the definition of the AP Configuration Information Set and its AP-CSN value by sending a Beacon frame or a Probe Response frame including an AP-CSN element (as defined in 8.4.2.178 (AP Configuration Sequence Number element)) with the Full-Set Indicator set to 1." The sentence should be updated in the following way: 1) Use FILS AP and FILS STA instead of AP/STA with dot11FILSActived true; 2) AP Configuration Information Set has been changed to BSS Configuration Parameter Set; 3) the Full-Set indicator seems to have been removed from AP-CSN element.		Change the text to " A FILS AP may provide FILS STAs its definition of the BSS Configuration Parameter Set and its AP-CSN value by sending a Beacon frame or a Probe Response frame including an AP-CSN element (as defined in 8.4.2.178 (AP Configuration Sequence Number element))."				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 16:22		EDITOR

		6178		Joseph Levy		204		3		10.1.4.3.8		85		59		T		Y		85.00		59		10.1.4.3.8						Jeongki Kim						Multiple instances of "AP Configuration Information Set" and "BSS Configuration Parameter Set" are found throughout the spec, please use the agreed name for all the references to the BSS Configuration Parameter Set.		change all instances of "AP Configuration Information Set" to "BSS Configuration Parameter Set"				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 16:22		EDITOR

		6179		Joseph Levy		204		3		10.1.4.3.8		86		8		T		Y		86.00		8		10.1.4.3.8						Jeongki Kim						The following sentence is poorly constructed. "a) If the received AP-CSN value matches with the current AP-CSN value of the AP, the AP should send an optimized Probe Response frame including only mandatory fields (i.e., Timestamp, Capability, Beacon Interval), the current AP-CSN element and one or more elements among dynamic elements defined in this subclause which should be supported by the AP and the STA.." It is unclear which part should be supported by the AP and the STA, also there is an extra "." at the end.		Change the text to read as "a) If the received AP-CSN value matches with the current AP-CSN value of the AP, the AP should send an optimized Probe Response frame including only mandatory fields (i.e., Timestamp, Capability, Beacon Interval), the current AP-CSN element and one or more elements among dynamic elements defined in this subclause."				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 16:22		EDITOR

		6180		Joseph Levy		204		3		10.1.4.3.8		86		18		T		Y		86.00		18		10.1.4.3.8						Jeongki Kim						In the sentence "b) If the received AP-CSN value matches with one of the previous AP-CSN values in AP-CSN List, the AP should send an optimized Probe Response frame including only mandatory fields, the current AP-CSN element 0, the information elements which need to be updated at the STA, and one or more elements among dynamic elements defined in this subclause which should be supported by the AP and the STA.",  the last part, namely, " which should be supported by the AP and the STA" is unclear and confusing.		Change the text to read as "b) If the received AP-CSN value matches with one of the previous AP-CSN values in AP-CSN List, the AP should send an optimized Probe Response frame including only mandatory fields, the current AP-CSN element, the information elements which need to be updated at the STA, and one or more elements among dynamic elements defined in this subclause."				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 16:22		EDITOR

		6181		Joseph Levy		204		3		10.1.4.3.8		86		20		T		Y		86.00		20		10.1.4.3.8						Jeongki Kim						The FullSet Indicator seems to be removed from D3.0 in Clause 8, therefore the following sentence should be updated by removing the Full Set Indicator related text: "c) If the received AP-CSN value does not match with any of AP-CSN values in the AP-CSN List, the AP shall send a Probe Response frame with its current AP-CSN with the FullSet indicator set to 1 and the information fields and elements as defined in 8.3.3.10 (Probe Response frame format)."		Change the text to read as "c) If the received AP-CSN value does not match with any of the AP-CSN values in the AP-CSN List, the AP shall send a Probe Response frame with its current AP-CSN and the information fields and elements as defined in 8.3.3.10 (Probe Response frame format)."				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 16:22		EDITOR

		6182		Joseph Levy		204		3		10.3.1		86		47		T		Y		86.00		47		10.3.1						Xiaofei Wang						It is redundant to state that a FILS STA has dot11FILSActivated equal to true; also there is no other places mentioning dot11FILSImplemented in the spec, so the term dot11FILSImplmented should therefore be removed. The following sentence should be updated accordingly: "A FILS STA that has dot11FILSImplemented equal to true and dot11FILSActivated equal to true uses state
transition as described in 10.3.2 (State transition diagram for nonmesh STAs), in which the STA keeps an enumerated state variable."		Change the text to read as "A FILS STA uses state transition as described in 10.3.2 (State transition diagram for nonmesh STAs), in which the STA keeps an enumerated state variable."				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6183		Joseph Levy		204		3		10.3.4.1		91		39		E		Y		91.00		39		10.3.4.1												"and" is a typo and should be an "an" in the sentence "Upon and unsuccessful FILS authentication, the STA leaves a FILS STA's state unchanged."		Change "and" to "an" so that the text is to read as "Upon an unsuccessful FILS authentication, the STA leaves a FILS STA's state unchanged."				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6184		Joseph Levy		204		3		10.25.3.2.1		94		47		T		Y		94.00		47		10.25.3.2.1						Xiaofei Wang						SSID is not unique to an AP, but to an ESS. Please clarify whether the CAG Version should be associated with only an SSID? Since the sentence "stored CAG Version and the values of BSSID, HESSID, or SSID associated with the responding AP" seems to allow that possibility to allow a CAG Version to be associated with an SSID only. Similar comments for the rest of the paragraph.		If the CAG Version is associated with a BSS, instead of a ESS only, then change the text to read as "The STA stores the CAG Version and the BSSID or HESSID of the responding AP. In addition, it may store the SSID of the responding AP." make similar changes where appropriate in the same section.				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6185		Joseph Levy		204		3		10.45.2.1		98		3		E		Y		98.00		3		10.45.2.1												Extra "all" in the text		remove "all"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6186		Joseph Levy		204		3		10.45.2.2		98		24		E		Y		98.00		24		10.45.2.2												There two identical paragraphs from line 24 - 32		remove one of the two repetitive paragraphs				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6187		Joseph Levy		204		3		10.45.3		99		1		E		Y		99.00		1		10.45.3												A FILS STA is a STA that is capable of FILS, therefore the word "capable" in "FILS capable STAs" in redundant; the same comment for line 2 on the same page		Change the text of "FILS capable STAs" to "FILS STAs" in all instances where appropriate				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6188		Joseph Levy		204		3		10.45.5		102		46		T		Y		102.00		46		10.45.5						Xiaofei Wang						In order to limit the number of STAs conducting FILS operations at any given time, differentiated initial link setup should apply to all kinds FILS frames, such as association request frames, not just to authentication frames.		Change the text to read as "To limit the number of STAs that attempt link setup concurrently, the differentiated link setup procedure provides a method for an AP to moderate the rate at which non-AP STAs transmit Authentication Request and Association Request frames to the AP."				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6189		Joseph Levy		204		3		11.5.1.1.2		105		31		T		Y		105.00		31		11.5.1.1.2						Xiaofei Wang						The way FILS authentication is added to PMKSA implies that it is basically equivalent and can replace with an SAE exchange.  I do not believe this to be true.  I think separate statements for SAE and FILS are necessary		Replace: "When the PMKSA is the result of a successful SAE authentication or FILS Authenticationauthentication, it is generated as a result of the successful completion of the SAE exchange or FILS Authentication authentication exchange, respectively."
With:
"When the PMKSA is the result of a successful SAE authentication, it is generated as a result of the successful completion of the SAE exchange.  When the PMKSA is the result of a successful FILS authentication, it is generated as a result of the successful completion of the FILS exchange."				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6190		Joseph Levy		204		3		11.5.1.1.2		105		33		T		Y		105.00		33		11.5.1.1.2						Xiaofei Wang						The use of the word "This" is unclear as this usually refers to a specific instance.  Is "This" the IEEE 802.1X security exchange, the SAE exchange, or the FILS exchange?  Does the sentence intend to say that all PMSKAs are bidirectional and are used by both parties?  If so then the sentence should be corrected so that this is clear, if not than what the this refers to should be made clear.		Replace "This security
association is bidirectional."  with "All security associations are bidirectional"				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6191		Joseph Levy		204		3		11.5.1.1.2		105		35		E		Y		105.00		35		11.5.1.1.2												The sentence is currently unclear, as "completes successfully" should apply to both the EAP authentication or the FILS authentication.  But, as it is currently written it only applies to FILS authentication.		Change the sentence to read as follows: "The PMKSA is created by the Supplicant's SME when the EAP authentication  completes successfully or the FILS authentication completes successfully or the PSK is configured."				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6192		Joseph Levy		204		3		11.5.1.1.2		105		37		T		Y		105.00		37		11.5.1.1.2						Xiaofei Wang						The way that FILS has been added to this sentence has broken the specification.  As it now reads the PMSKA is created by the information obtained from the Authenticator's SME for all cases.  This is not true.  The PMKSA is created from the AS information only when IEEE 802.1X authentication is used.  Other wise (for SAE or FILS or case when the PSK is configured) the PMSKA is created by Authenticator's SME at the competition the exchange or configuration of the PSK.		Change the sentence to read as follows: "The PMKSA is created by the Authenticator's SME when the PMK is created from the keying information transferred from the AS in an IEEE 802.1X authentication exchange, or when the PMK is provided by the successful completion of a SAE exchange, or the successful completion of a FILS authentication exchange, or when the PSK is configured."				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6193		Joseph Levy		204		3		11.5.1.3.2		106		8		T		Y		106.00		8		11.5.1.3.2						Xiaofei Wang						This section references section 4.10.3.6, section 4 should not contain normative text and hence should not be referenced by a normative section as containing normative behavior.		Relocate the normative text from section 4 to this section.  All normative text should be removed from section 4.				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6194		Joseph Levy		204		3		11.5.1.3.2		107		21		T		Y		107.00		21		11.5.1.3.2						Xiaofei Wang						Why is the case of FILS authentication not handled in the same manner as SAE authentication for the case of a no longer valid PMK or non-matching PMKID?		Add the behavior for FILS authentication by  adding the phase "or FILS authentication" following "SAE authentication".				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6195		Joseph Levy		204		3		11.5.1.3.2		107		1		T		Y		107.00		1		11.5.1.3.2						Xiaofei Wang						The wording "new AP" and "old AP" are unclear and undefined.  Suggest using better terms such as "associated AP" and "target AP".		replace all instances of "old AP" with "associated AP"  and all instances of "new AP" with "target AP".				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6196		Joseph Levy		204		3		11.5.1.3.2		107		36		T		Y		107.00		36		11.5.1.3.2						Xiaofei Wang						The phrase "As a STA may initiate FILS authentication to multiple other APs while associated with an one AP."  does not seem to contain any useful information.  Is the intent to point out the FILS authentication allows the capability to obtain and cache a PMK for a target AP while associated to a different AP.  If so the sentence should be revised to make this clear.   If the intent is to provide some different information it should be clarified.  If neither of these are true the sentence should be removed.		Replace the sentence  "As a FILS STA may initiate FILS authentication to multiple other APs while associated with an one AP." with:  "A FILS STA may while associated with an AP perform FILS authentication with one or more target APs to obtain a PMK for the target AP(s), the obtained PMK(s) can be added to the cache of the FILS STA."				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6197		Katsuo Yunoki		204		3		8.4.2.169.1		42		26		E		Y		42.00		26		8.4.2.169.1												Reduced Neighbor AP Report should be Short Neighbor Report.		Change "Reduced Neighbor AP" to "Short Neighbor".				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6198		Katsuo Yunoki		204		3		10.1.4.3.5		83		60		E		Y		83.00		60		10.1.4.3.5												the Request element seems to be FILS Request Parameters element.		Change "Request" to "FILS Request Parameters".				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6199		Katsuo Yunoki		204		3		8.4.2.173		44				T		Y		44.00				8.4.2.173						George Calchev						I cannot find the Reduced Neighbor Report Request element ID in FILS Request Parameters element. It is reffered from 10.1.4.3.5 and 10.1.4.3.5.		Neighbor Report Request may be defined in FILS criteria field.				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:33		TGai General

		6200		Katsuo Yunoki		204		3		10.1.4.3.5		83		62		E		Y		83.00		62		10.1.4.3.5												Reduced Neighbor AP Report should be Short Neighbor Report.		Change "Reduced Neighbor AP" to "Short Neighbor".				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6201		Katsuo Yunoki		204		3		10.1.4.3.7		84		65		E		Y		84.00		65		10.1.4.3.7												the Request element seems to be FILS Request Parameters element.		Change "Request" to "FILS Request Parameters".				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6202		Katsuo Yunoki		204		3		10.1.4.3.7		85		1		E		Y		85.00		1		10.1.4.3.7												Reduced Neighbor AP Report should be Short Neighbor Report.		Change "Reduced Neighbor AP" to "Short Neighbor".				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6203		Katsuo Yunoki		204		3		10.44.8		96		18		E		Y		96.00		18		10.44.8												The tiele of this subclause should be Short Neighbor Report		Change "Reduce" to "Short".				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6204		Katsuo Yunoki		204		3		10.44.8		96		24		E		Y		96.00		24		10.44.8												Reduced Neighbor Report should be Short Neighbor Report.		Change "Reduce" to "Short".				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6205		Katsuo Yunoki		204		3		10.44.8		96		25		E		Y		96.00		25		10.44.8												Reduced Neighbor Report should be Short Neighbor Report.		Change "Reduce" to "Short".				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6206		Katsuo Yunoki		204		3		10.44.8		96		26		E		Y		96.00		26		10.44.8												Reduced Neighbor Report should be Short Neighbor Report.		Change "Reduce" to "Short".				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6207		Katsuo Yunoki		204		3		10.44.8		96		31		E		Y		96.00		31		10.44.8												Reduced Neighbor Report should be Short Neighbor Report.		Change "Reduce" to "Short".				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6208		Katsuo Yunoki		204		3		10.44.8		96		32		E		Y		96.00		32		10.44.8												Reduced Neighbor Report should be Short Neighbor Report.		Change "Reduce" to "Short".				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6209		Katsuo Yunoki		204		3		10.44.8		96		34		E		Y		96.00		34		10.44.8												Reduced Neighbor Report should be Short Neighbor Report.		Change "Reduce" to "Short".				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6210		Katsuo Yunoki		204		3		10.44.8		96		37		E		Y		96.00		37		10.44.8												Reduced Neighbor Report should be Short Neighbor Report.		Change "Reduce" to "Short".				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6211		Katsuo Yunoki		204		3		10.44.8		96		39		E		Y		96.00		39		10.44.8												Reduced Neighbor Report should be Short Neighbor Report.		Change "Reduce" to "Short".				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6212		Katsuo Yunoki		204		3		B.4.29		127		12		E		Y		127.00		12		B.4.29												Reduced Neighbor Report should be Short Neighbor Report.		Change "Reduce" to "Short".				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6213		Katsuo Yunoki		204		3		B.4.29		127		15		E		Y		127.00		15		B.4.29												Reduced Neighbor Report should be Short Neighbor Report.		Change "ReducedShort" to "Short".				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6214		Lee Armstrong		204		3		4.10.3.6		6		56		G		N		6.00		56		4.10.3.6						George Cherian						Mention is made of 4 frames, but they are not identified.		Identify these 4 frames and provide cross-references to them.				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:26		TGai General

		6215		Lee Armstrong		204		3		8.4.2.172		43		64		T		N		43.00		64		8.4.2.172						George Calchev						Need to compare this clause with 8.4.4.23 (Common Group ANQP-element). The words/phrasing needs to be more compatible and cross-referencing between them to clarify their relationship.		Harmonize these two clauses, both in terms of the names being used and how they relate to each other.				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:33		TGai General

		6216		Lee Armstrong		204		3		8.4.2.179		51		9		E		N		51.00		9		8.4.2.179												Is there any reasoning behind the order of these fields? It might make more sense if "Cache Supported" was first and "Number of Domains" was second.		Reorder fields in the figure and make corresponding changes to the following text field descriptions.				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6217		Lee Armstrong		204		3		8.4.2.173		48		48		G		N		48.00		48		8.4.2.173						Jarkko Kneckt						Should be 5 and 6. Missing descriptions for 3 & 4.		Add descriptions for Values # 3 and 4.				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:34		TGai General

		6218		Lee Armstrong		204		3		8.4.2.183		60		44		E		N		60.00		44		8.4.2.183												Use of "bit" is a little awkward here even though it is refering to each of these single bit fields.		Delete "bit"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6219		Lee Armstrong		204		3		8.4.4.1		64		17		E		N		64.00		17		8.4.4.1												"Neighbor Report" row is unneccasary and could lead readers to think that changes were being made when they are not.		Delete this row since the instructions clearly state where the changes occur?				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6220		Lee Armstrong		204		3		8.4.4.20		65		32		E		N		65.00		32		8.4.4.20												Appears that part of the name was left out. Believe that this should be referring to "Query AP List ANQP-element"		Add "Query AP" before "List"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6221		Lee Armstrong		204		3		8.4.4.20		65		32		E		N		65.00		32		8.4.4.20												Paragraph could use some editing.  The first sentence seems so be part of the introduction, The second seems to be a part of the Info ID description.  The last sentence seems to belong as part of the next clause.		Review and revise as needed.				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6222		Lee Armstrong		204		3		8.4.4.23		66		64		T		N		66.00		64		8.4.4.23						George Calchev						Lots of confusion between this and 8.4.1.172. For instance, what is the difference between a "CAG Version" used here and a "CAG Number element" used there? The descriptions seem to be the same. If there is a difference, it needs to be explicitly stated.		Review and revise as needed.				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:40		TGai General

		6223		Lee Armstrong		204		3		8.6.8.38		68		61		T		N		68.00		61		8.6.8.38						Xiaofei Wang						There are no fields for "Category" or "Public Action" in the figure.		Delete this paragraph.				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6224		Lee Armstrong		204		3		8.6.24		75		1		E		N		75.00		1		8.6.24												Following REVmc style,  "FILS Action frames" should be "FILS Action frame details"		Change as commented				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6225		Lee Armstrong		204		3		8.6.24		75		9		E		N		75.00		9		8.6.24												Following REVmc style,  "FILS Action frame fields" should be "FILS Action frame values".		Change as commented				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6226		Lee Armstrong		204		3		10.1.4.3.8		85		50		E		N		85.00		50		10.1.4.3.8						Jeongki Kim						The term "AP Configuration Information Set" doesn't seem to be defined and previous cross-references to this clause are in question.		Provide definition and fix all references or use correct term that has been defined.				TGai General														2014/10/21 16:22		EDITOR

		6227		Lee Armstrong		204		3		11.11.2.2		117		19		E		N		117.00		19		11.11.2.2												Second instead of first? Previous paragraph had "First, "		Change "First" to "Second" or simple delete "First" in both places.				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6228		Liwen Chu		204		3		8.4.2.173		46		48		E		N		46.00		48		8.4.2.173						Jason Lee						2-bit field can't have value bigger than 4		Change to field to 3-bit long.				TGai General														2014/10/21 15:54		TGai General

		6229		Liwen Chu		204		3		8.4.2.173		47		15		T		N		47.00		15		8.4.2.173						Jarkko Kneckt						What happens if the number of the Vender specific elements is bigger than the number of bits of the OUI Response Criteria field?		Add the clarification text.				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:34		TGai General

		6230		Liwen Chu		204		3		8.4.2.177		49		1		T		N		49.00		1		8.4.2.177						Dan Harkins						How to define "Public Key Indicator" is missing here.		Add the definition.				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:35		TGai General

		6231		Liwen Chu		204		3		8.4.2.179		51		20		E		N		51.00		20		8.4.2.179												Change "FILS indication" to "FILS Information"						EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6232		Liwen Chu		204		3		8.4.2.181.2		56		62		E		N		56.00		62		8.4.2.181.2												"8 bits (8 subfields)" is not necessary		Change to "The IP Address Response Control field is interpreted as follows"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6233		Liwen Chu		204		3		8.4.2.181.2		57		55		E		N		57.00		55		8.4.2.181.2												"may" should be in subclause 8. "may" is also used in other places in this draft.		Remove "may" in the sentence and other places in subclause 8				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6234		Liwen Chu		204		3		8.4.2.181.2		57		12		T		N		57.00		12		8.4.2.181.2						George Cherian						"if Assigned" is ambiguous.		make it clear				TGai General														2014/10/21 15:53		TGai General

		6235		Liwen Chu		204		3		8.4.2.181.2		57		27		T		N		57.00		27		8.4.2.181.2						George Cherian						Add when this bit is reserved since the usafge of this bit is per whether IPV4 Assigned is 1 or not.		As in comment				TGai General														2014/10/21 15:53		TGai General

		6236		Liwen Chu		204		3		8.4.2.181.2		57		36		T		N		57.00		36		8.4.2.181.2						George Cherian						Add when this bit is reserved since the usafge of this bit is per whether IPv6 Assigned is 1 or not.		As in comment				TGai General														2014/10/21 15:53		TGai General

		6237		Liwen Chu		204		3		8.4.2.181.2		58		1		E		N		58.00		1		8.4.2.181.2												Remove L1 to L29 since they are in the previous table		As in comment				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6238		Liwen Chu		204		3		8.4.2.181.2		58		36		T		N		58.00		36		8.4.2.181.2						George Cherian						The MAC address has same format whether the DNS server is IPv4 or IPv6 server.		Using one "DNS Server MCS Address Present" field to replace B2 and B3				TGai General														2014/10/20 16:56		TGai General

		6239		Liwen Chu		204		3		8.4.2.181.2		58		36		E		N		58.00		36		8.4.2.181.2												Replace P58 L48 to P59 L11 with a table		As in comment				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6240		Liwen Chu		204		3		8.4.2.183		60		17		E		N		60.00		17		8.4.2.183												Change "FILS Time" to "Differentiated FILS Time"		As in comment				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6241		Liwen Chu		204		3		8.4.2.183		61		6		T		N		61.00		6		8.4.2.183						George Calchev						The definitions of FILS User Priority Bit0, 1, 2 are missing.		add the definitions				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:39		TGai General

		6242		Liwen Chu		204		3		8.4.2.183		61		18		T		N		61.00		18		8.4.2.183						George Calchev						The sentence "The Bit Pattern Length subfield is 3 bits in length, and the Bit Pattern subfield is 5 bits in length." adds no useful informaiton.		Remove it.				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:39		TGai General

		6243		Liwen Chu		204		3		8.4.2.183		61		34		T		N		61.00		34		8.4.2.183						George Calchev						"The values of the bits specify the MAC addresses of the STAs that are allowed to attempt fast initial link setup"

Where is "the bits"?		Clarify it.				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:39		TGai General

		6244		Liwen Chu		204		3		9.42		77		58		E		N		77.00		58		9.42												Change to "FID: The element ID of the Fragment element"		As in comment				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6245		Liwen Chu		204		3		8.4.2.186		63		11		E		N		63.00		11		8.4.2.186												Change "PMKID count" to "PMKID Count"		As in comment				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6246		Liwen Chu		204		3		8.6.8.38		73		25		T		N		73.00		25		8.6.8.38						Xiaofei Wang						"Its length is 4 bytes."

This sentence doesn't give useful informaiton since the related figure clearly show this.		Remove it.				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6247		Liwen Chu		204		3		8.6.8.38		73		18		T		N		73.00		18		8.6.8.38						Xiaofei Wang						I don't understand why Channel Fragment 1 is important in FILS Discovery frame. What is important is the primary channel number. With that, the TA can do association, receive Beacon etc. If you want, one bit indication of 80+80 BSS is enough.		Remove Channel Fragment 1 from the frame.				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6248		Liwen Chu		204		3		10.45.2.2		98		40		E		N		98.00		40		10.45.2.2												Should be 10.45.3, 10.45.4, 10.45.5		As in comment				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6249		Liwen Chu		204		3		10.45.3.1		99		40		T		N		99.00		40		10.45.3.1						Hitoshi Morioka						Since FILS is management behavior, MSDU should not be part of . Change MSDU to HLP information.		As in comment				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:52		TGai General

		6250		Liwen Chu		204		3		10.45.3.1		100		35		T		N		100.00		35		10.45.3.1						Hitoshi Morioka						Since FILS is management behavior, MSDU should not be part of . Change MSDU to HLP information.		As in comment				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:52		TGai General

		6251		Liwen Chu		204		3		10.45.3.2		100		65		T		N		100.00		65		10.45.3.2						George Cherian						"The AP may assign the IP address using an Association Response or a FILS Container Action frame."

This repeat what 2nd paragraph says.		Remove the paragraph.				TGai General														2014/10/21 15:53		TGai General

		6252		Liwen Chu		204		3		10.45.3.2		101		1		T		N		101.00		1		10.45.3.2						Ping Fang						P101L1,L2 repeat what the 1st paragraph says.		Remove P101L1, L2.				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:48		TGai General

		6253		Liwen Chu		204		3		10.45.5.1		103		1		T		N		103.00		1		10.45.5.1						George Calchev						I assume FILS User Priority B0 matches "high priority link setup without additional delays for the STAs that have frames with User Priority 4-7 in their transmission queues", FILS User Priority B1 matches "STAs that
have frames with User Priority 0-3 in their transmission queues"... But it is not clear tome.		make it clear				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:47		TGai General

		6254		MARC EMMELMANN		204		3		4.10.3.6		6		56		T		N		6.00		56		4.10.3.6						George Cherian						"using 4 frames" -- would be nice if those four frames were mentioned.		Name the four frames and include cross reference				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:26		TGai General

		6255		MARC EMMELMANN		204		3		6.3.5.2.2		14		19		E		N		14.00		19		6.3.5.2.2												Missing period at end of sentence		Add period at end of sentence				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6256		MARC EMMELMANN		204		3		6.3.5.3.2		15		11		E		N		15.00		11		6.3.5.3.2												Missing period at end of sentence		Add period at end of sentence				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6257		MARC EMMELMANN		204		3		6.3.5.3.2		15		22		E		N		15.00		22		6.3.5.3.2												Missing period at end of sentence		Add period at end of sentence				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6258		MARC EMMELMANN		204		3		8.3.3.11		35		46		E		N		35.00		46		8.3.3.11												Missing period at end of sentence		Add period at end of sentence				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6259		MARC EMMELMANN		204		3		8.3.3.11		36		26		E		N		36.00		26		8.3.3.11												Looks like a conditional editorial tag is still in there (contribution DCN) which should be deleted		Delete conditional text				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6260		MARC EMMELMANN		204		3		8.4.2.178		50		20		E		N		50.00		20		8.4.2.178						Jeongki Kim						range of 0, 255  --> range of 0 to 255		replace "," with "to"				TGai General														2014/10/21 16:23		EDITOR

		6261		MARC EMMELMANN		204		3		8.4.2.181.2		57		50		T		N		57.00		50		8.4.2.181.2						George Cherian						Empty function field in Table 8-257h		Insert "IP address assignment pending indication"				TGai General														2014/10/21 15:53		TGai General

		6262		MARC EMMELMANN		204		3		8.4.2.183		60		6		E		N		60.00		6		8.4.2.183												Conditional text (CID numbers) still shown		Delete conditional text				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6263		MARC EMMELMANN		204		3		8.4.2.183		60		43		T		N		60.00		43		8.4.2.183						George Calchev						"A bit value of 1" sounds a bit strange. Yes, it is a bit and the value referred to here is 1.  But just saying "a value of 1" should be sufficient.  There is no reason to emphasize that the value of 1 is expressed using one bit.		Delete "bit"				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:39		TGai General

		6264		MARC EMMELMANN		204		3		8.6.8.38		73		45		E		N		73.00		45		8.6.8.38												"8.4.2.24.4. (RSN capabilities)" -- wrong period after 4; missing at end of sentence.		replace "8.4.2.24.4. (RSN capabilities)"  with   "8.4.2.24.4 (RSN capabilities)."				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6265		MARC EMMELMANN		204		3		10.3.5.1		93		59		E		N		93.00		59		10.3.5.1												Conditional text (CID numbers) still shown		Delete conditional text				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6266		MARC EMMELMANN		204		3		10.45.2.1		98		4		E		N		98.00		4		10.45.2.1												Left over word "all"		Delete "all"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6267		MARC EMMELMANN		204		3		11.11.2.2.1		114		65		E		N		114.00		65		11.11.2.2.1												"set to (2)" -- no paranthatheese		replace "set to (2)"  with  "set to 2"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6268		MARC EMMELMANN		204		3		6.3.3.3.2		12		47		T		N		12.00		47		6.3.3.3.2						Xiaofei Wang						"This parameter is optionally present when dot11FILSActivated is true." -- does not clearly cover the case when dot11FILSActivited is false.  Use wording from above row to emphasize that the parameter is not present otherwise.  Note, Tgai decided to delete the word "only" for all occurrences of this constraining sentence throughout the document.  Is there a reason why "only" was kept in the row above.  Maybe an alternative resolution could be to leave this line as it is and delete "only" in the row above		replace "This parameter is optionally present when dot11FILSActivated is true."  with  "The parameter is optionally present only if dot11FILSActivated is true."   (insert only;  when --> if)				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6269		MARC EMMELMANN		204		3		8.3.3.6		29		13		E		N		29.00		13		8.3.3.6												"present if r FILS Public Key" -- delete "r"		Delete "r"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6270		MARC EMMELMANN		204		3		8.4.1.9		37		23		T		N		37.00		23		8.4.1.9						Dan Harkins						Missing name for status code		insert "FILS_AUTHENTICATION_FAILURE" as a name				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:31		TGai General

		6271		MARC EMMELMANN		204		3		8.4.1.9		37		27		T		N		37.00		27		8.4.1.9						Dan Harkins						Missing name for status code		insert "UNKNOWN_AUTHENTICATION_SERVER" as a name				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:31		TGai General

		6272		MARC EMMELMANN		204		3		8.4.2.169.1		41		46		T		N		41.00		46		8.4.2.169.1						Santosh Pandey						Indicate the length for all TBTT fields in the same way (i.e. either use "variable" or "0 or n").		Replace "variable" with "n" as the length indication for TBTT #1.  Also, add one sentence below the figure as follows "The length n of all TBTT information fields is given by the value of the value of the TBTT Information Length within the TBTT Information Header"				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:33		TGai General

		6273		MARC EMMELMANN		204		3				42		40		T		N		42.00		40								Santosh Pandey						Listed cases for values of the TBTT Information Length does not cover that the TBTT Offset field is included for a TBTT Information Length field value of 5		Replace "When the value of TBTT Information Length is 1, the TBTT Information field contains the TBTT Offset subfield"  with "When the value of TBTT Information Length is 1 or 5 or 7 or 11, the TBTT Information field contains the TBTT Offset subfield"				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:33		TGai General

		6274		Mark RISON		204		3		6.3.3.3.2		11		42		E		Y		11.00		42		6.3.3.3.2												Do not use hard hyphens for end-of-line hyphenation, as this messes up searching for terms.  The reference given points at just one instance.  There are 14 instances of "dot11-", for example.		Use soft hyphens such that Ctrl-Shift-F in Adobe Reader will find terms even if hyphenated at EOL.  An example of such a hyphen is at 17.24				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6275		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.5		83		60		E		Y		83.00		60		10.1.4.3.5												"is equal to true".  The reference given points at just one instance.  There are 3 instances.		Delete "equal to" in all three instances				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6276		Mark RISON		204		3		2		1		49		G		Y		1.00		49		2						Not-Assigned						All the RFCs which are referred to normatively need to be included in clause 2		Add any missing RFCs				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6277		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.176		48		48		E		Y		48.00		48		8.4.2.176												RFCs need to be referred to as "IETF RFC $n" with spaces as indicated.  The reference given points at just one instance where this is not the case.  Other instances are 48.49, 48.51, 49.38, 49.39, 49.40, 102.9, 113.37, 114.38, 115.41, 117.38, 119.56, 120.53, 121.55, 122.55		Add "IETF" and/or spaces in all the locations identified in this comment				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6278		Mark RISON		204		3		3.1		3		13		E		Y		3.00		13		3.1												Apostrophes are not always sexy.  The reference given points at just one instance.  Other instances are 3.13, 12.28, 48.27, 48.54, 49.38, 49.39, 49.40, 84.4, 85.6, 85.7, 85.60, 91.26, 91.28, 91.30, 91.40, 91.42, 93.43, 93.47, 93.48, 93.50, 93.52, 93.56, 93.58, 94.49, 100.2, 103.42, 105.36, 105.37, 106.12, 106.13, 107.60, 107.64, 108.4, 108.7, 108.10, 108.14, 108.37, 113.52, 114.35, 114.64, 115.1, 115.4, 115.6, 115.43, 115.44, 115.46, 115.49, 115.51, 115.52, 115.59, 116.31, 116.41, 116.47, 116.52, 116.61, 117.2, 117.8, 117.10, 117.14, 117.16, 117.17, 117.24, 118.59, 119.21, 119.22, 119.23, 119.32, 119.35, 119.42, 119.43, 119.44, 119.55, 120.4, 120.6, 120.21, 120.34, 120.38, 120.43, 120.44, 120.46, 120.48, 120.49, 121.18, 121.20, 121.21, 121.30, 121.33, 121.39, 121.41, 121.42, 121.54, 122.3, 122.4, 122.19, 122.30, 122.34, 122.38, 122.42, 122.44, 122.46, 122.47, 122.49, 122.50, 123.31 (there may be more than one instance on a line)		Make the apostrophes sexy in all the locations identified in this comment				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6279		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.4.1		120		30		T		Y		120.00		30		11.11.2.4.1						Not-Assigned						I think there's a prime missing after "Key-Auth" here		Add an apostrophe after "Key-Auth"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6280		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.2.1		113		57		E		Y		113.00		57		11.11.2.2.1												Double quotes are not always sexy.  The reference given points at just one instance.  Other instances are 113.58, 114.16, 114.17, 114.43, 114.56, 115.20 (there may be more than one instance on a line)		Make the double quotes sexy in all the locations identified in this comment				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6281		Mark RISON		204		3		C.3		127		61		E		Y		127.00		61		C.3												The MIB should be ASCII-only.  A76+A63		Use only ASCII characters in all the locations identified in this comment				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6282		Mark RISON		204		3		C.3		129		22		T		Y		129.00		22		C.3						Jason Lee						"may respond to two or more received Probe Request frames with a single Beacon or Probe Response frame addressed to the broadcast address" -- wouldn't it be desirable for it be allowed to respond with a broadcast Probe Response even if only one Probe Request was received?		Change "two or more" to "one or more"				TGai General														2014/10/21 15:54		TGai General

		6283		Mark RISON		204		3		C.3		129		22		T		Y		129.00		22		C.3						Jason Lee						"may respond to two or more received Probe Request frames with a single Beacon or Probe Response frame addressed to the broadcast address. Alternatively, the station may respond to one or more received Probe Request frames by omitting the response of the Probe Response frame and transmitting a Beacon frame at TBTT as the response."  This suggests an extra Beacon frame may be transmitted.  Furthermore Beacon frames cannot be guaranteed to be transmitted at TBTT (it's just a Target Beacon Transmission Time)		Change to "may respond to one or more Probe Request frames with a single Probe Response frame addressed to the broadcast address, or alternatively by not transmitting a Probe Response frame and instead letting the next Beacon frame be the response to the Probe Request frame(s)."				TGai General														2014/10/21 15:54		TGai General

		6284		Mark RISON		204		3		8.3.3.10		33		10		E		Y		33.00		10		8.3.3.10												There appears to be some spurious underline/change tracking. The reference given points at just one instance where this is the case.  There may be other instances.		Remove all spurious markup				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6285		Mark RISON		204		3		8.3.3		27		6		E		Y		27.00		6		8.3.3												The wording of the MMPDU frame body table rows is not consistent with the baseline.  The reference given is to the parent section heading		Make all of them say "The $blah element is [optionally] present if $whatever"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6286		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.169.1		43		1		E		Y		43.00		1		8.4.2.169.1												"1octet"		Change to "1 octet"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6287		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.178		50		19		E		Y		50.00		19		8.4.2.178						Jeongki Kim						"1octet"		Change to "1 octet"				TGai General														2014/10/21 16:23		EDITOR

		6288		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.8		85		18		E		Y		85.00		18		10.1.4.3.8						Jeongki Kim						The verb "retain" means to have the option of throwing away, but deciding to keep.  When the intended meaning is to keep up-to-date the correct verb is "maintain".  Certainly when talking of a list, the list is maintained, not retained.  The reference given points at just one instance.  Other instances are at the paragraph at 85.40, 85.49, 86.2, 98.30		Change the verb from "retain" to "maintain" at all the locations identified in this comment, and adjust the surrounding words accordingly				TGai General														2014/10/21 16:22		EDITOR

		6289		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.2.2		98		24		E		Y		98.00		24		10.45.2.2												This para is duplicated immediately below (without the spurious single comma)		Delete this para				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6290		Mark RISON		204		3		6.3.3.3.2		11		42		E		Y		11.00		42		6.3.3.3.2												"optionally present only if" -- what happens if not (mandatory? not present at all?).  "only" should be avoided since it often causes ambiguity		Change "only if" to "when"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6291		Mark RISON		204		3		6.3.3.3.2		12		41		E		Y		12.00		41		6.3.3.3.2												"33"?		Delete the "33"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6292		Mark RISON		204		3		6.3.3.3.2		12		39		T		Y		12.00		39		6.3.3.3.2						Xiaofei Wang						What does this "only" mean?		Delete the "only"				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6293		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.172		44		33		E		Y		44.00		33		8.4.2.172												"ESS (union of BSSs with the same SSID)" appears to be trying to define the term.  Either the definition is the same as the baseline definition, in which case it is useless, or it differs, in which case it is wrong.		Delete the parenthetical text				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6294		Mark RISON		204		3		8.6.3.83		70		50		E		Y		70.00		50		8.6.3.83												NOTEs should be followed with an em dash (but no spaces or colons etc.) and be in a smaller font.  The reference given points at just one instance.  Other instances are at 97.46, 99.11, 108.13, 108.65, 109.3		Fix the format to conform to IEEE 802.11 style				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6295		Mark RISON		204		3		3.2		3		40		T		Y		3.00		40		3.2						Not-Assigned						The definition of "FILS" fails to cover the "I"		Modify the definition to state that the scope of FILS is only initial link setup, and what that means (the PAR may be of help here)				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6296		Mark RISON		204		3		6.3.3.3.3		12		63		E		Y		12.00		63		6.3.3.3.3												MLME-CSCAN-STOP		Delete the first "C"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6297		Mark RISON		204		3								G		Y												Not-Assigned						If FILS is about initial link setup, then why does there need to be any discussion of SA caching?		Delete all material related to xxKSA caching				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6298		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.26		41		12		E		Y		41.00		12		8.4.2.26												"When dot11FILSActivated is true, the FILS Capability field value of 1 indicates the STA supports the FILS procedures. Otherwise the value of the FILS Capability field is 0." -- this wording is odd, because it confuses the MIB variable with the value being set (the value is set based on the MIB variable, but here it reads as if the meaning of 1 depends on whether the MIB variable is true)		Change the wording to follow the wording for other extended caps bits in the baseline				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6299		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.2		81		32		T		Y		81.00		32		10.1.4.3.2						Not-Assigned						"If dot11FILSActivated is true and" -- we know it's true because it's a FILS STA (about 10 lines above)		Delete "dot11FILSActivated is true and"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6300		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.4		82		57		E		Y		82.00		57		10.1.4.3.4												"STAs with dot11FILSActivated equal to true"		Change to "FILS STAs"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6301		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.4		82		57		T		Y		82.00		57		10.1.4.3.4						Not-Assigned						"STAs with dot11FILSActivated equal to true and the Probe Request frame contains a FILS Request Parameters element and the following criteria are met:"		This is garbled and needs to be cleaned up.  I assume it's trying to start off "If a FILS STA receives a Probe Request frame with a FILS Request Parameters element" but then I'm not sure what is intended if the following criteria are met (nor whether all of them or just one of them has to be met)				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6302		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.4		83		25		E		Y		83.00		25		10.1.4.3.4												"STA with dot11FILSActivated equal to true"		Change to "FILS STA"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6303		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.5		83		56		E		Y		83.00		56		10.1.4.3.5												"A STA in which dot11FILSActivated equal to false"		Change to "A non-FILS STA"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6304		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.5		84		18		E		Y		84.00		18		10.1.4.3.5												"the STA with dot11FILSActivated true"		Change to "a FILS STA"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6305		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.7		84		51		E		Y		84.00		51		10.1.4.3.7												"A STA in which dot11FILSActivated is true"		Change to "A FILS STA"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6306		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.7		84		55		E		Y		84.00		55		10.1.4.3.7												"A STA in which dot11FILSActivated is false"		Change to "A non-FILS STA"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6307		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.7		84		59		E		Y		84.00		59		10.1.4.3.7												"an AP with dot11FILSActivated true"		Change to "A FILS AP"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6308		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.7		84		64		E		Y		84.00		64		10.1.4.3.7												"If dot11FILSActivated is equal to true and if"		Delete "dot11FILSActivated is equal to true and if" and join to preceding para				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6309		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.8		85		18		E		Y		85.00		18		10.1.4.3.8						Jeongki Kim						"A non-AP STA with dot11FILSActivated true"		Change to "A FILS non-AP STA"				TGai General														2014/10/21 16:22		EDITOR

		6310		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.8		85		40		E		Y		85.00		40		10.1.4.3.8						Jeongki Kim						"An AP with dot11FILSActivated true"		Change to "A FILS AP"				TGai General														2014/10/21 16:22		EDITOR

		6311		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.8		85		52		E		Y		85.00		52		10.1.4.3.8						Jeongki Kim						"An AP with dot11FILSActivated true"		Change to "A FILS AP"				TGai General														2014/10/21 16:22		EDITOR

		6312		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.8		85		52		E		Y		85.00		52		10.1.4.3.8						Jeongki Kim						"STAs with dot11FILSActivated true"		Change to "FILS STAs"				TGai General														2014/10/21 16:22		EDITOR

		6313		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.8		85		59		E		Y		85.00		59		10.1.4.3.8						Jeongki Kim						"A non-AP STA with dot11FILSActivated true"		Change to "A FILS non-AP STA"				TGai General														2014/10/21 16:22		EDITOR

		6314		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.8		85		62		E		Y		85.00		62		10.1.4.3.8						Jeongki Kim						"A non-AP STA with dot11FILSActivated true"		Change to "A FILS non-AP STA"				TGai General														2014/10/21 16:22		EDITOR

		6315		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.8		86		1		E		Y		86.00		1		10.1.4.3.8						Jeongki Kim						"an AP with dot11FILSActivated true"		Change to "a FILS AP"				TGai General														2014/10/21 16:22		EDITOR

		6316		Mark RISON		204		3		10.3.1		86		47		T		Y		86.00		47		10.3.1						Not-Assigned						"A FILS STA that has dot11FILSImplemented equal to true and dot11FILSActivated equal to true" -- the first adjective already implies the latter two		Delete "that has dot11FILSImplemented equal to true and dot11FILSActivated equal to true"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6317		Mark RISON		204		3		10.44.8		96		24		E		Y		96.00		24		10.44.8												"dot11FILSActivated true"		Change to "a FILS AP"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6318		Mark RISON		204		3		10.44.8		96		24		E		Y		96.00		24		10.44.8												"Moreover, in"		Change to "In"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6319		Mark RISON		204		3		10.44.8		96		26		E		Y		96.00		26		10.44.8												"an AP with dot11FILSActivated true"		Change to "a FILS AP"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6320		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.1		96		1		T		Y		96.00		1		10.45.1						Not-Assigned						"A FILS non-AP STA operating with dot11FILSActivated set to TRUE"		Delete "operating with dot11FILSActivated set to TRUE"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6321		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.1		96		3		T		Y		96.00		3		10.45.1						Not-Assigned						"A FILS non-AP STA operating with dot11FILSActivated set to TRUE"		Delete "operating with dot11FILSActivated set to TRUE"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6322		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.1		96		4		T		Y		96.00		4		10.45.1						Not-Assigned						"A FILS non-AP STA operating with dot11FILSActivated set to TRUE"		Delete "operating with dot11FILSActivated set to TRUE"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6323		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.2.1		97		41		T		Y		97.00		41		10.45.2.1						Not-Assigned						"An AP supporting FILS Discovery in which dot11FILSActivated is equal to true"		Change to "A FILS AP supporting FILS Discovery"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6324		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.4		101		63		E		Y		101.00		63		10.45.4												"When dot11FILSActivated is true, an"		Change to "A FILS"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6325		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.5.1		102		57		E		Y		102.00		57		10.45.5.1												"An AP with dot11FILSActivated true"		Change to "A FILS AP"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6326		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.5.2		103		29		E		Y		103.00		29		10.45.5.2												"When a non-AP STA with dot11FILSActivated and"		Change to "When a FILS non-AP STA with"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6327		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.1		97				E		Y		97.00				10.45.1												"set to TRUE" (3 instances)		Change all the locations identified in this comment to "set to true"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6328		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.4.2		123		2		E		Y		123.00		2		11.11.2.4.2												"The STA install GTK and set key RSC"		Change to "The STA shall install the GTK and shall set the key RSC"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6329		Mark RISON		204		3								G		Y												Not-Assigned						There are mechanisms in clauses 6, 8 and 11 to transfer the GTK during FILS authentication.  However, there are no mechanisms to transfer the IGTK, if MFP is being used		Add material in all the clauses identified in this comment to allow the IGTK to be transferred during FILS authentication				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6330		Mark RISON		204		3		4.5.4.3		6		26		T		Y		6.00		26		4.5.4.3						Not-Assigned						There is always a controlled port in an RSNA.  From the baseline: "The first component is an IEEE Std 802.1X port access entity (PAE). PAEs are present on all STAs in an RSNA and control the forwarding of data to and from the medium access control (MAC)."		Revert the insertion of ", if one exists"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6331		Mark RISON		204		3		10.3.1		86		64		T		Y		86.00		64		10.3.1						Not-Assigned						"OCB" stands for "outside the context of a BSS", so a STA with dot11OCBActivated cannot also be doing FILS.  In fact, the preceding sentence says this explicitly: "A STA for which dot11OCBActivated is true does not use MAC sublayer authentication or association"		Delete this para				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6332		Mark RISON		204		3		10.3		86		33		T		Y		86.00		33		10.3						Not-Assigned						The purpose of the States in 10.3 is to define what kinds of frames may be sent when.  The introduction of a State 5 is not necessary.  The reference is to the encompassing subclause		Remove all references to State 5 (if there is some particular state FILS STAs need to have when authenticated but not associated, this should be covered in a different or new subclause)				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6333		Mark RISON		204		3		6.3.3.3.2		11		16		E		Y		11.00		16		6.3.3.3.2												There are still a few references to "FD frame"s.  The reference given points at just one of them.  Others are at 68.3, 79.28, 96.25		Change to "FILS Discovery frame" at all the locations identified in this comment				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6334		Mark RISON		204		3		10.3.3		90		7		E		Y		90.00		7		10.3.3												The FILS Discovery frame is not any more special or important than any other Public Action frame		Delete "(including FILS Discovery frame)"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6335		Mark RISON		204		3		10.3.3		89		6		E		Y		89.00		6		10.3.3												On what grounds is the NOTE being deleted?		Revert the deletion of the NOTE				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6336		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.2.1		97		3		E		Y		97.00		3		10.45.2.1												"all"		Delete "all"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6337		Mark RISON		204		3		4.10.7		8		22		E		Y		8.00		22		4.10.7												"in its Authentication frame transmitted"		Change to "in the Authentication frame it transmits"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6338		Mark RISON		204		3		4.10.7		8		23		T		Y		8.00		23		4.10.7						Xiaofei Wang						"FILS handshaking" -- what's that?		Add a definition of the term, or reword				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6339		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.5		84		18		T		Y		84.00		18		10.1.4.3.5						Jason Lee						"Probe Request frames addressed to individual or broadcast address" -- what else can they be addressed to?		Delete "addressed to individual or broadcast address"				TGai General														2014/10/21 15:54		TGai General

		6340		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.5		84		17		E		Y		84.00		17		10.1.4.3.5						Jason Lee						"any of Probe Request frames"		Delete "any of"				TGai General														2014/10/21 15:54		TGai General

		6341		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.5		84		20		T		Y		84.00		20		10.1.4.3.5						Jason Lee						"if" -- do all of them have to be met?  What if this is not the case?  Also, the second item should not have an "If", and ... there are other editorial issues (see proposed change)		Change to "if all of the following conditions are met, and shall transmit an individually addressed Probe Response frame otherwise:
a) The STA is transmitting Beacon frames
b) The next TBTT is within
dot11BeaconResponseWindow
b) The next TBTT is within the MaxChannelTime indicated in the FILS Request Parameters element of each Probe Request frame, if present
c) The Beacon frame contains all elements requested by the a Request element, if any.				TGai General														2014/10/21 15:54		TGai General

		6342		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.2		82		40		E		Y		82.00		40		10.1.4.3.2						Jason Lee						"MaxChannelTime" is the name of the MLME primitive parameter, not the name of the field in the element.  Ditto "MinChannelTime".  The reference given points at just one instance where this is not the case.  Other instances are at 82.41, 83.24, 83.28, 83.29, 84.17, 84.25, 84.26+A161		Change to "Max Channel Time" at all the locations identified in this comment				TGai General														2014/10/21 15:54		TGai General

		6343		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.5		84		18		T		Y		84.00		18		10.1.4.3.5						Jason Lee						It is not clear enough that no extra Beacon frame is transmitted.  This comment is intended to include the para at 84.31		Any "Beacon in response to Probe Requests" need to be just the Beacon due for transmission at the next TBTT, not an extra Beacon				TGai General														2014/10/21 15:54		TGai General

		6344		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.5		84		31		T		Y		84.00		31		10.1.4.3.5						Jason Lee						How does this differ from the previous (lettered) set of rules?		Delete this para, or make the difference clearer				TGai General														2014/10/21 15:54		TGai General

		6345		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.5		84		31		T		Y		84.00		31		10.1.4.3.5						Jason Lee						It needs to be clearer that if you get a bunch of probe responses which you can respond to with a single probe response or even the next beacon, but you also get other probe responses you can't respond to in this way, you can still use the single probe response/next beacon to respond to those for which this is permissible, and use individual probe responses for the rest.  At the moment it reads like an "all or nothing"		As it says in the comment				TGai General														2014/10/21 15:54		TGai General

		6346		Mark RISON		204		3		6.3.3.2.3		10		31		T		Y		10.00		31		6.3.3.2.3						Xiaofei Wang						"when [...] BSSID is individual MAC address" -- a BSSID can't be a group address		Delete "and BSSID is individual MAC address" (failing that, at least add some articles)				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6347		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.2		82		22		E		Y		82.00		22		10.1.4.3.2												Missing article		Add "an" before "individual"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6348		Mark RISON		204		3		3.2		3		56		E		Y		3.00		56		3.2												"FILS discovery"		Change to "FILS Discovery"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6349		Mark RISON		204		3		4.5.4		5		7		T		Y		5.00		7		4.5.4						Not-Assigned						Can FILS be used by DMG STAs?  The text suggests not		Reword to make it clear that DMG non-IBSS STAs can use FILS too.  Suitable text is available on demand from the commenter				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6350		Mark RISON		204		3		4.10.3.6.2		7		63		T		Y		7.00		63		4.10.3.6.2						Not-Assigned						What is a "raw (uncertified) public key"?  The baseline does not use either "raw" or "(un)certified" in the context of public keys.  The reference given points at just one of the 7 instances of this term		Add a definition in clause 3				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6351		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.176		48		26		E		Y		48.00		26		8.4.2.176												"public-key"		Change to "public key"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6352		Mark RISON		204		3		9.42		77		16		T		Y		77.00		16		9.42						Not-Assigned						"The general format of elements limits the size of each element to 255 octets." -- the size of the header has been ignored		Change to 257 or reword as "The general format of elements limits the size of the information carried in each element to 255 octets." (and change "data" to "information" throughout this and the next subclause)				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6353		Mark RISON		204		3		9.42		77		23		E		Y		77.00		23		9.42												"the result of the integer division of the length of the data by 255" -- use subclause 1.5 terminology		Change to "L size / 255 J" where L and J are the floor opening and closing symbols and add a new bullet "- L is the size of the information in octets"; delete line 55				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6354		Mark RISON		204		3		9.42		77		24		E		Y		77.00		24		9.42												"the length of the data modulo 255 is greater than 0" -- use subclause 1.5 terminology		Change to "L mod 255 > 0"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6355		Mark RISON		204		3		9.42		77		28		E		Y		77.00		28		9.42												"The length of the leading element shall be 255" -- what does this mean, exactly?		Change to "The leading element shall contain 255 octets of information"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6356		Mark RISON		204		3		9.42		77		28		E		Y		77.00		28		9.42												"is"		Change to "shall be"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6357		Mark RISON		204		3		9.42		77		30		E		Y		77.00		30		9.42												"and with a length of 255" -- what does this mean, exactly?		Change to ", with 255 octets of information"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6358		Mark RISON		204		3		9.42		77		31		E		Y		77.00		31		9.42												"are"		Change to "shall be"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6359		Mark RISON		204		3		9.42		77		32		E		Y		77.00		32		9.42												"that has a length equal to the length of the data modulo 255" -- what does this mean, exactly?		Change to "that contains L mod 255 octets of information"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6360		Mark RISON		204		3		9.42		77		58		E		Y		77.00		58		9.42												"Fragmented element"		Change to "Fragment element"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6361		Mark RISON		204		3		9.42		77		59		E		Y		77.00		59		9.42												"mod: Modulo 255 of L" -- use subclause 1.5 terminology		Change to "m: L mod 255" and change the "mod" at lines 44 and 50 to "m"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6362		Mark RISON		204		3		9.42		77		62		E		Y		77.00		62		9.42												"Modulo 255 of L" -- use subclause 1.5 terminology		Change to "L mod 255"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6363		Mark RISON		204		3		9.42		77				E		Y		77.00				9.42												Sizes not clear		Show with something like line 39 that the size of the four solid Data boxes on lines 45 and 50 is 255, and that the size of the two dashed Data boxes is m				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6364		Mark RISON		204		3		9.42		77				E		Y		77.00				9.42												Example needs to be referred to from the text		Refer to the example from the subclause, making it clear that this is an example where L is between 510 and 764				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6365		Mark RISON		204		3		9.43		78		11		E		Y		78.00		11		9.43												"Elements that have had their information fields fragmented" -- the information field has not been fragmented		Delete "fields"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6366		Mark RISON		204		3		9.43		78		12		E		Y		78.00		12		9.43												"chunk of data" -- this is in fact the Information field of the element		Change to "Information"; change "chunks of data" to "Information" on the next line too				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6367		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.185						E		Y						8.4.2.185												"Fragmented Data" is too vague.  The stuff which is being fragmented is information.  The referenced location is the primary one, but there are others (5 instances in total)		Change "Fragmented Data" to "Fragmented Information" throughout and make changes in 8.4.2.185 to refer to "information" rather than "data"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6368		Mark RISON		204		3		9.42		77		17		E		Y		77.00		17		9.42												"Data that is too large for a single element may be fragmented into a series of elements consisting of the original element into which the data would not fit, immediately followed by a number of Fragment elements." -- what does "original" mean here?		Delete "original"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6369		Mark RISON		204		3		9.42		77		17		T		Y		77.00		17		9.42						Not-Assigned						"may be fragmented" -- there's no choice here, since it won't fit otherwise		Change to "shall be fragmented"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6370		Mark RISON		204		3		9.42		77		34		T		Y		77.00		34		9.42						Not-Assigned						"A Fragment element shall not follow another element with length less than 255. A Fragment element shall not be fragmented." is a necessary consequence of the text above.  Normative statements should not be duplicated		Change to "NOTE---A Fragment element never follows an element with fewer than 255 octets of information. A Fragment element is never fragmented."				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6371		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.1		79		28		T		Y		79.00		28		10.1.4.1						Xiaofei Wang						"If dot11FILSActivated is true, the STA shall additionally scan for FILS Discovery (FD) frames, returning in the BSSDescriptionFromFDSet parameter all FILS Discovery frames of the scanned ESSs.The STA is not required to return a BSSDescriptionFromFDSet parameter for any BSS that produces a BSSDescriptionFromFDSet in this scan."  To me this reads as: you shall scan and return; you are not required to return for any which you find in scan!		Disentangle.  What are you required to return, and what are you allowed but not required to return?				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6372		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.3.1		118		1		E		Y		118.00		1		11.11.2.3.1												"Where", where used to define terms in an equation immediately above, needs to be lowercase.  The reference given points at just one instance where this is not the case.  Other instances are at 118.41, 119.28, 119.55, 121.25, 121.53		Change all the locations identified in this comment to "where" and remove any full stops at the end of the line above them				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6373		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.176		48		44		E		Y		48.00		44		8.4.2.176												"Where ..." is not only grammatically incorrect, but not the usual 802.11 style		Do the usual 802.11 thing where you have a table defining the values and their meanings (not forgetting all the reserved values) and just refer to that in the text				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6374		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.177		49		34		E		Y		49.00		34		8.4.2.177												"Where ..." is not only grammatically incorrect, but not the usual 802.11 style		Do the usual 802.11 thing where you have a table defining the values and their meanings (not forgetting all the reserved values) and just refer to that in the text				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6375		Mark RISON		204		3		6.3.3.3.1		10		54		T		Y		10.00		54		6.3.3.3.1						Not-Assigned						AT_END is only ever used in clause 6, not in clause 10		Add something in clause 10 to cover AT_END				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6376		Mark RISON		204		3		6.3.3.3.1		10		52		E		Y		10.00		52		6.3.3.3.1												".Confirm"		Change to ".confirm"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6377		Mark RISON		204		3		6.3.3.3.1		10		54		E		Y		10.00		54		6.3.3.3.1												"MLMESCAN.Confirm"		Change to "MLME-SCAN.confirm" (two fixes)				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6378		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.2		81		24		T		Y		81.00		24		10.1.4.3.2						Not-Assigned						"the scanning STA detects an unreported AP or information of the AP" -- what is "information of the AP"?		Change to "the scanning STA detects an AP for which a MLME-SCAN.confirm primitive has not been issued during the ongoing scan,"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6379		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.2		81		27		E		Y		81.00		27		10.1.4.3.2												"Result-Code"		Change to "ResultCode"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6380		Mark RISON		204		3		6.3.3.2.3		10		24		E		Y		10.00		24		6.3.3.2.3												"Result-Code" (note hard hyphen, not soft EOL hyphen)		Change to "ResultCode"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6381		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.173		46		58		E		Y		46.00		58		8.4.2.173												"MAC_SAP"		Change to "MAC SAP"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6382		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.173		46		59		E		Y		46.00		59		8.4.2.173												"MAC_SAP"		Change to "MAC SAP"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6383		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.179		53		16		E		Y		53.00		16		8.4.2.179												"(conditional)" -- this term is not (well, no longer) used in the baseline.  The referenced location is only one of the instances.  Other instances are 50.46 (3x), 53.17, 68.38, 68.47 (6x)		Change all the locations identified in this comment to "(optional)".  Also change "In the FILS indication element the following fields are marked as conditional and present based on FILS information field:" at 51.20 to "In the FILS Indication element the presence of the following fields is indicated in the FILS Information field:"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6384		Mark RISON		204		3		8.6.8.38		68		45		E		Y		68.00		45		8.6.8.38												Spurious blank cell		Delete the rightmost cell				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6385		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.179		53		17		T		Y		53.00		17		8.4.2.179						Not-Assigned						If the Subnet ID Token field is optional, its length is not always 2		Change "2" to "0 or 2"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6386		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.169.1		43		14		T		Y		43.00		14		8.4.2.169.1						Not-Assigned						"CRC-32" -- what's that?		Give a reference to the place where this is defined				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6387		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.4		102		12		E		Y		102.00		12		10.45.4												"CRC32"		Change to "CRC-32"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6388		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.4		102		17		T		Y		102.00		17		10.45.4						Not-Assigned						"CRC-32 is defined in 8.2.4.7 (Frame Body field)" -- err, no it isn't		Give a reference to the place where this is defined				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6389		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.4		102		18		T		Y		102.00		18		10.45.4						Not-Assigned						Are internationalised domain names lowercased?  How?		I suspect the answer has to be that yes, they are, once they are in their RFC 1035 form, but it would be worth having a NOTE to clarify this				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6390		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.179		51		20		E		Y		51.00		20		8.4.2.179												"FILS indication element"		Change to "FILS Indication element"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6391		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.179		53		25		E		Y		53.00		25		8.4.2.179												"FILS indication element"		Change to "FILS Indication element"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6392		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.184		62		29		E		Y		62.00		29		8.4.2.184												"Element"		Change to "element"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6393		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.184		62		30		E		Y		62.00		30		8.4.2.184												"Element"		Change to "element"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6394		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.5		84		29		E		Y		84.00		29		10.1.4.3.5												"Element Ids"		Change to "element IDs" (two fixes)				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6395		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.172		43		64		E		Y		43.00		64		8.4.2.172												"ANQP element" should have a hyphen.  The referenced location is only one of the instances.  Other instances are 66.11, 96.4, 96.8, 102.26 (which also has the case of element wrong)		Change all the locations identified in this comment to "ANQP-element"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6396		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.171		43		37		T		Y		43.00		37		8.4.2.171						Xiaofei Wang						"The format of the Association Timeout Info element is shown in Figure 8-x" -- there is no such figure		Add a Figure 8-x (this might be Figure 8-574a, but then the caption is wrong)				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6397		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.171		43		47		T		Y		43.00		47		8.4.2.171						Xiaofei Wang						"Figure 8-574a--TBTT Information Header subfield" -- that does not appear to be what the figure is about		Fix the caption				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6398		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.171		43		34		T		Y		43.00		34		8.4.2.171						Xiaofei Wang						The three fields in the Association Timeout Info element are not described		Add descriptions (canonical description for the first two)				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6399		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.183		60		6		E		Y		60.00		6		8.4.2.183												"4994, 5105"		Delete "4994, 5105"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6400		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.8		85		45		E		Y		85.00		45		10.1.4.3.8						Jeongki Kim						"element identifiers"		Change to "element IDs"				TGai General														2014/10/21 16:22		EDITOR

		6401		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.5		83		60		T		Y		83.00		60		10.1.4.3.5						Not-Assigned						"If dot11FILSActivated is equal to true and if the Request element of the Probe Request includes the Reduced Neighbor Report Request element ID," -- there might not be a Request element in the Preq		Change to "If dot11FILSActivated is equal to true and a Request element is present in the Probe Request and includes the Reduced Neighbor Report Request element ID,"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6402		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.175		48		20		E		Y		48.00		20		8.4.2.175												The FILS Session field is not described.  All fields in all elements are always described in clause 8 -- that's the primary aim of clause 8!		Add a description of the FILS Session field				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6403		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.176		48		53		E		Y		48.00		53		8.4.2.176												The FILS Public Key field is not described.  All fields in all elements are always described in clause 8 -- that's the primary aim of clause 8!		Add a description of the FILS Public Key field				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6404		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.177		49		42		E		Y		49.00		42		8.4.2.177												The Public Key Indicator field is not described.  All fields in all elements are always described in clause 8 -- that's the primary aim of clause 8!		Add a description of the Public Key Indicator field				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6405		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.169.1		41		46		E		Y		41.00		46		8.4.2.169.1												"0 or n" is useless (and furthermore, n is not defined).  3 instances at the referenced location		Change all three instances to "variable"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6406		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.186		63		17		E		Y		63.00		17		8.4.2.186												Field names should start with uppercases		Change to "PMKID Count" and change at 63.27 to "PMKID Count field" (2 fixes)				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6407		Mark RISON		204		3		B.4.3		125		21		E		Y		125.00		21		B.4.3												CF31 is already used by the baseline, so FILS can't have it.  The referenced location is only one of the instances.  There are 9		Change all instances to CF32				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6408		Mark RISON		204		3		B.4.3		125		21		T		Y		125.00		21		B.4.3						Not-Assigned						If something is plain O, it cannot be N/A		Delete the "[ ] N/A"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6409		Mark RISON		204		3		B.4.29						E		Y						B.4.29												The Boolean operators should be "AND" and "OR" in the PICS		Change all instances of "and" and "or" to "AND" and "OR" respectively in the penultimate column of the table				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6410		Mark RISON		204		3		B.4.29		126		18		T		Y		126.00		18		B.4.29						Not-Assigned						"FILS4:andnot FILS4.3:M" [sic] -- this means that this feature does not apply if FILS public key auth is not supported		Change the Status cell for FILS4.1, FILS4.2 and FILS4.3 to "FILS4:O.1"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6411		Mark RISON		204		3		3.2		3		60		T		Y		3.00		60		3.2						Not-Assigned						What is "network discovery" and how does it differ from "AP discovery"?  See also 64.49		Clarify				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6412		Mark RISON		204		3		3.2		3		60		E		Y		3.00		60		3.2												"AP/"		Delete the slash				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6413		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.173		46		51		E		Y		46.00		51		8.4.2.173												"400<micro>s"		Change to "400 <micro>s"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6414		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.2		82		42		E		Y		82.00		42		10.1.4.3.2												"is"		Change to "shall be"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6415		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.2.1		97		56		E		Y		97.00		56		10.45.2.1												"is"		Change to "shall be"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6416		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.4		102		5		T		Y		102.00		5		10.45.4						Not-Assigned						"The domain name is set to the domain as defined in IETF RFC 6696." -- exactly where is it to be so set?		Delete "set to"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6417		Mark RISON		204		3		4.10.3.6.1		14		7		T		Y		14.00		7		4.10.3.6.1						Not-Assigned						"802.11 Std Authentication frame" -- there ain't any other type.  The referenced location is only one of the instaces.  Other instances are 106.45, 120.58		Delete "802.11 Std" in all the locations identified in this comment				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6418		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.180		53		46		T		Y		53.00		46		8.4.2.180						Not-Assigned						"HLP frame" does not make sense, since a frame is an MPDU		Change "frame" to "packet"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6419		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.3.1		100		23		T		Y		100.00		23		10.45.3.1						Not-Assigned						"HLP frame" does not make sense, since a frame is an MPDU		Change "frame" to "packet"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6420		Mark RISON		204		3		8.3.3.11		35		6		E		Y		35.00		6		8.3.3.11												"FILSAuthentication Type"		Change to "FILS Authentication Type"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6421		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.179		53		1		E		Y		53.00		1		8.4.2.179												"The value of the Hashed Domain Name of the Domain Information field"		Change to "The value of the Hashed Domain Name field of the Domain Information entry" (2 fixes)				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6422		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.179		53		3		E		Y		53.00		3		8.4.2.179												"Hashed Domain Name"		Change to "hashed domain name"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6423		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.4		102		14		E		Y		102.00		14		10.45.4												"Hashed Domain Name"		Change to "hashed domain name"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6424		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.3.2		101		42		E		Y		101.00		42		10.45.3.2												>"1"<		Change to >1< (angle brackets used in this comment as quote marks)				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6425		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.3.2		101		45		E		Y		101.00		45		10.45.3.2												>"1"<		Change to >1< (angle brackets used in this comment as quote marks)				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6426		Mark RISON		204		3		6.3.5.3.2		15		19		T		Y		15.00		19		6.3.5.3.2						Not-Assigned						"Minimum Association Response timeout that the non-AP STA to be set to dot11AssociationResponseTimeOut" -- this makes no sense		Reword to make sense				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6427		Mark RISON		204		3		6.3.5.5.2		16		16		T		Y		16.00		16		6.3.5.5.2						Not-Assigned						"Minimum Association Response timeout that the non-AP STA to be set to dot11AssociationResponseTimeOut" -- this makes no sense		Reword to make sense				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6428		Mark RISON		204		3		6.3.5.3.2		14		58		E		Y		14.00		58		6.3.5.3.2												"TimeOut" is odd (the baseline does do it in some places, but this should not be encouraged).  The referenced location is only one of the instances.  Other instances are at 15.47, 15.19, 15.17		Change to "Timeout" in all locations identified in this comment				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6429		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.3		98		60		E		Y		98.00		60		10.45.3												"association/reassociation" -- the canonical form is "(re)association".  The referenced location is only one of the instances.  Other instances are 54.44, 54.46, 98.62, 99.34, 99.45, 99.48, 99.61, 100.3, 100.4, 100.7, 100.16, 100.21 (2x), 100.22, 100.24, 100.26, 100.52, 100.56, 126.40		Change to "(Re)Association" or "(re)association" (following the original case) in all locations identified in this comment, making sure any preceding article is correct too				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6430		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.3.1		99		33		E		Y		99.00		33		10.45.3.1												"an Association or a Reassociation" -- the canonical form is "(re)association"		Change to "a (Re)Association"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6431		Mark RISON		204		3		8.3.3.11		36		39		T		Y		36.00		39		8.3.3.11						Not-Assigned						Reassociation needs to be covered as well as association		Change "Association Response" to "(Re)Association Response"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6432		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.171		43		36		T		Y		43.00		36		8.4.2.171						Xiaofei Wang						Reassociation needs to be covered as well as association		Change "Association Response" to "(Re)Association Response"				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6433		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.3		99		16		E		Y		99.00		16		10.45.3												"frame"		Change to "frames"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6434		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.3.1		99		45		E		Y		99.00		45		10.45.3.1												"request"		Change to "Request"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6435		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.3.1		100		17		E		Y		100.00		17		10.45.3.1												"response"		Change to "Response"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6436		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.3.1		100		21		E		Y		100.00		21		10.45.3.1												"Association/Reassociation frame"		Change to "the frame"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6437		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.3.2		100		60		T		Y		100.00		60		10.45.3.2						Not-Assigned						Reassociation needs to be covered as well as association		Search for "association re" in this subclause and add "(re)" with the appropriate case in front (I find 9 instances where such a change is apparently needed)				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6438		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.4		119		3		T		Y		119.00		3		11.11.2.4						Not-Assigned						Reassociation needs to be covered as well as association		Search for "association re" in this subclause and add "(re)" with the appropriate case in front (I find 4 instances where such a change is apparently needed)				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6439		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.4.1		119		12		T		Y		119.00		12		11.11.2.4.1						Not-Assigned						Reassociation needs to be covered as well as association		Search for "association re" in this subclause and add "(re)" with the appropriate case in front (I find 8 instances where such a change is apparently needed)				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6440		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.4.2		121		3		T		Y		121.00		3		11.11.2.4.2						Not-Assigned						Reassociation needs to be covered as well as association		Search for "association re" in this subclause and add "(re)" with the appropriate case in front (I find 11 instances where such a change is apparently needed, including the subclause heading)				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6441		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.2.1		115		9		T		Y		115.00		9		11.11.2.2.1						Dan Harkins						What is a "FILS authentication response"?		Be specific about the Authentication frame(s) this is intended to refer to				TGai General														2014/10/20 14:25		TGai General

		6442		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.2.1		115		23		T		Y		115.00		23		11.11.2.2.1						Dan Harkins						What is an "Authentication response"?  Note the baseline defines the term "Authentication-Response" but (a) only for FT and (b) with a hyphen		Be specific about the Authentication frame(s) this is intended to refer to				TGai General														2014/10/20 14:25		TGai General

		6443		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.2.1		115		58		T		Y		115.00		58		11.11.2.2.1						Dan Harkins						What is an "Authentication response"?  Note the baseline defines the term "Authentication-Response" but (a) only for FT and (b) with a hyphen		Be specific about the Authentication frame(s) this is intended to refer to				TGai General														2014/10/20 14:25		TGai General

		6444		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.2.1		115		22		T		Y		115.00		22		11.11.2.2.1						Dan Harkins						What is an "Authentication request"?  Note the baseline defines the term "Authentication-Request" but (a) only for FT and (b) with a hyphen.  The references on p. 97 are too hidden		Be specific about the Authentication frame(s) this is intended to refer to				TGai General														2014/10/20 14:25		TGai General

		6445		Mark RISON		204		3		10.3.4.3		92		58		T		Y		92.00		58		10.3.4.3						Not-Assigned						What are the "the FILS authentication elements"?		Be specific about the elements this intended to refer to				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6446		Mark RISON		204		3		8.3.3.11		36		26		E		Y		36.00		26		8.3.3.11												"[13/1514r1]"		Delete "[13/1514r1]"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6447		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.5		102		42		T		Y		102.00		42		10.45.5						Not-Assigned						What is the incentive for a non-AP STA to use DILS?		Either provide evidence that DILS is to a STA's benefit even if other STAs don't implement DILS (such a claim was made during D2.0 comment resolution -- see http://www.ieee802.org/11/email/stds-802-11-tgai/msg00810.html -- but the evidence was never provided despite repeated requests) or get rid of the DILS feature				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6448		Mark RISON		204		3		11.6.2		109		40		E		Y		109.00		40		11.6.2												"00-0F-AC" (2 instances)		Add a colon immediately after both instances				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6449		Mark RISON		204		3		11.6.2		109		48		E		Y		109.00		48		11.6.2												"00-0F-AC" (2 instances)		Add a colon immediately after both instances				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6450		Mark RISON		204		3		11.6.2		109		56		E		Y		109.00		56		11.6.2												"00-0F-AC" (2 instances)		Add a colon immediately after both instances				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6451		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.24.3		40		58		E		Y		40.00		58		8.4.2.24.3												There is no such thing as "SHA384" (see FIPS PUB 180-3)		Change to "SHA-384"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6452		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.3		117		50		E		Y		117.00		50		11.11.2.3												There is no such thing as "SHA384" (see FIPS PUB 180-3)		Change to "SHA-384"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6453		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.24.3		40		52		E		Y		40.00		52		8.4.2.24.3												There is no such thing as "SHA256" (see FIPS PUB 180-3)		Change to "SHA-256"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6454		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.3		117		49		E		Y		117.00		49		11.11.2.3												There is no such thing as "SHA256" (see FIPS PUB 180-3)		Change to "SHA-256"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6455		Mark RISON		204		3		8.3						E		Y						8.3												There are many failures to adhere to the existing style of MMPDU field descriptions in tables (e.g. "The X element is present if ...")		Align with baseline.  During D2.0 comment resolution I asked for an editable version of the relevant subclause so I could mark up the changes, but this was not provided in time				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6456		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.3.1		100		12		T		Y		100.00		12		10.45.3.1						Not-Assigned						"the HLP MSDU field" -- what field is this referring to?		Refer to a specific field of a specific element (or whatever it is that has this field)				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6457		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.1		39		61		E		Y		39.00		61		8.4.2.1												"element"		Delete "element"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6458		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.1		39		3		T		Y		39.00		3		8.4.2.1						Not-Assigned						FILS is asking for 13 elements.  This seems excessive		Combine elements which don't need their own ID for a clear purpose (e.g. because they need to be specifically Requested) into a single ID with a sub-ID				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6459		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.169.1		41		41		E		Y		41.00		41		8.4.2.169.1												"TBTT Information field" (3 instances).  The word "field" does not appear in figures showing fields		Delete all three instances of "field"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6460		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.173		44		54		E		Y		44.00		54		8.4.2.173												"MAX"		Change to "Max"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6461		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.181.1		55		9		E		Y		55.00		9		8.4.2.181.1												"(present if indicated by IP address request control)" (2 instances)		Change both instances to "(optional)"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6462		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.183		60		50		E		Y		60.00		50		8.4.2.183												Weird vertical bar		Remove the weird vertical bar				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6463		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.181.1		55		27		E		Y		55.00		27		8.4.2.181.1												The two "request type" fields are never referred to elsewhere		Use the names rather than the bit numbers in the tables immediately below				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6464		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.181.1		55		42		T		Y		55.00		42		8.4.2.181.1						Not-Assigned						b0 is required to be 1, so why not just reserve it instead?		Mark b0 as reserved and remove it from the table				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6465		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.181.1		56		1		T		Y		56.00		1		8.4.2.181.1						Not-Assigned						How does a STA indicate it doesn't want an IPv4 address at all?		Add something to allow this to be signalled (perhaps using the otherwise useless b0)				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6466		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.181.1		56		1		T		Y		56.00		1		8.4.2.181.1						Not-Assigned						b2 is required to be 1, so why not just reserve it instead?		Mark b2 as reserved and remove it from the table				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6467		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.181.1		55		42		T		Y		55.00		42		8.4.2.181.1						Not-Assigned						How does a STA indicate it doesn't want an IPv6 address at all?		Add something to allow this to be signalled (perhaps using the otherwise useless b2)				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6468		Mark RISON		204		3		3.2		3		62		T		Y		3.00		62		3.2						Not-Assigned						"Link setup might involve more than one AP in an extended service set (ESS)." -- what does this mean?		Delete this sentence (at least one instance of it was killed in D2.0 comment resolution)				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6469		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.169.1		42		20		T		Y		42.00		20		8.4.2.169.1						Not-Assigned						Deleting "Its value is 0. Values 1, 2, and 3 are reserved." leaves the field undefined.		Revert the deletion of these sentences				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6470		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.169.1		42		36		E		Y		42.00		36		8.4.2.169.1												"When the value of TBTT Information Length is 1, the TBTT Information field contains the TBTT Offset subfield. When the value of TBTT Information Length is 7 or 11, the TBTT Information field contains the TBTT Offset and the BSSID subfields. If the TBTT Information Length subfield is 5 or 11, the Short-SSID subfield is included in TBTT Information field to indicate the Short-SSID of a neighbor AP. Other values are reserved."		Make this into a table (this will also fix the missing "field"s and so on).  Also check this resolution is compatible with that which was adopted by TGmc for 11mc/D3.0 comment resolution in the same area				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6471		Mark RISON		204		3		8.6.8.38		71		4		E		Y		71.00		4		8.6.8.38												"BSSoperating"		Change to "BSS operating"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6472		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.169.1		42		44		T		Y		42.00		44		8.4.2.169.1						Not-Assigned						"Operating Class field is 1 octet in length and indicates the band and bandwidth of the primary channel" -- well, maybe it does, but usually what's more interesting is the BSS operating width		Just say it defines the operating class for the BSS, or words to that effect (see what the baselines says in such contexts)				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6473		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.2.1		97		46		E		Y		97.00		46		10.45.2.1												"NOTE: FILS is only supported in non-DMG infrastructure BSS. FILS is not supported
in IBSS, PBSS, or MBSS." -- we heard you first time (96.62)		Delete the cited text				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6474		Mark RISON		204		3		8.6.8.38		71		27		E		Y		71.00		27		8.6.8.38												"Nss Subfield" -- there is no such subfield (and the S should be lowercase)		Change to "Number of Spatial Streams subfield"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6475		Mark RISON		204		3		8.6.8.38		71		5		E		Y		71.00		5		8.6.8.38												"Subfield"		Change to "subfield"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6476		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.3.1		117		62		T		Y		117.00		62		11.11.2.3.1						Dan Harkins						What is "Hash"?		Add a description in the "where" immediately below				TGai General														2014/10/20 14:26		TGai General

		6477		Mark RISON		204		3								G		Y												Not-Assigned						What is the justification for renaming reduced neighbour reports to short neighbour reports?  And if you're going to do this you need to be absolutely sure you've caught every single instance in the baseline.
For example, you've missed "Reduced Neighbor AP Report element" (which admittedly shouldn't have the "AP").  Also space missing at 79.42.  And what's "Reduced Neighbor Report Request element ID"?  There is no such element ID.  Actually once you get to about there in the document the effort to rename reduced to short seems to have been abandoned!		Revert the partial change from "Reduced" to "Short"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6478		Mark RISON		204		3		8.3.3.5		28		24		E		Y		28.00		24		8.3.3.5												"The FILS IP Address Assignment element
is optionally" has increased font size from F to the penultimate o.  The row above is similarly suspect		Make the font size the same everywhere				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6479		Mark RISON		204		3		8.3.3.6		29		13		E		Y		29.00		13		8.3.3.6												"r
FILS Public Key authentication"		Change to "FILS public key authentication" (two fixes)				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6480		Mark RISON		204		3		8.3.3.5		28		12		E		Y		28.00		12		8.3.3.5												"a
FILS public key authentication"		Change to "FILS public key authentication"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6481		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.177		49		3		E		Y		49.00		3		8.4.2.177												"FILS Public Key authentication"		Change to "FILS public key authentication"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6482		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.3.1		118		11		E		Y		118.00		11		11.11.2.3.1												"FILS Public Key authentication"		Change to "FILS public key authentication"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6483		Mark RISON		204		3		8.3.3.11		35		14		E		Y		35.00		14		8.3.3.11												"Table 8-44 (Presence of
fields and elements in
Authentication frames)." is not what all the other rows look like		Follow the standard format ("The FILS Nonce element is present ...")				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6484		Mark RISON		204		3		8.3.3.11		35		42		E		Y		35.00		42		8.3.3.11												"in FILS Authentication"		Change to "in FILS Authentication frames"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6485		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.3.1		118				E		Y		118.00				11.11.2.3.1												"FILS Shared Key authentication" (3 instances on this page)		Change all three instances to "FILS shared key authentication"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6486		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.3.1		118		7		E		Y		118.00		7		11.11.2.3.1												"is"		Change to "if"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6487		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.3.1		118		21		E		Y		118.00		21		11.11.2.3.1												"irretrievably destroy".  The referenced location is only one of the instances.  Other instances are at 120.57, 122.58, 122.60		Change all instances identified in this comment to "irretrievably delete"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6488		Mark RISON		204		3		8.3.3.11		36				E		Y		36.00				8.3.3.11												"FILS Authentication type" (4 instances on this page)		Change all instances identified in this comment to "FILS Authentication Type"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6489		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.2.1		113		60		E		Y		113.00		60		11.11.2.2.1												"FILS Authentication type".  The referenced location is only one of the instances.  Other instances are at 116.38, 116.65		Change all instances identified in this comment to "FILS Authentication Type field"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6490		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.1.58		37		63		E		Y		37.00		63		8.4.1.58												"exchange, either with PFS or without PFS" -- it also indicates shared v. public key		Delete ", either with PFS or without PFS"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6491		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.1.59		38		38		E		Y		38.00		38		8.4.1.59												"The nonce data is 16 octets in length and contains randomly generated data."		Change to "The FILS Nonce field contains randomly generated data."				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6492		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.1		40		17		E		Y		40.00		17		8.4.2.1												"the previous Fragment element" -- which one is that?		Change to "another Fragment element"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6493		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.26		41		12		T		Y		41.00		12		8.4.2.26						Not-Assigned						"When dot11FILSActivated is true, the FILS Capability field value of 1 indicates the STA supports the FILS procedures. Otherwise the value of the FILS Capability field is 0." -- no, the field indicates whether the STA supports FILS		Change to "The STA sets the FILS Capability field to 1 when dot11FILS Activated is true and sets it to 0 otherwise."				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6494		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.169.1		43		8		E		Y		43.00		8		8.4.2.169.1												"If the TBTT Information Length subfield is 7 or 11, the BSSID subfield is included in TBTT Information field to indicate the BSSID of a neighbor AP. If the TBTT Information Length subfield is 5 or 11, the Short-SSID subfield is included in TBTT Information field to indicate the Short-SSID of a neighbor AP."  This has already been stated at 42.37		Delete the cited text				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6495		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.172		44		25		T		Y		44.00		25		8.4.2.172						Not-Assigned						"CAG Version is always positive, therefore a value of zero in this field will be neglected by the receiving STA." -- exactly what is the behaviour expected by "neglected", and why is this in clause 8 anyway?		Use standard terminology like "A CAG Number element with a CAG Version field equal to 0 shall be ignored" and move it to clause 10				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6496		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.173		46		48		T		Y		46.00		48		8.4.2.173						Jason Lee						"~"		Change to "to"; also delete "A" and change "value" to "values"				TGai General														2014/10/21 15:54		TGai General

		6497		Mark RISON		204		3								E		Y																		"Criteria" is plural, but the "FILS Criteria", "OUI Response Criteria", "BSS Delay Criteria", "PHY Support Criteria", "Delay criteria", "delay criteria" only involve a single criterion		Change to refer to "criterion" for all the instances of the cited terms (about 40 instances)				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6498		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.173		46		41		E		Y		46.00		41		8.4.2.173						Jason Lee						This should be a table		Make it into a table, and just refer to the table				TGai General														2014/10/21 15:54		TGai General

		6499		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.173		46		64		E		Y		46.00		64		8.4.2.173												"The receiver of Probe Request frame responds,
if" -- this is behaviour, not format		Move to clause 10				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6500		Mark RISON		204		3								G		Y												Not-Assigned						It is not clear which elements can be fragmented.  Some elements "may" be fragmented, but there is nothing to say other elements shall not be.  Didn't we once agree to have a column in the Element IDs table to indicate fragmentability?  In fact, yes we did -- see resolution of CID 4744		Add a column to the Element IDs table to show whether the element may be fragmented, and remove the bits of text scattered around which says that this or that element may be fragmented

In other words, actually implement the agreed resolution for CID 4744				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6501		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.179		51		48		E		Y		51.00		48		8.4.2.179												"pubic key" -- this is probably illegal in many jurisdictions		Change to "public key"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6502		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.179		53		26		E		Y		53.00		26		8.4.2.179												"Figure XX" -- which one is that?		Put in the right reference				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6503		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.179		53		27		E		Y		53.00		27		8.4.2.179												"Table 9-221k" -- there is no such table		Put in the right reference				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6504		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.180		54		1		T		Y		54.00		1		8.4.2.180						Not-Assigned						"If the length of the HLP Packet field is less than or equal to 243 octets, the value of the Length field is 12 plus the length of HLP Packet field. If the length of HLP Packet field is larger than 243 octets, the value of the Length field is 255 (see 9.42 (Element fragmentation) and 9.43 (Element defragmentation))."  is at best useless		Delete the cited text				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6505		Mark RISON		204		3		8.3.3.11		34		12		E		Y		34.00		12		8.3.3.11												"FILS authentication frames"		Change to "FILS Authentication frames"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6506		Mark RISON		204		3		8.3.3.11		36		39		E		Y		36.00		39		8.3.3.11												"1TU"		Change to "1 TU"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6507		Mark RISON		204		3		8.3.3.11		36		39		T		Y		36.00		39		8.3.3.11						Not-Assigned						"if AP expects time to transmit Association Response exceeds 1TU"		Change to "if the AP expects that the Association Response will be transmitted more than 1 TU after the Association Request"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6508		Mark RISON		204		3		3.1		3		17		E		Y		3.00		17		3.1												"Authentication Server" should have initial caps.  The referenced location is only one of the instances where this is not the case.  Other instances are 111.58, 112.30, 112.39, 114.53		Change all locations identified in this comment to "Authentication Server"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6509		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.1.9		37		23		E		Y		37.00		23		8.4.1.9												"Unknown"		Change to "unknown"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6510		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.2.1		114		56		E		Y		114.00		56		11.11.2.2.1												"Unknown"		Change to "unknown"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6511		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.1		39		9		T		Y		39.00		9		8.4.2.1						Not-Assigned						Unless there are really good reasons for this, all elements should be extensible, for forward compatibility		Put "Yes" in all the right-most cells in the table, except the first (and the one which already has "Yes")				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6512		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.183		60		6		E		Y		60.00		6		8.4.2.183												There is no reason to define a "FILSC Information" field.  The subfields it contains can just be fields of the DILS element		Do as it says in the comment.  Locations to change are 60.6, 60.22, 60.25, 60.43, 60.38, 102.58, 103.31, 103.38				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6513		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.169.1		43		1		T		Y		43.00		1		8.4.2.169.1						Not-Assigned						"The TBTT Offset in TUs subfield is 1octet in length and when included in a Probe Response frame or FILS Discovery frame indicates the offset in TUs, rounded down to the nearest TU, to next TBTT of an AP from the immediately prior TBTT of the AP that transmits this element. and. When included in a Beacon frame, it indicates the offset in TUs, rounded down to the nearest TU, to the next TBTT of an AP from the TBTT of the Beacon frame in which it is included." -- I don't understand the difference between the Beacon and other two cases.  Note the TBTT is the target (i.e. notional) time, not the actual time; it does not change depending on when the Beacon was sent		If TBTTs are really intended throughout, then it boils down to "The subfield contains the Beacon Interval", which is not very useful.  So maybe the times are between the last actual transmission time of a Beacon and the next TBTT?  If so, make it say that, i.e. just say "The TBTT Offset in TUs subfield is 1 octet in length and indicates the time in TUs between the current or last Beacon transmission and the next TBTT."

Actually, I *still* don't get this.  The combination of the Timestamp and the Beacon Interval enables a receiver to know exactly when the next TBTT is.  So what's the point of this field?				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6514		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.172		44		22		E		Y		44.00		22		8.4.2.172												"or InfoID" -- wozzat?		Delete "or InfoID"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6515		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.172		44		29		E		Y		44.00		29		8.4.2.172												"CAG Version Number"		Change to "CAG Version field"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6516		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.4.23		67		6		E		Y		67.00		6		8.4.4.23												"CAG Version Number"		Change to "CAG Version"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6517		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.4.23		67		21		E		Y		67.00		21		8.4.4.23												"CAG Version"		Change to "CAG Version field"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6518		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.173		46		51		T		Y		46.00		51		8.4.2.173						Not-Assigned						The Max Delay Limit field needs to be reserved if no BSS Delay criterion applies		Add words to say that Max Delay Limit shall not be present if FILS Criteria is not present or BSS Delay Criteria [sic] is not in use				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6519		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.173		47		15		E		Y		47.00		15		8.4.2.173						Jason Lee						"Max Channel Time of the MLME-SCAN.request" -- what of the what?		"MaxChannelTime parameter of the MLME-SCAN.request primitive"				TGai General														2014/10/21 15:54		TGai General

		6520		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.173		47		18		E		Y		47.00		18		8.4.2.173						Jason Lee						"since it contains the value of Max Channel Time as shown in Figure 10-3b (Active scanning when a non-DMG STA transmits Probe Request to individual address)." is quite superfluous here		Delete the cited text				TGai General														2014/10/21 15:54		TGai General

		6521		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.176		48		52		T		Y		48.00		52		8.4.2.176						Not-Assigned						Values >3 for the Key Type are undefined		Add "4-255: Reserved"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6522		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.177		49		41		T		Y		49.00		41		8.4.2.177						Not-Assigned						Values >3 for the Key Type are undefined		Add "4-255: Reserved"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6523		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.177		49		7		E		Y		49.00		7		8.4.2.177												"inferred"		Change to "implied" or "to be inferred"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6524		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.177		49		9		E		Y		49.00		9		8.4.2.177												"Figure 8-401zzz" -- no such figure		Put in the right reference				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6525		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.178		50		19		E		Y		50.00		19		8.4.2.178						Jeongki Kim						"The AP-CSN field is 1octet in length and is defined as an unsigned integer initialized during AP initialization, to a random integer value in the range of 0, 255. The AP-CSN contains the version number of the AP configuration information set. This value increments"		Change to "The AP-CSN field is 1 octet in length and contains the version number of the AP configuration information set.  The starting value is undefined.  The AP-CSN value increments"				TGai General														2014/10/21 16:23		EDITOR

		6526		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.179		51		23		E		Y		51.00		23		8.4.2.179												"FILS information"		Change to "the FILS Information field" (2 fixes)				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6527		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.179		52		2		E		Y		52.00		2		8.4.2.179												"number of domains"		Change to "Number of Domains field" (2 fixes)				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6528		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.179		52		33		E		Y		52.00		33		8.4.2.179												"entry"		Change to "field"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6529		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.179		52		8		E		Y		52.00		8		8.4.2.179												This table is gross overkill, especially given all the other things in the document which would be much better as tables		Get rid of this table and just say it in the para at 52.8				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6530		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.179		51		58		E		Y		51.00		58		8.4.2.179												There is nothing about the Public Key Information Type subfield except that it is set to 0 for some values of the FILS Security Type subfield		Describe the subfield				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6531		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.179		53		12		E		Y		53.00		12		8.4.2.179												"Subnet-ID"		Replace the hyphen with a space				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6532		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.180		53		47		E		Y		53.00		47		8.4.2.180												"might"		Change to "may"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6533		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.3.1		99		25		T		Y		99.00		25		10.45.3.1						Not-Assigned						What exactly are the allowed MSDU formats?  More specifically, is any particular LLC/SNAP format required?  Are things like .1Q allowed?		Clarify				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6534		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.180		53		48		E		Y		53.00		48		8.4.2.180												"if dot11FILSActivated is true" -- what is the scope of this (e.g. only the last frame in the list?)		Reword to make this clear				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6535		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.181		54		28		E		Y		54.00		28		8.4.2.181												"if dot11FILSActivated is true" -- what is the scope of this (e.g. only the last frame in the list?)		Reword to make this clear				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6536		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.181.1		55		27		T		Y		55.00		27		8.4.2.181.1						Not-Assigned						A STA might want to use a specific IP version for access to a DNS server		Make the "DNS Server Address Request" field into separate "IPv4" and "IPv6" fields (and make it clear this refers to the server address not to the type of addresses the server returns!)				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6537		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.4.20		64		62		E		Y		64.00		62		8.4.4.20												If a field is optional, its length is not fixed		Change the last "2" to "0 or 2"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6538		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.181.2		56		62		E		Y		56.00		62		8.4.2.181.2												If a field is optional, its length is not fixed		Add "0 or" before the lengths of all the fields shown as "(optional)" in Figure 8-574s				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6539		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.181.2		56		43		T		Y		56.00		43		8.4.2.181.2						Not-Assigned						TTL does not need 16 octets		Change "16" to "1"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6540		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.181.2		56		61		E		Y		56.00		61		8.4.2.181.2												"The IP Address Response Control field's 8 bits (8 subfields) are interpreted as follows:" -- I don't need to be told about the size again, and I don't need interpretation I need definition		Change to more standard terminology ("The format of the foo field is shown in")				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6541		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.181.2		56		58		T		Y		56.00		58		8.4.2.181.2						Not-Assigned						"The value of the IP Address Response Control field is defined in Table 8-257g (IP Address Response Control field with B0 = 0) and Table 8-257h (IP Address Response Control Field with B0 = 1)." -- OK, but what does B0 indicate?  The tables are of no help (both say "An AP sets IP address assignment pending subfield to [0/1] if an IP address is included in the frame:")		Add an explanation of what this bit indicates.  In turn, get rid of the "Value" column of the Tables				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6542		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.181.2		57		12		T		Y		57.00		12		8.4.2.181.2						Not-Assigned						"An AP sets IPv4 Assigned subfield to 1 if Assigned" makes no sense		Add some words to make it make sense				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6543		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.181.2		58		1		T		Y		58.00		1		8.4.2.181.2						Not-Assigned						This seems to duplicate the information in the first of the two tables above		Delete (after making sure there's nothing here which isn't also in the table)				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6544		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.181.2		57		14		T		Y		57.00		14		8.4.2.181.2						Not-Assigned						"An AP sets IPv4 Gateway subfield" -- no such subfield		Change to "the IPv4 Gateway Included subfield"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6545		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.181.2		57		23		T		Y		57.00		23		8.4.2.181.2						Not-Assigned						"An AP sets IPv6 Gateway subfield" -- no such subfield		Change to "the IPv6 Gateway Included subfield"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6546		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.181.2		57		4		E		Y		57.00		4		8.4.2.181.2												"Bit Field" is not 802.11 style		Use 802.11 style to give bit positions				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6547		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.181.2		57		47		E		Y		57.00		47		8.4.2.181.2												"Bit Field" is not 802.11 style		Use 802.11 style to give bit positions				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6548		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.181.2		57		20		T		Y		57.00		20		8.4.2.181.2						Not-Assigned						"Prefix Length" -- no such field		Change to "IPv6 Prefix Length"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6549		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.181.2		57		30		T		Y		57.00		30		8.4.2.181.2						Not-Assigned						"the IPv4" what?		Change to "the assigned IPv4 address"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6550		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.181.2		57		38		T		Y		57.00		38		8.4.2.181.2						Not-Assigned						"the IPv6" what?		Change to "the assigned IPv6 address"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6551		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.181.2		57		28		T		Y		57.00		28		8.4.2.181.2						Not-Assigned						"Time to Live for IPv4" -- no such field		Change to "TTL for IPv4 field" (2 fixes)				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6552		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.181.2		57		35		T		Y		57.00		35		8.4.2.181.2						Not-Assigned						"Time to Live for IPv6" -- no such field		Change to "TTL for IPv6 field" (2 fixes)				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6553		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.181.2		57		30		T		Y		57.00		30		8.4.2.181.2						Not-Assigned						"assumed to be valid" -- well, let's not make assumptions, let's make statements		Delete "assumed to be"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6554		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.181.2		57		38		T		Y		57.00		38		8.4.2.181.2						Not-Assigned						"assumed to be valid" -- well, let's not make assumptions, let's make statements		Delete "assumed to be"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6555		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.181.2		57		55		T		Y		57.00		55		8.4.2.181.2						Not-Assigned						What is the meaning of 0?		Use 0 to signal "don't know" or "more than 63 s"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6556		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.181.2		57		27		E		Y		57.00		27		8.4.2.181.2												"TTL IPv4 included"		Change both instances to "TTL IPv4 Included"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6557		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.181.2		57		34		E		Y		57.00		34		8.4.2.181.2												"TTL IPv4 included"		Change both instances to "TTL IPv4 Included"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6558		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.181.2		57		55		E		Y		57.00		55		8.4.2.181.2												"IP address request timeout"		Change both instances to "IP Address Request Timeout"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6559		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.181.2		57		1		T		Y		57.00		1		8.4.2.181.2						Not-Assigned						Table 8-257g says that various things are set to 1 if X and Y are included in the element, but does not say that either both shall be included or neither		Add some words to that effect				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6560		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.181.2		57		44		T		Y		57.00		44		8.4.2.181.2						Not-Assigned						Table 8-257h does not state which fields are present in the element in this case		Add some words to specify this (presumably the answer is that none of the optional fields are present)				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6561		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.181.2		56		15		E		Y		56.00		15		8.4.2.181.2												This subclause is extremely sloppy: missing "bit"/"field"/"subfield"s, incorrect capitalisation, confusion of the field name and what it contains, etc.  Other comments try to address some of them, but some have almost certainly been missed in the fog of war		Beat it into shape!				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6562		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.181.2		57		44		T		Y		57.00		44		8.4.2.181.2						Not-Assigned						It is not clear whether if B0 = 1 in IP Address Response Control then the DNS fields are necessarily absent		Add words to say that in this case the subfields in the DNS Info Control field are all 0 and the corresponding fields are absent				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6563		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.181.2		57		44		T		Y		57.00		44		8.4.2.181.2						Not-Assigned						It is not clear whether if B0 = 1 in IP Address Response Control then the timeout also applies to the provision of DNS information (if requested)		Either say it does, or provide an additional timeout for DNS information				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6564		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.183		59		65		T		Y		59.00		65		8.4.2.183						Not-Assigned						"attempt initial link setup" -- what does this mean?  Is this intended to cover non-fast ILS?		Either add "fast" or define the term "initial link setup"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6565		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.183		60		1		E		Y		60.00		1		8.4.2.183												"the Beacon, and Probe Response frame"		Change to "Beacon and Probe Response frames" (3 fixes)				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6566		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.183		60		19		T		Y		60.00		19		8.4.2.183						Not-Assigned						"ending after the FILS Time elapses."  What does this mean?  How can a field elapse?		Change to say something like "time interval to which this element applies, starting from the time the frame containing this element was transmitted"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6567		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.183		61		7		T		Y		61.00		7		8.4.2.183						Not-Assigned						What do the "FILS User Priority Bit<n>" subfields indicate?		Add some words to describe them (there are some vague hints in clause 10)				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6568		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.5.2		103		52		T		Y		103.00		52		10.45.5.2						Not-Assigned						I am never entirely sure a MAC address has more or less significant bits, and in any case the conversion to a sequence of octets always results in confusion		At the very least add a NOTE to explain what is intended by "the last 5 LSBs of its MAC address"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6569		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.183		60		35		E		Y		60.00		35		8.4.2.183												"0 or variable length" is useless		Change to "variable" (2 fixes)				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6570		Mark RISON		204		3		8.6.8.32		69		8		T		Y		69.00		8		8.6.8.32						Xiaofei Wang						"Length" is a poor name and not the name used elsewhere (e.g. 70.4)		Change to "SSID Length"				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6571		Mark RISON		204		3								G		Y												Not-Assigned						"FILS Discovery frame Control"		Change to "FILS Discovery Frame Control" throughout (7 instances including cross-references)				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6572		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.185		62		63		T		Y		62.00		63		8.4.2.185						Not-Assigned						"for a block of data" -- what block of data?		Change to "for a fragmented element"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6573		Mark RISON		204		3								G		Y												Not-Assigned						There are millions of failures to conform to 802.11 style (capitalisation, use of term field/subfield/element/parameter/primitive, etc.).  Other comments try to address a few of them, but many others exist		Ask an 802.11m editor for advice				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6574		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.4.20		65		1		E		Y		65.00		1		8.4.4.20												Just use the standard wording		Replace the two paras with "The Info ID and Length fields are defined in 8.4.4.1 (General)."				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6575		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.4.20		65		32		T		Y		65.00		32		8.4.4.20						Not-Assigned						"List ANQP-element declares that" -- what is a "List ANQP-element"?  Is this some cut and paste error?		Delete the para?  Hm, but the second sentence at least seems valid				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6576		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.4.21		65		64		E		Y		65.00		64		8.4.4.21												Just use the standard wording		Replace the two paras with "The Info ID and Length fields are defined in 8.4.4.1 (General)."				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6577		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.4.21		66		4		E		Y		66.00		4		8.4.4.21												"The AP Identifier subfield" -- there is no such subfield (they are shown as "AP1 Identifier")		Align the terminology				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6578		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.4.21		66		7		E		Y		66.00		7		8.4.4.21												"The AP Response Length subfield" -- there is no such subfield (they are shown as "AP1 Response Length")		Align the terminology				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6579		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.4.21		66		11		E		Y		66.00		11		8.4.4.21												"The AP Query Response subfield" -- there is no such subfield (they are shown as "AP1 Query Response")		Align the terminology				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6580		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.4.22		66		42		E		Y		66.00		42		8.4.4.22												Just use the standard wording		Replace the two paras with "The Info ID and Length fields are defined in 8.4.4.1 (General)."				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6581		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.4.23		67		15		E		Y		67.00		15		8.4.4.23												Just use the standard wording		Replace the two paras with "The Info ID and Length fields are defined in 8.4.4.1 (General)."				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6582		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.4.20		65		5		E		Y		65.00		5		8.4.4.20												"2-octets field"		Change to "2-octet field"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6583		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.4.20		67		27		E		Y		67.00		27		8.4.4.20												"2-octets field"		Change to "2-octet field"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6584		Mark RISON		204		3		8.6.8.38		69		63		T		Y		69.00		63		8.6.8.38						Xiaofei Wang						"Timestamp field includes the timing synchronization function (TSF) timer value" -- what does "includes" mean?		Tighten the language.  It may be useful to refer to and/or amend the second para of 10.1.3.1 of the baseline				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6585		Mark RISON		204		3		8.6.8.38		70		42		T		Y		70.00		42		8.6.8.38						Xiaofei Wang						"in the Beacon frame" -- what Beacon frame?		Change to "in the Beacon frames transmitted by the AP".  Ditto on the next line				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6586		Mark RISON		204		3		8.6.8.38		70		46		E		Y		70.00		46		8.6.8.38												"BSS operating channel width of the transmitting
AP" is not canonical, and is misleading in that the BSS operating channel width, as its name indicates, is a property of the BSS not the AP		Delete "of the transmitting AP" (or change the cited text to "BSS bandwidth", if mc/D4.0 has adopted this terminology)				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6587		Mark RISON		204		3		8.6.8.38		70		50		T		Y		70.00		50		8.6.8.38						Xiaofei Wang						"NOTE: FILS is only supported in non-DMG infrastructure BSS. FILS is not supported in IBSS, PBSS, or MBSS."  I can't see the relevance of this note here (and it is not formatted correctly anyway)		Delete the para				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6588		Mark RISON		204		3		8.6.8.38		71		14		T		Y		71.00		14		8.6.8.38						Xiaofei Wang						"other"?  What's the point of signalling "other"?  Or conversely, if it's not useless to signal "other" then why is it useful to signal a specific value?		Delete "other" and extend the reserved range below				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6589		Mark RISON		204		3		8.6.8.38		72		14		T		Y		72.00		14		8.6.8.38						Xiaofei Wang						The PHYs are "OFDM" and "ERP"; there is no "ERP-OFDM" PHY		Amend the text accordingly				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6590		Mark RISON		204		3		8.6.8.38		72				T		Y		72.00				8.6.8.38						Xiaofei Wang						As far as I can tell, the "Maximum PHY Type" is nothing of the sort (not that it makes much sense to order PHYs numerically anyway).  It is purely an enumeration to indicate how the values in the FILS Minimum Rate subfield are to be interpreted		Rename to something like "FILS Minimum Rate Set Selector"				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6591		Mark RISON		204		3		8.6.8.38		72		29		T		Y		72.00		29		8.6.8.38						Xiaofei Wang						"The 3-bit FILS Minimum Rate subfield indicates the minimum rate to be used by the AP transmitting the FILS Discovery frame and by FILS STAs in subsequent transmissions between the AP and FILS STAs." -- where is the normative behaviour (as opposed to format) specified		Add something somewhere in clause 9 or 10				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6592		Mark RISON		204		3		8.6.8.38		72		29		T		Y		72.00		29		8.6.8.38						Xiaofei Wang						"The 3-bit FILS Minimum Rate subfield indicates the minimum rate to be used by the AP transmitting the FILS Discovery frame and by FILS STAs in subsequent transmissions between the AP and FILS STAs." -- does this actually work?  What if the radio conditions are such that at a given time that minimum rate is too high to allow successful frame reception?		Delete this feature, or make it into some kind of "should"				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6593		Mark RISON		204		3		8.6.8.38		68		49		E		Y		68.00		49		8.6.8.38												"APCSN"		Change to "AP-CSN"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6594		Mark RISON		204		3		8.6.8.38		68				E		Y		68.00				8.6.8.38												The field names should not have abbreviations embedded (viz. "(ANTO)", "(AP-CSN)", "(ANO)")		Either use just the abbreviation, or just use the expanded form.  Amend the text referring to these fields accordingly				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6595		Mark RISON		204		3		8.6.8.38		74		11		E		Y		74.00		11		8.6.8.38												Table 8-111 is "Optional subelement IDs for Location Identifier request"		Put in the right reference (8-138?)				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6596		Mark RISON		204		3		8.6.8.38		73		48		T		Y		73.00		48		8.6.8.38						Xiaofei Wang						Allowing only 4 bits for the cipher suite selector does not seem very forward-compatible (the baseline has already got to 13). In fact it's worse than that, since only 0-8 are supported (even though some of those are deprecated/obsolete)		Allow more bits.  If you really want to only have 4 bits, then at least allocate them intelligently (e.g. do not support 1,2,3,5; maybe also not 0,7; 6,11,12,13 only for group management) and have an "other" get-out				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6597		Mark RISON		204		3		8.6.8.38		74				E		Y		74.00				8.6.8.38												Table 8-139 is "Cipher suite usage"		Change all three instances on this page to the right reference (8-140?)				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6598		Mark RISON		204		3		8.6.8.38		74		34		T		Y		74.00		34		8.6.8.38						Xiaofei Wang						"Use AKM from RSN IE Beacon/Probe Response".  The whole point of the FILS Discovery element is to allow STAs not to have to wait for a Beacon/Probe Response		Change this to be "other" -- at least then it's general				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6599		Mark RISON		204		3		8.6.24		75		22		E		Y		75.00		22		8.6.24												"IFILS"		Delete the "I" and replace it with "The " (including the space)				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6600		Mark RISON		204		3		8.6.24		75				E		Y		75.00				8.6.24												This does not follow 802.11 style		See the baseline.  You need to have one subclause "FILS Action field" and then another subclause "FILS Container frame format"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6601		Mark RISON		204		3								G		Y												Not-Assigned						"FILS Container Action frame"		Change to "FILS Container frame" throughout the document (21 instances including cross-references)				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6602		Mark RISON		204		3		8.6.24		75		33		E		Y		75.00		33		8.6.24												"FILS Container Action field format"		Change to "FILS Container frame Action field format"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6603		Mark RISON		204		3		11.5.1.3.2		106		6		T		Y		106.00		6		11.5.1.3.2						Not-Assigned						"A STA performing FILS authentication shall use
AKM operation as defined in 4.10.3.6 (AKM operations using FILS authentication)." -- this does not seem to be what this para is all about, which is to say "A STA performing $something uses $blah authentication."		Delete the statement (if it is saying something important which isn't said somewhere else, say it somewhere else more appropriate)				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6604		Mark RISON		204		3		11.5.1.3.2		106		17		E		Y		106.00		17		11.5.1.3.2												Why is "IEEE Std 802.11" being deleted?  Without it it's not clear what "the state machine" refers to		Revert the deletion				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6605		Mark RISON		204		3		11.5.1.3.2		107		35		E		Y		107.00		35		11.5.1.3.2												"As a STA may initiate FILS authentication to multiple other APs while associated with an AP." is missing a main clause		Add a main clause (I can't guess what was intended so cannot offer one)				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6606		Mark RISON		204		3		11.5.10.1		107		65		E		Y		107.00		65		11.5.10.1												"RSN element" -- for some reason the baseline strongly prefers to say "RSNE"		Change to "RSNE"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6607		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.1		111		52		E		Y		111.00		52		11.11.2.1												"RSN element" -- for some reason the baseline strongly prefers to say "RSNE"		Change to "RSNE"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6608		Mark RISON		204		3		11.5.14		108		49		E		Y		108.00		49		11.5.14												"in an ESS" is a bit confusing, because it suggests FILS might be used in something other than an ESS		Delete the cited text				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6609		Mark RISON		204		3		11.6.2		109		40		T		Y		109.00		40		11.6.2						Not-Assigned						"when AKM is not x or y, is set to [...].  When using an AEAD cipher this bit is set to 0."  Is "AKM is x or y" exactly the same thing as "using an AEAD cipher"?		Change "using an AEAD cipher this bit" to "AKM is 00-0F-AC:<ANA-1> or 00-0F-AC:<ANA-2>,"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6610		Mark RISON		204		3		11.6.2		109		40		E		Y		109.00		40		11.6.2												"when AKM"		Change to "when the AKM negotiated"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6611		Mark RISON		204		3		11.6.2		109		56		E		Y		109.00		56		11.6.2												"When AKM"		Change to "When the AKM negotiated"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6612		Mark RISON		204		3		11.6.2		109		48		E		Y		109.00		48		11.6.2												"When AKM"		Change to "When the AKM negotiated"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6613		Mark RISON		204		3		11.6.2		109		52		E		Y		109.00		52		11.6.2												"When the AKM"		Change to "When the AKM negotiated"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6614		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.3		117		48		E		Y		117.00		48		11.11.2.3												"When the AKM used"		Change to "When the AKM negotiated"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6615		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.3		117		49		E		Y		117.00		49		11.11.2.3												"when the AKM used"		Change to "when the AKM negotiated"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6616		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.3.2		118		30		E		Y		118.00		30		11.11.2.3.2												"When the AKM used"		Change to "When the AKM negotiated"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6617		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.3.2		118		33		E		Y		118.00		33		11.11.2.3.2												"When the AKM used"		Change to "When the AKM negotiated"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6618		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.3.2		118		53		E		Y		118.00		53		11.11.2.3.2												"If the negotiated AKM"		Change to "When the AKM negotiated"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6619		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.5		123		16		E		Y		123.00		16		11.11.2.5												"if the AKM"		Change to "when the AKM negotiated" (twice at location referenced)				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6620		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.3.2		118		35		E		Y		118.00		35		11.11.2.3.2												"the AKM used"		Change to "the AKM negotiated"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6621		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.3.2		118		44		E		Y		118.00		44		11.11.2.3.2												"the AKM used"		Change to "the AKM negotiated"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6622		Mark RISON		204		3		11.6.2		109		53		T		Y		109.00		53		11.6.2						Not-Assigned						In the non-FILS case the counter is incremented after being put in the EAPOL-Key IV field.  Doesn't the AEAD counter need to be similarly incremented?		Add "and the AEAD counter is then incremented" at the end of the para at the referenced location				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6623		Mark RISON		204		3		11.6.2		109		53		T		Y		109.00		53		11.6.2						Not-Assigned						Which AEAD counter?  Aren't there two, one for sending stuff to the peer, and one for checking stuff received from the peer?		Add some words to indicate which AEAD counter is being used here. http://www.ieee802.org/11/email/stds-802-11-tgai/msg00767.html may be helpful				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6624		Mark RISON		204		3								G		Y												Not-Assigned						There are 16 instances of "AEAD counter", but   Aren't there two, one for sending stuff to the peer, and one for checking stuff received from the peer?  Only two of the 16 instances are "peer's AEAD counter" and the rest are vague		Add some words to indicate which AEAD counter is being used in the 14 vague instances				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6625		Mark RISON		204		3		11.6.2		109		56		T		Y		109.00		56		11.6.2						Not-Assigned						"when AKM is not x or y, is set to [...].  When using an AEAD cipher this bit is set to 0."  Is "AKM is x or y" exactly the same thing as "using an AEAD cipher"?		Change "When using an AEAD cipher" to "When the AKM negotiated is 00-0F-AC:<ANA-1> or 00-0F-AC:<ANA-2>"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6626		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.24.3		40		52		T		Y		40.00		52		8.4.2.24.3						Not-Assigned						What is "GCM-128"?  The term does not appear in the baseline		Change to "GCMP-128"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6627		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.24.3		40		58		T		Y		40.00		58		8.4.2.24.3						Not-Assigned						What is "GCM-256"?  The term does not appear in the baseline		Change to "GCMP-256"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6628		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11		110		57		E		Y		110.00		57		11.11												"shall be" -- at this point we're introducing stuff, not being normative		Change to "is always"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6629		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11		110		59		E		Y		110.00		59		11.11												"includesa"		Change to "includes a"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6630		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.1		111		11		G		Y		111.00		11		11.11.1						Dan Harkins						This is a geeky comment		Innit?				TGai General														2014/10/20 14:23		TGai General

		6631		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.1		111		11		E		Y		111.00		11		11.11.1												"shall have" -- at this point we're introducing stuff, not being normative		Change to "has"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6632		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2		111		34		T		Y		111.00		34		11.11.2						Not-Assigned						Is this "shared [and secret] key" the same "shared key" as the key used for FILS authentication when a public key is not used?  Apparently not, since this paragraph has no restrictions ... but then what is it?		Add a note to clarify that this "shared key" is not the same "shared key"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6633		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.1		111		55		E		Y		111.00		55		11.11.2.1												"a 2-octet hashed domain name of the domain information of FILS Indication element" -- I just can't work out what this means (what's a hashed domain name of the domain information?  What's the domain information of FILS Indication element?  Where the definite article gone?)		Reword to something which makes sense				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6634		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.1		111		63		T		Y		111.00		63		11.11.2.1						Not-Assigned						"A STA discovers a FILS-capable AP through advertisement of public key indicators" -- so what's the bit in the Extended Capabilities for?		Clarify				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6635		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.2		112		14		T		Y		112.00		14		11.11.2.2						Not-Assigned						"symmetric" -- the adjective is not used anywhere else		Delete the cited word				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6636		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.2.1		112		30		E		Y		112.00		30		11.11.2.2.1												"; or, to"		Change to ", or with" (3 fixes)				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6637		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.2.1		112		32		T		Y		112.00		32		11.11.2.2.1						Dan Harkins						"If neither of these cases applies, a full EAP
exchange may be performed" -- doesn't this destroy the point of FILS, which is to be fast?		Make it a requirement for an AP to support at least one of the two things in the previous sentence				TGai General														2014/10/20 14:25		TGai General

		6638		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.2.1		113		8		E		Y		113.00		8		11.11.2.2.1												"posses"		Change to "possesses"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6639		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.2.1		113		35		E		Y		113.00		35		11.11.2.2.1												"itshall"		Change to "it shall"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6640		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.2.1		113		35		E		Y		113.00		35		11.11.2.2.1												"nonce-"		Change to "nonce"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6641		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.2.1						T		Y						11.11.2.2.1						Dan Harkins						What are all these steps in aid of?  Giving them numbers doesn't help -- what is needed is to give them meanings		Change to something like "Step 1: frobnication", "Step 2: wazzafication", "Step 3: gloobulation" (and get rid of the hyphens before the digit!)				TGai General														2014/10/20 14:25		TGai General

		6642		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.2.2		116		44		E		Y		116.00		44		11.11.2.2.2												"The STA shall transmit the Authentication frame to the AP.
Upon receipt, the AP processes the STA's Authentication frame." -- statements of the obvious add no value.  Ditto on page 117		Remove statements of the obvious				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6643		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.2.2		116		53		E		Y		116.00		53		11.11.2.2.2												First, there's already a First a few lines above, so what kind of First is this?		Reword				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6644		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.2.1		113		58		E		Y		113.00		58		11.11.2.2.1												"FILS nonce field".  The referenced location is only one instance.  Other instances are at 116.36, 117.1		Change all instances identified in this comment to "FILS Nonce field"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6645		Mark RISON		204		3								G		Y												Not-Assigned						NIST SP 800-56a-2013 seems to be important to FILS		Add a reference to this in clause 2				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6646		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.2.2		117		10		E		Y		117.00		10		11.11.2.2.2												"Key Derivation"		Change to "key derivation"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6647		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.2.2		117		25		E		Y		117.00		25		11.11.2.2.2												"Key Derivation"		Change to "key derivation"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6648		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.2.1		116		1		E		Y		116.00		1		11.11.2.2.1												"Key confirmation"		Change to "key confirmation"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6649		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.2.1		116		8		E		Y		116.00		8		11.11.2.2.1												"Key confirmation"		Change to "key confirmation"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6650		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.2.2		117		7		E		Y		117.00		7		11.11.2.2.2												"Key Confirmation"		Change to "key confirmation"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6651		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.2.2		117		11		E		Y		117.00		11		11.11.2.2.2												"Key Confirmation"		Change to "key confirmation"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6652		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.2.2		117		26		E		Y		117.00		26		11.11.2.2.2												"Key Confirmation"		Change to "key confirmation"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6653		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.4.1		119		15		E		Y		119.00		15		11.11.2.4.1												"Key Confirmation element"		Change to "FILS Key Confirmation element"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6654		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.4.1		119		19		E		Y		119.00		19		11.11.2.4.1												"Key Confirmation element"		Change to "FILS Key Confirmation element"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6655		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.4.1		119		40		E		Y		119.00		40		11.11.2.4.1												"Key Confirmation element"		Change to "FILS Key Confirmation element"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6656		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.4.1		120		28		E		Y		120.00		28		11.11.2.4.1												"Key Confirmation element"		Change to "FILS Key Confirmation element"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6657		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.4.1		120		34		E		Y		120.00		34		11.11.2.4.1												"Key Confirmation element"		Change to "FILS Key Confirmation element"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6658		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.4.2		121		8		E		Y		121.00		8		11.11.2.4.2												"Key Confirmation element"		Change to "FILS Key Confirmation element"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6659		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.4.2		121		17		E		Y		121.00		17		11.11.2.4.2												"Key Confirmation element"		Change to "FILS Key Confirmation element"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6660		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.4.2		121		38		E		Y		121.00		38		11.11.2.4.2												"Key Confirmation element"		Change to "FILS Key Confirmation element"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6661		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.4.2		122		27		E		Y		122.00		27		11.11.2.4.2												"Key Confirmation element"		Change to "FILS Key Confirmation element"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6662		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.4.2		122		33		E		Y		122.00		33		11.11.2.4.2												"Key Confirmation element"		Change to "FILS Key Confirmation element"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6663		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.2.1		116		50		E		Y		116.00		50		11.11.2.2.1												"shall verify" -- the normative behaviour follows		Change to "verifies"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6664		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.2.1		117		16		E		Y		117.00		16		11.11.2.2.1												"shall verify" -- the normative behaviour follows		Change to "verifies"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6665		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.2.1		116		55		E		Y		116.00		55		11.11.2.2.1												"as a group element" -- this isn't (I think) an element as it is normally understood in IEEE Std 802.11 (i.e. what used to be called an information element)		Add something to distinguish this non-802.11 element more clearly from other (802.11) elements				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6666		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.3		117		36		E		Y		117.00		36		11.11.2.3												There are various editorial issues with this subclause		Implement the editorial changes indicated in 14/0692r2				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6667		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.3.1		117		58		T		Y		117.00		58		11.11.2.3.1						Dan Harkins						382 is a very odd length (even though it's even)		Change "382" to "384"				TGai General														2014/10/20 14:26		TGai General

		6668		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.3.2		117		39		T		Y		117.00		39		11.11.2.3.2						Dan Harkins						Having || on the left of an equation is a bit weird and might lead to confusion		Define an intermediate value PTK and then use L(); see 1931.62 and 1939.23 of mc/D3.0 for inspiration				TGai General														2014/10/20 14:27		TGai General

		6669		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.4.1		119		25		T		Y		119.00		25		11.11.2.4.1						Not-Assigned						Is the intent really to bitwise OR the nonces and MAC addresses?		Change " | " to " || " at the cited location (3 instances)				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6670		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.4.1		119		52		T		Y		119.00		52		11.11.2.4.1						Not-Assigned						Is the intent really to bitwise OR the nonces and MAC addresses?		Change " | " to " || " at the cited location (5 instances)				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6671		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.4.1		119		52		E		Y		119.00		52		11.11.2.4.1												Spurious paren and full stop		Delete one opening parenthesis and the full stop at the cited location				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6672		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.4.2		121		23		T		Y		121.00		23		11.11.2.4.2						Not-Assigned						Is the intent really to bitwise OR the nonces and MAC addresses?		Change " | " to " || " at the cited location (3 instances)				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6673		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.4.2		121		51		T		Y		121.00		51		11.11.2.4.2						Not-Assigned						Is the intent really to bitwise OR the nonces and MAC addresses?		Change " | " to " || " at the cited location (5 instances)				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6674		Mark RISON		204		3								G		Y												Not-Assigned						The baseline uses "SNonce" for STA nonces		Change all instances of "NSTA" to "SNonce"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6675		Mark RISON		204		3								G		Y												Not-Assigned						The baseline uses "ANonce" for AP nonces		Change all instances of "NAP" to "ANonce"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6676		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.4.1		120		18		T		Y		120.00		18		11.11.2.4.1						Not-Assigned						"The AP decrypts and verifies the received Association Request frame with KEK." -- how, exactly, is KEK used to verify the frame?		Add some extra words, or a cross-reference				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6677		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.4.2		122		16		T		Y		122.00		16		11.11.2.4.2						Not-Assigned						"The STA decrypts and verifies the received Association Response frame with KEK." -- how, exactly, is KEK used to verify the frame?		Add some extra words, or a cross-reference				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6678		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.4.2		122		60		T		Y		122.00		60		11.11.2.4.2						Not-Assigned						"the STA and AP shall irretrievably destroy the temporary keys" -- what are "the temporary keys"		List the keys which are irretrievably obliterated				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6679		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.4.2		123		2		T		Y		123.00		2		11.11.2.4.2						Not-Assigned						"The STA install GTK and set key RSC." -- what does this mean?		Change to "The STA shall install the GTK and set the key RSC."				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6680		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.5		123		13		T		Y		123.00		13		11.11.2.5						Dan Harkins						"protect (Re)Association and EAPOL-Key frames" -- I'm not convinced the frames are protected (i.e. encrypted), only some specific bits of them are		Tweak the wording				TGai General														2014/10/20 14:27		TGai General

		6681		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.5		123		23		E		Y		123.00		23		11.11.2.5												";"		Delete the semicolon				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6682		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.5		123		30		E		Y		123.00		30		11.11.2.5												"EAPOL-key"		Change to "EAPOL-Key"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6683		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.5		123		27		T		Y		123.00		27		11.11.2.5						Dan Harkins						"Each successive invocation of the encryption operation of GCM shall increment the AEAD counter by one (1). Processing of a received EAPOL-Key frame shall include verification that the received frame contains a counter that is strictly greater than the counter in the last received EAPOL-key frame, and shall update its copy of the peer's AEAD counter in its PTKSA to the value of the AEAD counter in the received, and verified, frame." -- this seems to be fragments of behaviour (e.g. missing is specification of what happens in the failure cases).  It also seems to be potentially dangerous (you invoke encryption for some unexpected reason, and BAM! your AEAD counter gets incremented)		Move this stuff to more appropriate subclauses (maybe 11.11.2.4)				TGai General														2014/10/20 14:27		TGai General

		6684		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.4.1		120		20		T		Y		120.00		20		11.11.2.4.1						Not-Assigned						"If the AEAD cipher mode requires an AEAD counter, the AP implicitly uses the STA's initial AEAD counter of all zeros to decrypt and verify the received frame." -- if you can just use an implicit counter why bother maintaining actual counters?		Clarify				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6685		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.4.2		122		19		T		Y		122.00		19		11.11.2.4.2						Not-Assigned						"If the AEAD cipher mode requires an AEAD counter, the STA implicitly uses the AP's initial AEAD counter of the value 128 followed by 12 octets of zero to decrypt and verify the received frame." -- if you can just an implicit counter why bother maintaining actual counters?		Clarify				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6686		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.4.1		119		61		T		Y		119.00		61		11.11.2.4.1						Not-Assigned						"The Association Request frame shall be secured with KEK using the AEAD algorithm as defined in 11.11.2.5" -- how, exactly, is KEK used to secure the frame?		Change to "[...] shall be encrypted using the AEAD algorithm as defined in 11.11.2.5 with the KEK as the key"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6687		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.4.2		121		60		T		Y		121.00		60		11.11.2.4.2						Not-Assigned						"The Association Response frame shall be secured with KEK using the AEAD algorithm as defined in 11.11.2.5" -- how, exactly, is KEK used to secure the frame?		Change to "[...] shall be encrypted using the AEAD algorithm as defined in 11.11.2.5 with the KEK as the key"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6688		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.4.1		120		61		E		Y		120.00		61		11.11.2.4.1												"If PMKSA caching was being used, the
cached PMKSA shall not be deleted in this case."		Delete the cited sentence, or delete "in this case" at the referenced location				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6689		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.4.1		120		61		E		Y		120.00		61		11.11.2.4.1												The term "nascent" is not used anywhere else in this document or the baseline		Delete the cited word				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6690		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.4.1		119		7		T		Y		119.00		7		11.11.2.4.1						Not-Assigned						"the capability"		Change to "the Capability Information field"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6691		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.4.1		120		11		E		Y		120.00		11		11.11.2.4.1												"FILS session element".  The referenced location is only one instance.  Other instances are at 120.14, 120.26, 122.9, 122.13, 122.26		Change to "FILS Session element" at all locations identified in this comment				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6692		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.4.1		119		62		E		Y		119.00		62		11.11.2.4.1												"The AEAD algorithm takes AAD that is authenticated but not encrypted. The AAD for the Association Request is constructed by concatenating the following data together in order."		Change to "The AAD used with the AEAD algorithm for the Association Request is constructed by concatenating the following data together in order:".  Change the full stop to a colon at 121.62				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6693		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.4.1		120		1		E		Y		120.00		1		11.11.2.4.1												"The STA MAC" will probably not fit in the AAD		Change to "The STA's MAC address"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6694		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.4.2		122		1		E		Y		122.00		1		11.11.2.4.2												"The STA MAC" will probably not fit in the AAD		Change to "The STA's MAC address"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6695		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.4.1		120		2		E		Y		120.00		2		11.11.2.4.1												"AP BSSID"		Change to "AP's BSSID"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6696		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.4.2		121		65		E		Y		121.00		65		11.11.2.4.2												"AP BSSID"		Change to "AP's BSSID"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6697		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.5		84		31		T		Y		84.00		31		10.1.4.3.5						Jason Lee						Re dot11OmitReplicateProbeResponses, if it's desirable to just wait for the next Beacon if two or more Probe Requests are received, why not also allow this behaviour if a single Probe Request is received?		Change "two or more" to "one or more"				TGai General														2014/10/21 15:54		TGai General

		6698		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.5		84		35		E		Y		84.00		35		10.1.4.3.5						Jason Lee						"the individually addressed Probe Response"		Change to "an individually addressed Probe Response"				TGai General														2014/10/21 15:54		TGai General

		6699		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.3.1		100		1		E		Y		100.00		1		10.45.3.1												"If the AP receives HLP packets with the non-AP STA's MAC address or a group address as the destination address from the network before transmitting Association/Reassociation Response, the AP should transmit an Association/Reassociation Response frame including the HLP packet(s) in the FILS HLP Container element." -- the English is all over the place		Change to "If, before it transmits an Association/Reassociation Response frame, the AP receives one or more HLP packets from the network that have the non-AP STA's MAC address or a group address as the destination address, the AP should transmit the HLP packet(s) in a FILS HLP Container element in the Association/Reassociation Response frame."				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6700		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.181.2		58		5		T		Y		58.00		5		8.4.2.181.2						Not-Assigned						"subnet mask of the IPv4 subnet"		Change "subnet" to "address"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6701		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.181.2		58		13		T		Y		58.00		13		8.4.2.181.2						Not-Assigned						"prefix length of the IPv6 network"		Change "network" to "address"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6702		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.3.1		99		52		T		Y		99.00		52		10.45.3.1						Not-Assigned						"the network", without further qualification, is the wireless one (see e.g. 6.55), i.e. the BSS, but sometimes it seems to be used for something else (something like the DS or the non-802.11 LAN on the other side of the DS's portal).  The referenced location is only one instance.  Other instances are 99.63, 100.3, 100.20		Qualify instances of "network" at all the locations identified in this comment except 6.55				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6703		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.3.1		99		48		E		Y		99.00		48		10.45.3.1												"The AP receives Association/Reassociation Request frame including FILS HLP Container element(s), the AP decapsulates the HLP packet(s). The AP shall not transfer the HLP packet(s) until the key confirmation (see 11.11.2.4 (Key confirmation with FILS authentication)) by the AP is completed."		Change to "If the AP receives an Association/Reassociation Request frame including one or more FILS HLP Container elements, the AP decapsulates the HLP packet(s), but shall not transfer the HLP packet(s) until the key confirmation (see 11.11.2.4 (Key confirmation with FILS authentication)) by the AP is completed."				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6704		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.3.1		99		50		T		Y		99.00		50		10.45.3.1						Not-Assigned						"until the key confirmation by the AP is completed" -- it needs to complete successfully		Add some words to require successful key confirmation.  Also delete "by the AP", and "the" before "key confirmation"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6705		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.3.1		100		28		T		Y		100.00		28		10.45.3.1						Not-Assigned						"until the key confirmation is completed" -- it needs to complete successfully		Add some words to require successful key confirmation.  Also delete "the" before "key confirmation"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6706		Mark RISON		204		3		6						T		Y						6						Not-Assigned						There might be more than one FILS HLP Container element		Allow sets of FILS HLP Container elements to be passed across the MLME SAP (in the 8 MLME-(RE)ASSOCIATE primitives)				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6707		Mark RISON		204		3		8.3.3.5		28		20		T		Y		28.00		20		8.3.3.5						Not-Assigned						There might be more than one FILS HLP Container element.  The referenced location is only one instance.  Other instances are at 29.22, 30.24, 31.23		Change "The FILS HLP Container element is optionally present" to "One or more FILS HLP Container elements are optionally present" at all the locations identified in this comment				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6708		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.3.1		99		33		T		Y		99.00		33		10.45.3.1						Not-Assigned						"When the non-AP STA transmits multiple HLP packets in an Association or a Reassociation
Request frame, the non-AP STA shall construct multiple FILS HLP Container elements for each HLP packet."  I think it ought to construct a single FILS HLP Container element for each HLP packet		Change "multiple FILS HLP Container elements" to "one FILS HLP Container element" at the referenced location				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6709		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.3.1		99		54		E		Y		99.00		54		10.45.3.1												"The packet decapsulation procedure is:"		Change to "The packet decapsulation procedure for each FILS HLP Container element is:"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6710		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.3.1		100		4		T		Y		100.00		4		10.45.3.1						Not-Assigned						There might be more than one FILS HLP Container element		Change "including the HLP packet(s) in the FILS HLP Container element" to "including each HLP packet in a different FILS HLP Container element"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6711		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.3.1		100		8		E		Y		100.00		8		10.45.3.1												"The encapsulation procedure is:"		Change to "The packet encapsulation procedure for each FILS HLP Container element is:" at the referenced location.  Change "FILS HLP Container element(s)" to "the FILS HLP Container element" at 100.10. Delete "for each MSDU" at 100.12.  Delete "(s)" at 100.16				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6712		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.3.1		100		20		E		Y		100.00		20		10.45.3.1												"If the AP does not receive HLP packets from the network targeted to the non-AP STA before transmitting Association/Reassociation Response, the AP transmits Association/Reassociation frame without the FILS HLP Container element. The status code of association/reassociation response is not affected whether or not the HLP frame is included in the Association/Reassociation Response frame."		Change to "If, before it transmits an Association/Reassociation Response frame, the AP does not receive any HLP packets from the network that have the non-AP STA's MAC address or a group address as the destination address, the AP does not transmit any FILS HLP Container elements in the Association/Reassociation Response frame.

The status code in the Association/Reassociation Response frame is not affected by the presence or absence of a FILS HLP Container element."				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6713		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.3.1		100		26		E		Y		100.00		26		10.45.3.1												"When the non-AP STA receives Association/Reassociation Response with FILS HLP Container element(s),
the non-AP STA decapsulates the HLP packet(s). The non-AP STA shall not generate MA-DATAUNIT.indication primitive for any HLP packet(s) until the key confirmation is completed. After successful key confirmation, the non-AP STA generates MA-DATAUNIT.indication primitive for each HLP packet. If the key confirmation fails, the non-AP STA shall discard the HLP packet(s). The packet decapsulation procedure is:"		Change to "If the non-AP STA receives an Association/Reassociation Response frame with one or more FILS HLP Container elements,
the non-AP STA decapsulates the HLP packet(s) but shall not generate MA-UNITDATA.indication primitives for any HLP packet(s) until the key confirmation is completed. After successful key confirmation, the non-AP STA shall generate an MA-UNITDATA.indication primitive for each HLP packet. If the key confirmation fails, the non-AP STA shall discard the HLP packet(s). The packet decapsulation procedure for each FILS HLP Container element is:" at the referenced location.  Delete "from the FILS HLP Container element" at 100.35				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6714		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.2.1		116		3		T		Y		116.00		3		11.11.2.2.1						Dan Harkins						How many FILS HLP Container elements might be included to request an IP address?		Change "FILS HLP Container element or" to "a FILS HLP Container element or a" or "one or more FILS HLP Container elements or a"				TGai General														2014/10/20 14:25		TGai General

		6715		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.2.1		116		11		T		Y		116.00		11		11.11.2.2.1						Dan Harkins						How many FILS HLP Container elements might be included to provide an IP address?		Change "FILS HLP Container element or" to "a FILS HLP Container element or a" or "one or more FILS HLP Container elements or a"				TGai General														2014/10/20 14:25		TGai General

		6716		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.3.1		100		27		E		Y		100.00		27		10.45.3.1												"MA-DATAUNIT"		Change to "MA-UNITDATA"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6717		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.3.1		100		29		E		Y		100.00		29		10.45.3.1												"MA-DATAUNIT"		Change to "MA-UNITDATA"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6718		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.2		81		23		E		Y		81.00		23		10.1.4.3.2												ReportingOption what?  The referenced location is only one instance.  Other instances are 81.32, 98.10, 98.16		Add "parameter" after "ReportingOption" at all the locations identified in this comment				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6719		Mark RISON		204		3		6.3.3.3.1		10		53		E		Y		10.00		53		6.3.3.3.1												"When ReportingOption parameter value is"		Change to "When the ReportingOption parameter is" (2 fixes)				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6720		Mark RISON		204		3		6.3.3.4.2		13		24		E		Y		13.00		24		6.3.3.4.2												"The primitive parameters are as follows:
MLME-SCAN-STOP.request(
)" is a bit weird		Say more explicitly that this primitive has no parameters				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6721		Mark RISON		204		3		6.3.3.3.1		10		52		E		Y		10.00		52		6.3.3.3.1												".request" etc. are primitives.  The referenced location is only one instance.  Other instances are at 47.15, 82.42, 83.19, 98.10, 98.16, 10.21		Add "primitive" after the name of the primitive at all the locations identified in this comment				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6722		Mark RISON		204		3		4.5.4.2		50		5		E		Y		50.00		5		4.5.4.2												"SAE authentication, FILS authentication, and Open System 802.11 authentication are used by non-DMG STAs in an RSN for an infrastructure BSS. SAE authentication, Open System 802.11 authentication or no 802.11 authentication is used in an RSN for IBSS. SAE authentication is used in an MBSS. An RSNA disallows the use of Shared Key 802.11 authentication. In an RSN for DMG BSS, Open System 802.11 authentication is not used (11.1.4 (RSNA establishment))." -- see CID 4732		A specific change was proferred but ignored.  Here it is again:

Change to "SAE authentication, FILS authentication or Open System authentication is used by non-DMG STAs in an RSN for an infrastructure BSS. SAE authentication or FILS authentication is used by DMG STAs in an RSN for an infrastructure BSS. Open System authentication or no 802.11 authentication is used in an RSN for an IBSS. SAE authentication is used for an MBSS. In an RSN, Shared Key authentication is not used. In an RSN for a DMG BSS, Open System authentication is not used."

Delete the sentence at 6.15 ("In an RSN ESS, Open System 802.11 authentication is required.")				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6723		Mark RISON		204		3		4						T		Y						4						Not-Assigned						CID 4717's resolution is "REJECTED. The clause 4 does not specify anything on scanning, so the scanning enhancements made by FILS are not making any changes to clause 4. The additions made by 802.11ai are written to authentication and deauthentication services, because these parts are modified by the 802.11ai. The overall scanning introduction is provided in the clause 10.".  However, clause 4 does mention scanning, e.g. "For details of how a STA learns about what APs are present, see 10.1.4 (Acquiring synchronization, scanning)."  Furthermore, FILS makes other non-security changes, such as those to do with association and DILS, and association is definitely covered in clause 4.		Address CID 4717 properly				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6724		Mark RISON		204		3		10						T		Y						10						Not-Assigned						CID 4771's resolution is "REJECTED. The existing STAs will receive Beacons and Probe Response frames when they are scanning. It is highly unlikely that legacy STA will ignore the element that it is looking for. Parsing of the Beacon or the Probe Response frame should be similar operation. Even if the STA is very poorly and strangely implemented, the STA may repeat the element request and collect the value.".  This does not address the comment, which is that spurious IEs in the Beacon might confuse a legacy STA (not the FILS AP or the FILS non-AP STA which sent the Request, but an innocent other non-FILS non-AP STA in the vicinity).  The spec is very clear in 8.3.3 about the contents (including order) of MMPDUs, including Beacons.  Furthermore, describing a change affecting existing implementations as "highly unlikely" to cause problems and suggesting anything which breaks as a result is "very poorly and strangely implemented" is somewhat unconvincing and/or dismissive.		Address CID 4771 properly				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6725		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.1		79		30		E		Y		79.00		30		10.1.4.1												"is not required" is a hidden normative statement		Change the sentence at the referenced location to: "The STA may omit a BSSDescriptionFromFDSet parameter for any BSS that produces a BSSDescriptionFromFDSet in this scan."				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6726		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.1		79		30		T		Y		79.00		30		10.1.4.1						Xiaofei Wang						"The STA is not required to return a BSSDescriptionFromFDSet parameter for any BSS that produces a
BSSDescriptionFromFDSet in this scan." -- what does this mean?  That it can return nothing if it wants?  This appears to contradict the immediately preceding sentence		Clarify exactly which BSSDescriptionFromFDSets may be omitted, and make sure there are no internal contradictions about this				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6727		Mark RISON		204		3		10.3.2		88		1		T		Y		88.00		1		10.3.2						Not-Assigned						When in State 4, the "3. Disassociation" takes you to State 1, but the "2. Disassociation" takes you to State 2.  At least one of the two must be in error		Delete the "3. Disassociation" in the bottom left corner				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6728		Mark RISON		204		3		10.3.2		88		1		T		Y		88.00		1		10.3.2						Not-Assigned						When in State 4, the "2. Unsuccessful (re)assoc" takes you to State 1, but the "1. Unsuccessful (re)assoc" takes you to State 2.  At least one of the two must be in error		Delete the "2. Unsuccessful (re)assoc (...)" in the bottom left corner				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6729		Mark RISON		204		3		10.3.2		88		1		T		Y		88.00		1		10.3.2						Not-Assigned						What happens if a DMG STA undergoes deauthentication?		Add "3. Deauthentication (DMG STA)" to the arrow from State 4 to State 2 and to the arrow from State 3 to State 2				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6730		Mark RISON		204		3		C.3		128		34		T		Y		128.00		34		C.3						Not-Assigned						This MIB won't compile		Change the "}" to a ","				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6731		Mark RISON		204		3		C.3		128		30		T		Y		128.00		30		C.3						Not-Assigned						This MIB won't compile		Change "dot11FILSConfigEntry" to "Dot11FILSConfigEntry"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6732		Mark RISON		204		3		C.3		128		36		T		Y		128.00		36		C.3						Not-Assigned						"unsigned32"		Change to "Unsigned32", aligned with the lines above				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6733		Mark RISON		204		3		C.3						T		Y						C.3						Not-Assigned						Units should be specified using UNITS (see e.g. 2869.65 of baseline)		Add a UNITS "blah" to dot11FILSFDFrameBeaconMinimumInterval, dot11BeaconResponseWindow, dot11FILSProbeDelay				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6734		Mark RISON		204		3		C.3		129		41		T		Y		129.00		41		C.3						Not-Assigned						"capable of supporting fast initial link setup category" -- this is a very strange way to say it		Change to "capable of supporting differentiated initial link setup"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6735		Mark RISON		204		3		C.3		128		48		T		Y		128.00		48		C.3						Not-Assigned						"It indicates the minimum duration from the transmission of a FILS Discovery frame and the transmission of a Beacon frame. The FILS Discovery frame shall not be transmitted before or after a Beacon frame transmission within a duration defined by this value." (a) seems to be self-contradictory and (b) seems to be contradictory with 97.60		Decide (a) whether the constraint is only for the time from a Beacon to an FD or whether it's also for the time from an FD to a Beacon and (b) whether the constraint also applies to the time between an FD and another FD.  Then make the text at the referenced locations consistently say this				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6736		Mark RISON		204		3		C.3						T		Y						C.3						Not-Assigned						It is traditional to use TUs rather than milliseconds as fundamental time units		Change dot11FILSFDFrameBeaconMinimumInterval, dot11BeaconResponseWindow, dot11FILSProbeDelay to use TUs (or 0.1 TUs)				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6737		Mark RISON		204		3		C.3		129		4		T		Y		129.00		4		C.3						Not-Assigned						This says the STA "does not" transmit a PRsp, but 84.17 says "should" and 84.31 says "may"		Decide whether it's a may, a should or a shall, and then make the text at the referenced locations consistently say this				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6738		Mark RISON		204		3		C.3		128		59		T		Y		128.00		59		C.3						Not-Assigned						This only allows for a beacon response window of up to 10 ms		Extend the range to allow for bigger beacon response windows				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6739		Mark RISON		204		3		C.3		128		41		T		Y		128.00		41		C.3						Not-Assigned						This only allows for an interval of up to 255 ms		Extend the range to allow for bigger intervals				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6740		Mark RISON		204		3		C.3		129		47		T		Y		129.00		47		C.3						Not-Assigned						This only allows for a FILS probe delay of up to 10 ms		Extend the range to allow for bigger FILS probe delays				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6741		Mark RISON		204		3		C.3		129		60		T		Y		129.00		60		C.3						Not-Assigned						200 is bigger than 100		Make the default smaller or make the maximum bigger or both				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6742		Mark RISON		204		3		C.3		128		61		T		Y		128.00		61		C.3						Not-Assigned						"Current"		Change to "current"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6743		Mark RISON		204		3		C.3		129		50		T		Y		129.00		50		C.3						Not-Assigned						"Current"		Change to "current"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6744		Mark RISON		204		3		C.3		129		55		E		Y		129.00		55		C.3												"This delay specifies a time that the STA with dot11FILSActivated equal to true waits for Probe Request, Probe Response, Beacon, FILS Discovery and Measurement Pilot frames in order to cancel transmission of own Probe Request frame."		Change to "If a FILS STA receives a suitable Probe Request, Probe Response, Beacon, FILS Discovery or Measurement Pilot frame within this duration of the start of active scanning on a given channel, it does not transmit a Probe Request frame."				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6745		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.2		80		53		T		Y		80.00		53		10.1.4.3.2						Not-Assigned						"the timer" -- which one?		Change to "the ActiveScanningTimer"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6746		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.2		80		50		E		Y		80.00		50		10.1.4.3.2												"FILSProbetimer"		Change to "FILSProbeTimer" (2 instances on the referenced line)				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6747		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.2		80		52		E		Y		80.00		52		10.1.4.3.2												"FILSProbetimer"		Change to "FILSProbeTimer"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6748		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.2		81		33		T		Y		81.00		33		10.1.4.3.2						Not-Assigned						"the timer" -- which one?		Change to "the ActiveScanningTimer"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6749		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.2		80		56		T		Y		80.00		56		10.1.4.3.2						Not-Assigned						How can a Probe Request frame be suitable to discover a candidate AP for association?  Probe Request frames essentially concern non-AP STAs, not APs		Add a NOTE to explain this (perhaps it's something about a PReq which looks like it will cause a useful PRsp to be sent?)				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6750		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.8		85		44		T		Y		85.00		44		10.1.4.3.8						Jeongki Kim						"the specified timer" -- which one?		Refer to the timer by name or some specific reference				TGai General														2014/10/21 16:22		EDITOR

		6751		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.5.2		103		40		T		Y		103.00		40		10.45.5.2						Not-Assigned						"its link setup timer" -- what is a link setup timer (the term appears nowhere else)?		Clarify				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6752		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.2		81		9		E		Y		81.00		9		10.1.4.3.2												I'm not convinced PHY SAP primitives are "detected" (and why was the word "primitive" deleted?)		Use wording which is more consistent with the baseline (including the word "primitive")				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6753		Mark RISON		204		3		C.3		128		32		E		Y		128.00		32		C.3												Why do some MIB names get "FILS" (even when the rest clearly implies FILS, e.g. "FDFrame") and others not?		Add "FILS" to dot11BeaconResponseWindow and dot11OmitReplicateProbeResponses				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6754		Mark RISON		204		3		C.3		129		33		T		Y		129.00		33		C.3						Not-Assigned						The attribute is called dot11DILSActivated, but the description reads like a dot11DILSImplemented		Make the name and the description consistent (103.29 indicates the intent was indeed for this to be an Activated)				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6755		Mark RISON		204		3		B.4.3		125		21		E		Y		125.00		21		B.4.3												IUT configuration items are not expressed as questions		Change "Is Fast Initial Link Setup Supported?" to "Fast Initial Link Setup (FILS)"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6756		Mark RISON		204		3		B.4.29		127		3		T		Y		127.00		3		B.4.29						Not-Assigned						The "Probe Response Reduction" item, FILS6.2, is not clear enough.  It is given as mandatory, but at least some elements of probe response reduction (e.g. dot11OmitDuplicateWotsit) are optional		Be clearer on what this item encompasses				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6757		Mark RISON		204		3		B.4.29		125		35		E		Y		125.00		35		B.4.29												I don't think you can have multiple selectors for a single item		Split FILS1 and FILS2 each into two				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6758		Mark RISON		204		3		B.4.29		125		47		T		Y		125.00		47		B.4.29						Not-Assigned						Hm, so an AP may support the DILS element, but this point is N/A for a non-AP STA?		Add "CF2.1 AND CF31:M"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6759		Mark RISON		204		3		B.4.29		125		43		T		Y		125.00		43		B.4.29						Not-Assigned						Hm, so a STA may support DILS, but this point is N/A for an AP?		Add "CF1 AND CF31:O"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6760		Mark RISON		204		3		10.3.3		90		62		E		Y		90.00		62		10.3.3												"7"		Delete the cited digit				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6761		Mark RISON		204		3		10.3.3		90		65		E		Y		90.00		65		10.3.3												"6"		Delete the cited digit				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6762		Mark RISON		204		3		10.3.3		90		65		E		Y		90.00		65		10.3.3												"State 3 State 4"		Revert the deletion of "or" at the referenced location				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6763		Mark RISON		204		3		10.3.4.1		91		38		E		Y		91.00		38		10.3.4.1												"Upon a successful FILS authentication, a FILS STA changes the STA's state to State 5 from State 1." -- very confusing wording		Change to "Successful FILS authentication sets the STA's state to State 5 if it was State 1 or State 2."				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6764		Mark RISON		204		3		10.3.4.1		91		38		E		Y		91.00		38		10.3.4.1												"Upon and unsuccessful FILS authentication, the STA leaves a FILS STA's state unchanged." has a typo ("and") and is unnecessary as it's already said at 91.26		Delete the cited sentence				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6765		Mark RISON		204		3		10.3.4.1		91		26		T		Y		91.00		26		10.3.4.1						Not-Assigned						"Successful authentication sets the STA's state to State 2, if it was in State 1." -- not if it was FILS authentication		Add "non-FILS" before "authentication" at the referenced location				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6766		Mark RISON		204		3		10.3.2		88		1		T		Y		88.00		1		10.3.2						Not-Assigned						Assuming DMG STAs can do FILS, then there needs to be an arrow from State 2 to State 5 saying "Successful FILS authentication" and the arrow from State 5 to State 1 needs to be duplicated to go from State 5 to State 2, with the former labelled "(non-DMG)" and the latter labelled "(DMG)"		Make the changes specified in the comment				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6767		Mark RISON		204		3		8.6.8.38		72				T		Y		72.00				8.6.8.38						Xiaofei Wang						In what way is the"Maximum PHY Type" a maximum?		Delete the word "Maximum" (5 instances on the referenced page)				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6768		Mark RISON		204		3		8.6.8.38		72		46		E		Y		72.00		46		8.6.8.38												"If received FILS Discovery frame type is" -- the FILS Discovery frame type is always Management		Rename table 8-308e to "FILS minimum rate".  Delete the "FILS Minimum Rate / MCS" cell.  Change the four cells of the cited form to be of the form "PHY Type subfield is"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6769		Mark RISON		204		3		8.6.8.38		72		45		E		Y		72.00		45		8.6.8.38												Information should not be duplicated		Delete "(3 bits)"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6770		Mark RISON		204		3		8.6.8.38		72		32		E		Y		72.00		32		8.6.8.38												"Depending on the PHY Type of the received FILS Discovery frame sub,"		Change to "Depending on the PHY Type subfield of the received FILS Discovery frame,"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6771		Mark RISON		204		3		8.6.8.38		72		32		E		Y		72.00		32		8.6.8.38												We already know it's a FILS thing from the previous para		Delete "FILS" before "minimum rate"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6772		Mark RISON		204		3		8.6.8.38		72		35		E		Y		72.00		35		8.6.8.38												"FILS Minimum Rate"		Change to "minimum rate" (2 fixes)				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6773		Mark RISON		204		3		8.6.8.38		69		18		T		Y		69.00		18		8.6.8.38						Xiaofei Wang						Information should not be duplicated, especially when it's wrong!		Delete "(5 bits)"				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6774		Mark RISON		204		3		8.6.8.38		71		5		E		Y		71.00		5		8.6.8.38												Information should not be duplicated		Delete "(3 bits)"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6775		Mark RISON		204		3		8.6.8.38		71		27		E		Y		71.00		27		8.6.8.38												Information should not be duplicated		Delete "(3 bits)"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6776		Mark RISON		204		3		8.6.8.38		72		8		E		Y		72.00		8		8.6.8.38												Information should not be duplicated		Delete "(3 bits)"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6777		Mark RISON		204		3		8.6.8.38		73		25		E		Y		73.00		25		8.6.8.38												"bytes"		Change to "octets" or delete the entire sentence				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6778		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.186		63		11		E		Y		63.00		11		8.4.2.186												"The maximum number of PMKIDs in the list is 15 due to limitations on the size of an element (255 octets)." -- at most this should be a NOTE		Delete the cited sentence or make into a NOTE				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6779		Mark RISON		204		3		8						T		Y						8						Not-Assigned						Various things in clause 8 hint at normative behavioural requirements, but there is nothing to actually make them normative (see another comment for just one specific example)		Make sure that all behaviour hinted at in clause 8 actually has corresponding normative requiremets in subsequent clauses				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6780		Mark RISON		204		3		8.6.8.38		70		33		E		Y		70.00		33		8.6.8.38												At least some of the subfields in the FILS Capability field are not capabilities but operational indications (e.g. BSS width, minimum rate)		Rename the field to something more appropriate (perhaps involving "Operation")				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6781		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.2.2		98		33		E		Y		98.00		33		10.45.2.2												Semicolons at the end of sentences		Change the three semicolons in the bullet points at the referenced location to full stops				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6782		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.1		79		14		E		Y		79.00		14		10.1.4.1												"Upon receipt of the MLME-SCAN.request primitive, a STA shall perform scanning. A STA executes scanning procedures according to the parameters given in the MLME-SCAN.request primitive"		Change to "Upon receipt of the MLME-SCAN.request primitive, a STA shall perform scanning procedures according to the parameters given in the primitive"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6783		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.3.3		118		53		T		Y		118.00		53		11.11.2.3.3						Not-Assigned						"If the negotiated AKM is 00-0F-AC:<ANA-1> or 00-0F-AC:<ANA-2>, FILS requires an additional element: a 13 octet AEAD counter to be part of the newly created PTKSA. The STA shall set the AEAD counter to 13 octets of zero and the AP shall set the first octet to the value 128 and the remaining octets to zero (i.e. the first bit of the AEAD counter is 1 and the rest of the bits in the counter are 0). To allow for proper processing, each side shall include the AEAD counter of the other as a peer's AEAD counter (see 11.11.2.5 (AEAD cipher mode for FILS))." has nothing to do with the subject of this subclause, namely PTK key derivation		Move this stuff to a new or more appropriate subclause				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6784		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.3.3		118		53		T		Y		118.00		53		11.11.2.3.3						Not-Assigned						"If the negotiated AKM is 00-0F-AC:<ANA-1> or 00-0F-AC:<ANA-2>, FILS requires" -- but those are the only two AKMs defined for FILS		Delete "If the negotiated AKM is 00-0F-AC:<ANA-1> or 00-0F-AC:<ANA-2>, "				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6785		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.4.1		120		10		T		Y		120.00		10		11.11.2.4.1						Not-Assigned						"The plaintext passed to the AEAD encryption algorithm is the data that would follow the FILS session element in an unencrypted frame." -- huh?  That data would be some other element (or perhaps the FCS, if there are no more elements).  What is intended here?		Reword using specifics rather than hypotheticals				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6786		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.4.2		122		9		T		Y		122.00		9		11.11.2.4.2						Not-Assigned						"The plaintext passed to the AEAD encryption algorithm is the data that would follow the FILS session element in an unencrypted frame." -- huh?  That data would be some other element (or perhaps the FCS, if there are no more elements).  What is intended here?		Reword using specifics rather than hypotheticals				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6787		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.4.1		120		13		T		Y		120.00		13		11.11.2.4.1						Not-Assigned						"The ciphertext output by the AEAD algorithm becomes the data that follows the FILS session element in the encrypted and authenticated Association Request frame."  Does this mean that the Association Request MMPDU is encrypted, then the AEAD cipher output is spliced into this at the octet position after the FILS session element?  This sounds a bit grotesque.  And what happens to the FCS at the end of the frame (= MPDU)?		Clarify				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6788		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.4.2		122		11		T		Y		122.00		11		11.11.2.4.2						Not-Assigned						"The ciphertext output by the AEAD algorithm becomes the data that follows the FILS session element in the encrypted and authenticated Association Response frame."  Does this mean that the Association Response MMPDU is encrypted, then the AEAD cipher output is spliced into this at the octet position after the FILS session element?  This sounds a bit grotesque.  And what happens to the FCS at the end of the frame (= MPDU)?		Clarify				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6789		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.4.1		120		25		T		Y		120.00		25		11.11.2.4.1						Not-Assigned						"the returned plaintext replaces the ciphertext as portion of the frame that follows the FILS session element" -- hm, including the FCS?		Clarify (saying MMPDU rather than frame may help)				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6790		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.4.2		122		25		T		Y		122.00		25		11.11.2.4.2						Not-Assigned						"the output plaintext replaces the ciphertext as portion of the frame that follows the FILS session element" -- hm, including the FCS?		Clarify (saying MMPDU rather than frame may help); also change "output" to "returned" to match the previous subclause				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6791		Mark RISON		204		3		8.2.4.1.9						T		Y						8.2.4.1.9						Not-Assigned						8.2.4.1.9 of the baseline says "The Protected Frame field is set to 1 if the Frame Body field contains information that has been processed by a cryptographic encapsulation algorithm. The Protected Frame field is set to 1 only within Data frames and within Management frames of subtype Authentication, and individually addressed robust Management frames. The Protected Frame field is set to 0 in all other frames, except in Control frames of subtype Control Frame Extension where this field is reserved.."  Yet FILS appears to use crypto with (Re)Association Request/Response frames		Change the baseline at the referenced location to allow (Re)Assoc Req/Rsp frames used in FILS authentication to have the Protected Frame field set to 1, and say somewhere appropriate (i.e. clause 9 onwards) that such frames shall have the field so set				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6792		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.4.1		120		20		T		Y		120.00		20		11.11.2.4.1						Not-Assigned						"If the AEAD cipher mode requires an AEAD counter," -- there's only one AEAD cipher mode, namely GCM, and it requires an AEAD counter		Delete the cited text				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6793		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.4.2		122		19		T		Y		122.00		19		11.11.2.4.2						Not-Assigned						"If the AEAD cipher mode requires an AEAD counter," -- there's only one AEAD cipher mode, namely GCM, and it requires an AEAD counter		Delete the cited text				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6794		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.4.1		120		12		T		Y		120.00		12		11.11.2.4.1						Not-Assigned						"If the AEAD cipher requires a unique counter, the current value of the AEAD counter from the PTKSA shall be passed to the AEAD encryption algorithm." -- the AEAD cipher for FILS (GCM) requires a unique counter		Change to "The unique counter required by the AEAD encryption algorithm shall be the current value of the AEAD counter from the PTKSA."				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6795		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.4.2		122		10		T		Y		122.00		10		11.11.2.4.2						Not-Assigned						"If the AEAD cipher requires a unique counter, the current value of the AEAD counter from the PTKSA shall passed to the AEAD encryption algorithm." -- the AEAD cipher for FILS (GCM) requires a unique counter (and missing "be")		Change to "The unique counter required by the AEAD encryption algorithm shall be the current value of the AEAD counter from the PTKSA."				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6796		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.5		123		10		T		Y		123.00		10		11.11.2.5						Dan Harkins						Only encryption is described, but what about decryption (referred to in 11.11.2.4)?		Add something in this subclause about decryption too				TGai General														2014/10/20 14:27		TGai General

		6797		Mark RISON		204		3		11.6.1.3						T		Y						11.6.1.3						Not-Assigned						The referenced subclause in the baseline says "Except when preauthentication is used, the pairwise key hierarchy utilizes PRF-384, PRF-512 or PRF-704 to derive session-specific keys from a PMK".  FILS is now another exception		Add "or FILS authentication" before "is used"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6798		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.4		102		7		E		Y		102.00		7		10.45.4												"indicated domain names"		Delete "indicated"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6799		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.4		102		7		T		Y		102.00		7		10.45.4						Not-Assigned						"the FILS element"		Change to "the FILS Indication element"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6800		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.3.2		118		39		E		Y		118.00		39		11.11.2.3.2												"KDF-X(,PMK"		Move the comma to the end of the cited text				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6801		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.3.2		118		39		T		Y		118.00		39		11.11.2.3.2						Dan Harkins						"SPA ||AA || ANonce" -- no SNonce?		Add "|| SNonce" before "|| ANonce" and add a space before "AA"				TGai General														2014/10/20 14:27		TGai General

		6802		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.3.1		117		55		T		Y		117.00		55		11.11.2.3.1						Dan Harkins						"The Extract function" -- as far as I can tell from 117.62 this is just "HMAC-Hash"		Clarify how the "Extract function" differs from HMAC-Hash, i.e. why it needs a special name and indeed why RFC 5869 even needs to be referenced at all (at 117.38 and 2.13)				TGai General														2014/10/20 14:26		TGai General

		6803		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.3.2		118		39		T		Y		118.00		39		11.11.2.3.2						Dan Harkins						"PTKSA Derivation" is rather vague. Most arguments to the KDF in the baseline are more specific		Change to "FILS PTK Derivation"				TGai General														2014/10/20 14:27		TGai General

		6804		Mark RISON		204		3								G		Y												Not-Assigned						The document does not accurately represent all the changes being proposed w.r.t. the baseline.  It is therefore not possible to fully review it (cf. "unknown unknowns"), and furthermore this is likely to result in material being lost when 11ai is merged into the baseline by TGmd		Accurately represent all proposed changes				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6805		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.4.2		122		2		T		Y		122.00		2		11.11.2.4.2						Not-Assigned						"GTK rekeying shall be performed as described in 11.6.7 (Group Key Handshake)." -- what about PTK rekeying		Add some information about PTK rekeying under FILS				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6806		Mark RISON		204		3								G		Y												Not-Assigned						The document does not include all the changes w.r.t. D2.0 agreed in D2.0 comment resolution		Accurately implement all agreed changes				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6807		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.4		83		25		T		Y		83.00		25		10.1.4.3.4						Jason Lee						"the pending untransmitted Probe Response frame to the Probe Request frame" -- what pending untransmitted Probe Response?  There is no discussion of pending untransmitted Probe Response frames elsewhere in this document or in the baseline.  Same term used a few lines down		Clarify				TGai General														2014/10/21 15:54		TGai General

		6808		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.2		80		51		E		Y		80.00		51		10.1.4.3.2												"probe request" is inconsistent with new text immediately below		Change to "Probe Request frame".  Or actually, since the baseline seems to use the lowercase forms without "frame", change uppercase forms throughout this subclause to lowercase and remove any "frame"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6809		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.4		82		52		T		Y		82.00		52		10.1.4.3.4						Not-Assigned						Why is "probe" being deleted?		Revert the deletion				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6810		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.5		83		42		T		Y		83.00		42		10.1.4.3.5						Not-Assigned						Why is "probe" being deleted?		Revert the deletion				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6811		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.5		83		52		E		Y		83.00		52		10.1.4.3.5						Jason Lee						"probe request" is inconsistent with new text immediately below		Change to "Probe Response frame".  Or actually, since the baseline seems to use the lowercase forms without "frame", change uppercase forms throughout this subclause to lowercase and remove any "frame"				TGai General														2014/10/21 15:54		TGai General

		6812		Mark RISON		204		3		8.3.3.2		27		48		T		Y		27.00		48		8.3.3.2						Xiaofei Wang						There might be more than one FILS Public Key Container element.  The referenced location is only one instance.  Other instances are at 33.26		Change "FILS Public Key Indicator element is optionally present" to "One or more FILS Public Key Indicator elements are optionally present" at all the locations identified in this comment				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6813		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.172		44		12		E		Y		44.00		12		8.4.2.172												The caption for figures showing elements should end "element format".  The referenced location is only one instance.  Other instances are in Figures 8-574i/k/ac, 8-604a/c/e		Add "format" and remove any "field"s at all the locations identified in this comment				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6814		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3		80		34		T		Y		80.00		34		10.1.4.3						Not-Assigned						There is information on active scanning for non-DMG STAs, but how about for DMG STAs?		Add information on how FILS operates in DMG STAs				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6815		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.1		96		61		T		Y		96.00		61		10.45.1						Not-Assigned						"FILS is only supported in non-DMG infrastructure BSS." -- it's also supported in a DMG STA, according to 10.1.4.2.1		Change "non-DMG" to "an"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6816		Mark RISON		204		3		6.3.3.3.2		12		37		T		Y		12.00		37		6.3.3.3.2						Xiaofei Wang						0 is not a valid channel number		Change "0-255" to "1-255"				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6817		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.2		80		42		E		Y		80.00		42		10.1.4.3.2												"ScanType"		Change to "ScanType parameter"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6818		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.2		82		37		T		Y		82.00		37		10.1.4.3.2						Not-Assigned						"and with one or more BSSDescriptionSet, BSSDescriptionFromFDSet, or BSSDescriptionFromMeasurementPilotSet containing all of the information gathered during the scan." -- not if the ReportingOption was IMMEDIATE, right?		Add suitable words to cover the IMMEDIATE case				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6819		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.3.2		101		31		T		Y		101.00		31		10.45.3.2						Not-Assigned						"extend the TTL" of what		Change to "extend its lifetime"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6820		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.5.2		103		58		E		Y		103.00		58		10.45.5.2												"OI"		Change to "OUI"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6821		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.5.2		103		60		E		Y		103.00		60		10.45.5.2												"OI"		Change to "OUI"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6822		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.2.183		59		65		T		Y		59.00		65		8.4.2.183						Not-Assigned						What is "initial link setup"?		Add "fast" before the cited text				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6823		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.5.1		103		11		T		Y		103.00		11		10.45.5.1						Not-Assigned						What is "initial link setup"?		Add "fast" before the cited text				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6824		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.5.1		103		13		T		Y		103.00		13		10.45.5.1						Not-Assigned						What is "initial link setup"?		Add "fast" before the cited text				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6825		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.5.1		103		19		T		Y		103.00		19		10.45.5.1						Not-Assigned						What is "initial link setup"?		Add "fast" before the cited text				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6826		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.5.2		103		41		T		Y		103.00		41		10.45.5.2						Not-Assigned						What is "initial link setup"?		Add "fast" before the cited text and change the "an" to "a" before that				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6827		Mark RISON		204		3		11.11.2.5		123		16		T		Y		123.00		16		11.11.2.5						Dan Harkins						There does not appear to be any difference between AES-GCM-X as defined here and GCMP-X as defined in the baseline ("All AES processing used within GCMP uses AES
with a 128-bit key (GCMP-128) or a 256-bit key (GCMP-256)." at 1898.50)		Change "AES-GCM" to "GCMP" at 123.16 (twice), 110.34 (twice) and 110.36 (twice), and delete "AES-GCM-X (in Table 8-113) is GCM with X-bit AES key." at 123.17				TGai General														2014/10/20 14:27		TGai General

		6828		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.1		79		42		E		Y		79.00		42		10.1.4.1												"ReducedNeighbor"		Change to "Reduced Neighbor"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6829		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.1		79		42		T		Y		79.00		42		10.1.4.1						Xiaofei Wang						"including the ReducedNeighbor Report" -- the Reduced Neighbor Report what?  Frame?  Element?  Telegram?		Clarify what is being referred to				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6830		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.1		79		43		T		Y		79.00		43		10.1.4.1						Xiaofei Wang						"Upon completion of scanning, an MLME-SCAN.
confirm primitive is issued by the MLME indicating all of the BSS information received." -- this is not true if ReportingOption is IMMEDIATE, is it?		Add suitable caveats (maybe also CHANNEL_SPECIFIC)				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6831		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.1		79		53		T		Y		79.00		53		10.1.4.1						Xiaofei Wang						"Upon completion of scanning, an MLME-SCAN.
confirm primitive is issued by the MLME indicating all of the BSS information received." -- this is not true if ReportingOption is IMMEDIATE, is it?		Add suitable caveats (maybe also CHANNEL_SPECIFIC)				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6832		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.2.1		80		14		E		Y		80.00		14		10.1.4.2.1												"or if the primitive has not been issued since the beginning of the scan."		Change to "or since the beginning of the scan, if the primitive has not been issued."				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6833		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.2.2		80		28		E		Y		80.00		28		10.1.4.2.2												"or if the primitive has not been issued since the beginning of the scan."		Change to "or since the beginning of the scan, if the primitive has not been issued."				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6834		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.2.1		80		9		E		Y		80.00		9		10.1.4.2.1												"at the scanned channel"		Change to "on the channel currently being scanned"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6835		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.2.2		80		23		E		Y		80.00		23		10.1.4.2.2												"at the scanned channel"		Change to "on the channel currently being scanned"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6836		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.2		82		27		E		Y		82.00		27		10.1.4.3.2												"that can be indicated in the elements, and is" -- what elements?  And it doesn't matter what can be indicated, what matters is what was actually indicated		Do not insert the cited text				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6837		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.4		83		19		T		Y		83.00		19		10.1.4.3.4						Not-Assigned						"the MLME-START.request that the STA has received" -- what if the STA has not received an MLME-START.request?  Why is MLME-START relevant to scanning, anyway?		Clarify the behaviour in this case and explain how MLME-START.request is relevant to a scan				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6838		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.4		83		35		T		Y		83.00		35		10.1.4.3.4						Not-Assigned						This sentence is already in the baseline		Delete the sentence at the referenced location				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6839		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.5		83		49		E		Y		83.00		49		10.1.4.3.5						Jason Lee						Now that this subclause is about not just probe responses but also beacons, things like "The Probe Response frame is" don't work anymore.  This comment applies to the whole subclause		Change the wording to be grammatically consistent, e.g. say "A Probe Response frame is", possibly in places with some kind of "(if transmitted)" or something				TGai General														2014/10/21 15:54		TGai General

		6840		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.5		83		60		G		Y		83.00		60		10.1.4.3.5						Not-Assigned						This paragraph refers to FILS, but nothing is underlined		Produce a report on all the changes in the document which were not accurately tracked, so that these changes can be reviewed				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6841		Mark RISON		204		3		10.1.4.3.7		84		63		T		Y		84.00		63		10.1.4.3.7						Not-Assigned						The referenced location says "If dot11FILSActivated is equal to true and if the Request element of the Probe Request frame includes the Reduced Neighbor Report Request element ID, the Probe Response or Beacon frame may include the Reduced Neighbor Report element if the criteria as defined in 10.1.4.3.6, are met for the included BSS."  10.1.4.3.6 says "If dot11FILSActivated is equal to true and if the Request element of the Probe Request includes the Reduced Neighbor Report Request element ID, the Probe Response or Beacon frame may include the Reduced Neighbor Report element if the criteria as defined in 10.1.4.3.7 (Sending a response to Probe Request) are met for the included BSS."  This looks like an infinite reference loop		Break the infinite reference loop				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6842		Mark RISON		204		3		10.3.1		86		47		T		Y		86.00		47		10.3.1						Not-Assigned						"A FILS STA that has dot11FILSImplemented equal to true and dot11FILSActivated equal to true uses state transition as described in 10.3.2 (State transition diagram for nonmesh STAs), in which the STA keeps an enumerated state variable." -- what does this add to what is already said in the previous para (from the baseline)		Delete the cited text				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6843		Mark RISON		204		3		10.3.4.1		91		42		T		Y		91.00		42		10.3.4.1						Not-Assigned						"Deauthentication notification sets a FILS STA's state to State 1." -- this is already stated at 91.30 above		Delete the cited text				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6844		Mark RISON		204		3		10.3.5.1		93		58		E		Y		93.00		58		10.3.5.1												"11, 4592"		Delete the cited text				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6845		Mark RISON		204		3		10.3.5.1		93		56		T		Y		93.00		56		10.3.5.1						Not-Assigned						"Disassociation notification when not in State 1 sets the STA's state to State 2." is contradicted by the next (new) sentence		Change "the STA's" to "a non-FILS STA's" at the referenced location				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6846		Mark RISON		204		3		8.4.4.21		43		65		E		Y		43.00		65		8.4.4.21												"ANPQ"		Change to "ANQP"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6847		Mark RISON		204		3		10.25.3.2.12		95		61		T		Y		95.00		61		10.25.3.2.12						Not-Assigned						"The CAG is an ANQP-element" -- well, at 43.63 it says the CAG is a group of ANQP elements,  Which is it?		Be clear and consistent on what a CAG/CAG version/CAG number/CAG ANQP-element are and how they all differ				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6848		Mark RISON		204		3		10.44.8		96		38		T		Y		96.00		38		10.44.8						Not-Assigned						"Multiple Neighbor AP Information fields with the same operating class and channel number values may be present in a Reduced Neighbor Report element."  I see no corresponding change in clause 8 (formats), which suggests this is duplication of information in that clause		Add this to 8.4.2.169 if not already present there.  Delete the cited text at the referenced location				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6849		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.3		99		10		E		Y		99.00		10		10.45.3												"--" is not the right kind of dash		Change to an em dash, and remove surrounding spaces				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6850		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.3		99		11		T		Y		99.00		11		10.45.3						Not-Assigned						"(3) Employing higher layer protocols after association." -- doesn't this kinda defeat the point of FILS which is to make things fast by not having extra frames after association?		Remove this option				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6851		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.4		102		24		E		Y		102.00		24		10.45.4												I think 802.11 style frowns upon conjunctions at the ends of items in lists		Delete "or" and change "either" above to "one of"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6852		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.4		102		30		E		Y		102.00		30		10.45.4												"D for non-AP STA:"		Change to "D for a non-AP STA is"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6853		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.5.1		103		1		T		Y		103.00		1		10.45.5.1						Not-Assigned						"and to 0 otherwise" -- this is too far from the corresponding "to 1" and in any case appears to duplicate statements made in clause 8		Move the description of the meaning of the bits to clause 8 and just state here that the AP can specify who can connect by splitting STAs into three groups				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6854		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.5.1		103		4		T		Y		103.00		4		10.45.5.1						Not-Assigned						"An AP should always allow a STA that has frames with User Priority 4-7 in its transmission queue(s) to attempt fast initial link setup before STAs that have frames with User Priority 0-3 and the STAs that have no frame in their transmission queues." -- I'm not sure what "should always" means, and if you're supposed to allow 4-7 STAs in first, why is there a bit to allow other STAs in first?		Clarify				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6855		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.5.2		103		41		T		Y		103.00		41		10.45.5.2						Not-Assigned						"All non-AP STAs transmit an initial link setup request frame to the AP after this time expires." -- they do?  Even if, say, they've been turned off?		Delete this sentence (the bit which matters, "shall postpone the link setup with the AP until the time specified in FILS Time field elapses", is already stated above)				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6856		Mark RISON		204		3		10.45.5.2		103		52		T		Y		103.00		52		10.45.5.2						Not-Assigned						"shall exclusive-OR (XOR) the last 5 LSBs of its
MAC address with B3 to B7 of the Bit Pattern subfield in MAC Address Filter subfield. If the last n bits of the result are zero," -- this is an implementation choice.  You can achieve the same effect by other means, e.g. checking whether the last <whatever> bits match the required pattern		Make the statement more general				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6857		Mark RISON		204		3		6.3.3.2.3		10		15		T		Y		10.00		15		6.3.3.2.3						Xiaofei Wang						There is a description of what happens for immediate reporting, but not for channel specific or at-end reporting		Add suitable words for the two currently undescribed values				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6858		Mark RISON		204		3		6.3.3.3.2		11		21		T		Y		11.00		21		6.3.3.3.2						Xiaofei Wang						"The INTERMEDIATE_SCAN_RESULT is used to report immediately the discovered BSSs." -- apparently (from clause 10) it's also used to report the discovered BSSs when channel-specific reporting is used		Add words to that effect				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6859		Mark RISON		204		3		6.3.3.2.3		10		9		T		Y		10.00		9		6.3.3.2.3						Xiaofei Wang						8.4.2.173 does not define an octet string		Change the type to "FILS Parameters Request element"				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6860		Mark RISON		204		3		6.3.3.3.2		11		45		T		Y		11.00		45		6.3.3.3.2						Xiaofei Wang						8.4.2.183 does not define an octet string		Change the type to "Differentiated Initial
Link Setup element"				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6861		Mark RISON		204		3		6.3.3.3.2		12		46		T		Y		12.00		46		6.3.3.3.2						Xiaofei Wang						8.4.2.179 does not define an octet string		Change the type to "FILS Indication element"				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6862		Mark RISON		204		3		6.3.3.3.2		12		19		T		Y		12.00		19		6.3.3.3.2						Xiaofei Wang						8.4.2.91 does not define an octet string		Change the type to "Access Network Options element"				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6863		Mark RISON		204		3		6.3.3.3.2		12		32		T		Y		12.00		32		6.3.3.3.2						Xiaofei Wang						8.4.2.169 does not define an octet string		Change the type to "Short Neigbor AP Report element" or "Reduced Neigbor AP Report element"				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6864		Mark RISON		204		3		6.3.5.5.2		16		6		T		Y		16.00		6		6.3.5.5.2						Not-Assigned						8.4.2.184 does not define an octet string		Change the type to "FILS Wrapped Data element"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6865		Mark RISON		204		3		6.3.3.3.2		11		14		T		Y		11.00		14		6.3.3.3.2						Xiaofei Wang						It's not a set of elements		Change the type to "Set of BSSDescriptionFromFDs"				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6866		Mark RISON		204		3		6.3.5.2.2		14		15		T		Y		14.00		15		6.3.5.2.2						Not-Assigned						It's not a sequence of elements
and fields		Change the type to "FILS Wrapped Data element"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6867		Mark RISON		204		3		6.3.5.2.2		14		21		T		Y		14.00		21		6.3.5.2.2						Not-Assigned						"element" is not specific enough		Change the type to "PMKID List element"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6868		Mark RISON		204		3		6.3.5.3.2		15		12		T		Y		15.00		12		6.3.5.3.2						Not-Assigned						"element" is not specific enough		Change the type to "PMKID List element"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6869		Mark RISON		204		3		6.3.5.3.2		15		18		T		Y		15.00		18		6.3.5.3.2						Not-Assigned						It's not an element		Change the type to "Integer"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6870		Mark RISON		204		3		6.3.5.5.2		16		11		T		Y		16.00		11		6.3.5.5.2						Not-Assigned						"element" is not specific enough		Change the type to "PMKID List element"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6871		Mark RISON		204		3		6.3.5.5.2		16		16		T		Y		16.00		16		6.3.5.5.2						Not-Assigned						It's not an element		Change the type to "Integer"				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6872		Mark RISON		204		3		6.3.11.2.2		26		57		T		Y		26.00		57		6.3.11.2.2						Not-Assigned						It's not a set of elements		Change the type to something more correct				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6873		Mark RISON		204		3		6.3.11.2.2		26		58		T		Y		26.00		58		6.3.11.2.2						Not-Assigned						The EDCA Parameter Set element does not define OUIs' valid range		Change the reference to something more correct				TGai General														2014/10/20 13:59		TGai General

		6874		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		8.4.2.1		39		9		T		N		39.00		9		8.4.2.1						George Cherian						Element IDs for the Association Timeout Info element and the PMKID list element are not defined in Table 8-85 (Element IDs).		Insert following new rows to Table 8-85.
"Association Timeout Info (8..4.2.171 Association Timeout Info element)  | <ANA> |
PMKID list (8.4.2.186 PMKID list element) | <ANA> | "				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:32		TGai General

		6875		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		8.4.2.1		39		6		E		N		39.00		6		8.4.2.1												An editing instruction does not specify the table number.		Change the editing instruction as follows;
"Insert new rows to Table 8-85 as follows:"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6876		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		8.4.2.171		43		37		E		N		43.00		37		8.4.2.171												A Figure number is wrong. Also, title of the Figure 8-574a is wrong.		Replace "Figure 8-x" by "Figure 8-574a", and correct the title of Figure 8-574a to "Association Timeout Info element".				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6877		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		9.42		77		13		E		N		77.00		13		9.42												The subclause 9.42 (Element fragmentation) and the subclause 9.43 (Element defragmentation) specify the MAC frame processing procedure. So, they should be located under the subclause 9.27 (MAC frame processing).		Move the subclause 9.42 to 9.27.11 and move the subclause 9.43 to 9.27.12.
Modify the references to 9.42 and 9.43 accordingly.				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6878		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		8.4.2.24.3		40		49		E		N		40.00		49		8.4.2.24.3												Key derivation type is defined in 11.11.2.3.		Replace "11.11.2 (FILS authentication protocol)" by "11.11.2.3 (Key derivation with FILS authentication)".				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6879		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		8.4.2.26		41		3		E		N		41.00		3		8.4.2.26												Missing space and article in the editing instruction.		Replace "Insertnew" by "Insert a new".				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6880		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		6.3.3.3.2		12		32		E		N		12.00		32		6.3.3.3.2												According to 11-14/0565r24, CID 5133 is rejected. Changes to "Short Neighbor AP Report" shall be canceled.
Also, there are confusion between "Reduced Neighbor Report element" (specified in Figure 8-570) and "Neighbor AP Information field" (specified in Figure 8-571).		1) Replace "Short Neighbor AP Report" by "Reduced Neighbor Report" (P12L32).
2) Replace "8.4.2.169 Reduced-Short Neighbor
Report element" by "8.4.2.169 Reduced Neighbor Report element" (P12L32).
3) Replace "Short Neighbor Report" by "Reduced Neighbor Report" (Four occurrences at P27L20, P32L33, P41L26, and P68L20).
4) Replace "ReducedShort Neighbor Report element" by "Reduced Neighbor Report element" (P127L15).				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6881		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		8.4.2.169.1		41		34		E		N		41.00		34		8.4.2.169.1												In P802.11mc D3.0, Neighbor AP Information field format is specified in Figure 8-571, not 8-570. Similarly, Figure 8-571 and 8-572 are Figure 8-572 and 8-573 correspondingly in P802.11mc D3.0.		Correct Figure numbers.				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6882		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		8.4.2.169.1		42		36		T		N		42.00		36		8.4.2.169.1						Santosh Pandey						Descriptions about the contents of the TBTT Information field at P42L37 are redundant. They are specified in P43L8.		Delete the added paragraphs at the page 42 Line 36.				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:33		TGai General

		6883		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		8.4.2.169.1		43		1		E		N		43.00		1		8.4.2.169.1												A space between "1" and "octet" is accidentally removed.		Insert a space between "1" and "octet".				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6884		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		8.4.2.172		44		21		E		N		44.00		21		8.4.2.172												In "the value of, or presence of, an ANQP-element within the CAG or InfoID are added, deleted, or changed.", "are" shall be "is".		As in comment.				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6885		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		8.4.2.172		44		25		E		N		44.00		25		8.4.2.172												Missing article before the "CAG Version".		Insert "The".				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6886		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		8.3.3.2		27		20		E		N		27.00		20		8.3.3.2												According to 11-14/0565r24, CID 4693 is accepted, but no change is made.		Delete "if either dot11TVHTOptionImplemented or dot11FILSActivated is true."				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6887		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		8.4.2.181.2		56		22		T		N		56.00		22		8.4.2.181.2						George Cherian						There are many optional fields in Figure 8-574s (IP Address Data field format for response). Length of these fields shall be "0 or ..".		Modify the lengths of the optional fields by adding "0 or ".				TGai General														2014/10/21 15:53		TGai General

		6888		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		8.4.2.181.2		56		62		T		N		56.00		62		8.4.2.181.2						George Cherian						An interpretation of the IP Address Response Control field specified in Table 8-257g, Table 8-257h, and Page 58 Line 1 to 28. Descriptions in the Page 58 do not specify the interpretation for B0 = 1, and redundant for B0 = 0.		Remove the last paragraph of Page 56 (P56L62) and the first paragraph of Page 58 (P58L1 to P58L29).
Also, modify the description of B1 in Table 8-257g as follows;
---
An AP sets IPv4 Assigned subfield to 1 if the assigned IPv4 address and the subnet mask are included in the element, and sets it to 0 otherwise.				TGai General														2014/10/21 15:53		TGai General

		6889		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		8.4.2.181.2		57		41		E		N		57.00		41		8.4.2.181.2												A value of reserved field shall be 0.		Change the value of the B7 field to "0" or blank.				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6890		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		8.4.2.181.2		57		50		T		N		57.00		50		8.4.2.181.2						George Cherian						If B0 of the IP Address Response Control field is 1, the IP address assignment is sent in a later transmission. An IP address is NOT present in the frame.		Modify the description of the B0 field of Table 8-257h as follows:
---
An AP sets IP address assignment pending subfield to 1 if an IP address assignment will be sent in a later transmission. B1 to B6 are set as shown below in this table when B0 = 1.				TGai General														2014/10/21 15:53		TGai General

		6891		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		8.4.2.181.2		57		55		T		N		57.00		55		8.4.2.181.2						George Cherian						The timeout value is not specified if B1-B6 is 0.		Replace the Value column of B1 - B6 by "1 - 255", and add the following text in the Explanation column of B1 - B6.
---
A value of 0 is reserved.				TGai General														2014/10/20 16:56		TGai General

		6892		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		8.4.2.173		45		33		E		N		45.00		33		8.4.2.173						Jason Lee						The width of the PHY Support Criteria subfield is 3, not 2.		Change the width of PHY Support Criteria subfield in the Figure 8-574e to 3.				TGai General														2014/10/21 15:54		TGai General

		6893		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		8.4.2.173		46		55		T		N		46.00		55		8.4.2.173						Jarkko Kneckt						The use of the maximum access delay and the delay criteria are explained in 10.1.4.3.4 (Criteria for sending a probe response), not in 10.1.4.3.7 (Sending a response to Probe Request).		Replace "10.1.4.3.7 (Sending a response to Probe Request)" by " 10.1.4.3.4 (Criteria for sending a probe response)".				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:34		TGai General

		6894		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		10.1.4.3.4		82		55		T		N		82.00		55		10.1.4.3.4						Jarkko Kneckt						The first paragraph of the inserted text does not make sense. There is no predicate.
In addition, it is better to insert the text after the first paragraph of the 10.1.4.3.4 of the P802.11mc D3.0.		1) Change the editing instruction as follows:
"Insert the following text after the first paragraph of this subclause."
2) Modify the first paragraph of the inserted text as follows:
---
If a STA with dot11FILSActivated equal to true receives a Probe Request frame that contains a FILS Request Parameters element, the STA shall not respond if any of the following apply:				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:45		TGai General

		6895		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		10.1.4.3.4		82		65		E		N		82.00		65		10.1.4.3.4												The BSS Delay Criteria field is specified in Table 8-257a, not in Table 8-22f.		Correct the reference to Figure 8-257a.				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6896		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		10.1.4.3.4		83		1		E		N		83.00		1		10.1.4.3.4												The Max Delay Limit field indicates the maximum value of the selected average access delay, not the length.		Replace "length" by "maximum value".				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6897		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		10.1.4.3.4		83		35		T		N		83.00		35		10.1.4.3.4						Jarkko Kneckt						The last paragraph of the inserted text (An AP shall remain in the Awake state, and shall respond to probe requests, subject to the criteria above.) is redundant. The IEEE P802.11mc D3.0 already has the same text (P1526L54).		Remove the specified text from P802,.11ai.				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:45		TGai General

		6898		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		8.4.2.177		49		10		E		N		49.00		10		8.4.2.177												Reference to Table 8-574i (FILS Public Key Indicator element) is wrong.		Replace "8-401zzz" by "8-574i".				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6899		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		8.4.2.178		50		22		E		N		50.00		22		8.4.2.178						Jeongki Kim						Dynamic elements are indicated in 10.1.4.3.8 (Enhanced FILS active scanning to preferred AP), not in 10.1.4.3.7.		Replace a reference to 10.1.4.3.7 by the reference to 10.1.4.3.8.				TGai General														2014/10/21 16:23		EDITOR

		6900		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		8.4.2.179		51		13		E		N		51.00		13		8.4.2.179												A width of Reserved field of FILS Information field is 5, not 4.		Correct the width of Reserved field in Figure 8-574l--FILS Information field definition to 5.				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6901		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		8.4.2.179		51		20		T		N		51.00		20		8.4.2.179						Santosh Abraham						In addition to the Cache Identifier field and the Domain Information field, the Public Key Information field is also marked as conditional.		Insert a new item c) after the item b) as follows:
---
c) the Public Key Information field is present if the FILS Security Type equals to 2 (indicating Public Key authentication).				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:37		TGai General

		6902		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		8.4.2.179		53		26		E		N		53.00		26		8.4.2.179												A reference to Figure 8-574 (Format of Public Key Information field) is wrong.		Replace "Figure XX above" by "Figure 8-574 (Format of Public Key Information field)".				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6903		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		8.4.2.179		53		27		E		N		53.00		27		8.4.2.179												Table 9-221k is not exist in the draft. I cannot find the Public Key Entry setting.		Specify the setting of the Public Key Entry field.				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6904		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		8.4.2.179		51		58		E		N		51.00		58		8.4.2.179												According to the 802.11 Style Guide (111-09/1134), clause 3.3 Frame formats (Clause 8), normative text should not be used in the clause 8.		Modify the last paragraph in the page 51 by replacing "shall be" by "is".				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6905		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		8.4.2.180		53		49		E		N		53.00		49		8.4.2.180												Higher Layer Protocol Packet Encapsulation is specified in 10.45.3.1, not 10.44.3.1.		Replace "10.44.3.1" by "10.45.3.1".				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6906		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		8.4.2.180		54		13		E		N		54.00		13		8.4.2.180												The last paragraph of 8.4.2.180 is redundant. The first paragraph says same thing.		Remove the last paragraph of 8.4.2.180.				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6907		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		8.4.2.182		59		46		T		N		59.00		46		8.4.2.182						Hitoshi Morioka						Table 11-6 (KDE) lists KDE selectors. Format of KDE is specified in Figure 11-34 (KDE format).		Replace "Table 11-6 (KDE)" by "Figure 11-34 (KDE format)".				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:39		TGai General

		6908		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		8.4.2.183		60		6		E		N		60.00		6		8.4.2.183												"4994, 5105" in Figure 8-574v is meaningless.		Delete "4994, 5105".				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6909		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		8.4.2.183		60		17		E		N		60.00		17		8.4.2.183												Figure 8-574v specifies a "Differentiated FILS Time" field. However, this field is referred as "FILS Time" in the text.		Replace "FILS Time" by "Differentiated FILS Time" throughout the draft. There are eight occurrences as follows: P60L17, P60L20, P60L23, P102L59, P102L62, P102L65, P103L37, P103L40.				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6910		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		8.4.2.183		61		1		T		N		61.00		1		8.4.2.183						George Calchev						A format of the FILS User Priority subfield is specified in Figure 8-574y, but no meaning of bits is specified.		Insert a following text after Figure 8-574y.
"An AP sets the FILS User Priority B0 to 1 when the AP allows a STA that has frames with user priority 4-7 in the transmission queue(s).
An AP sets the FILS User Priority B1 to 1 when the AP allows a STA that has frames with user priority 0-3 in the transmission queue(s).
An AP sets the FILS User Priority B2 to 1 when the AP allows a STA that has no frame in their transmission queue(s)."				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:39		TGai General

		6911		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		8.4.2.184		62		5		E		N		62.00		5		8.4.2.184												A clause number contained in the editing instruction before 8.4.2.184 is wrong.		Change the editing instruction as follows:
"Insert a new clause as follows:"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6912		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		8.4.2.185		62		37		E		N		62.00		37		8.4.2.185												A editing instruction says "Insert new clause and corresponding subclauses as follows:", but no subclauses are inserted.		Change the editing instruction as follows:
"Insert a new clause as follows:"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6913		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		8.4.4.20		64		40		E		N		64.00		40		8.4.4.20												A typo in the editing instruction: "8as".		Replace "8as" by "as".				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6914		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		8.4.4.20		64		45		G		N		64.00		45		8.4.4.20						George Calchev						If an AP supports multiple BSSID, each BSS may have different ANQP information. The name of "AP List ANQP" is not adequate.		Replace "AP List ANQP" by "BSSID List ANQP" throughout the draft.				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:40		TGai General

		6915		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		8.6.8.38		69		18		E		N		69.00		18		8.6.8.38												In Figure 8-662b, a width of reserved bits is 4 bits, but is noted as "(5 bits)".		Delete "(5 bits)".				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6916		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		8.6.8.38		70		17		E		N		70.00		17		8.6.8.38												Figure 8-662c (FD Capability field format) specifies Number of Spatial Stream subfield, but this subfield is referred as "Maximum Number of Spatial Streams" subfield in the text.		Current Figure 8-662c to "Maximum Number of Spatial Streams".				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6917		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		8.6.8.38		72		1		G		N		72.00		1		8.6.8.38						Xiaofei Wang						Figure 8-662c (FD Capability field format) specifies PHY Type subfield, but this subfield is referred as "Maximum PHY Type" subfield in the text.
In addition, there is no magnitude relationship between PHYs. A term "Maximum PHY Type" is not adequate.		Replace "Maximum PHY Type" by "PHY Type" throughout the draft.				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6918		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		8.6.8.38		71		4		E		N		71.00		4		8.6.8.38												A space is missing in "BSSoperating" in Table 8-308b.		Insert a space between "BSS" and "operating".				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6919		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		8.6.8.38		71		1		T		N		71.00		1		8.6.8.38						Xiaofei Wang						As P802.11ai is an amendment to P802.11mc D3.0, support of TVHT PHY (clause 23) is required.		1) Insert a new column corresponding to TVHT PHY to Table 8-308b.
2) Insert a new row corresponding to TVHT PHY to Table 8-308d.
3) Insert a new column corresponding to TVHT PHY to Table 8-308e.				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6920		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		8.6.24		75		21		G		N		75.00		21		8.6.24						Santosh Abraham						For future extension, it is better to create subclause 8.6.24.1 to specify FILS Container Action frame.		As in comment.				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:41		TGai General

		6921		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		8.6.24		75		22		E		N		75.00		22		8.6.24												Invalid character at the beginning of the sentence.		Delete an invalid character.				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6922		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		8.6.24		75		43		E		N		75.00		43		8.6.24												A space is missing in "IPAddress"		Insert a space.				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6923		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		9.42		77		17		T		N		77.00		17		9.42						Jarkko Kneckt						The maximum size of an element is 257 octets (1 octet element ID + 1 octet length + 255 octets information), not 255 octets.		Modify the first sentence as follows:
"The general format of elements limits the size of information in each element to 255 octets."				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:53		TGai General

		6924		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		9.42		77		29		E		N		77.00		29		9.42												"The length of the leading element", "with a
length of 255", and "with length less than 255" are misleading. They mean "length field".		Modify to " length field".				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6925		Mitsuru Iwaoka		204		3		6.3.3.3.3		12		62		T		N		12.00		62		6.3.3.3.3						Jarkko Kneckt						The subclause 6.3.3.3.3 specifies that MLME-SCAN.confirm primitive is issued after receiving an MLME-CSCAN-STOP.request primitive following an MLME-SCAN.request primitive if dot11FILSActivated is true. However, the subclause 10.1.4.2.1, 10.1.4.2.2, and 10.1.4.3.2 specify that the MLME shall issue an MLME-SCAN.confirm primitive when MLME receives an MLME-SCAN-STOP.request primitive. MLME-SCAN-STOP.request may be useful for non FILS STAs, the condition of "dot11FILSActivated is true" is not needed.		Delete "if dot11FILSActivated is true, ".				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:28		TGai General

		6926		Peter Yee		204		3		11.6.3		110		36		E		N		110.00		36		11.6.3												The instructions to the editor for Table 11-8 insertions would appear to be confusing.  There are two versions of the insertions listed -- one using CCM and the pre-802.11ac version of the table (without KCK and KEK bits) and one using GCM and the full set of bits.  The GCM version is the correct version and the previous one appears to be leftover dross from the last ballot round.		Remove the first version of the table insertions, from lines 36 to 47 on page 110.				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6927		Qi Wang		204		3		8.4.2.183		61		5		T		Y		61.00		5		8.4.2.183						George Calchev						The setting and the meaning of B0, B1 and B2 of FILS User Priority subfield are not specified.		Please specify how to set B0, B1 and B2 of FILS User Priority subfield and the corresponding meaning of each setting.				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:39		TGai General

		6928		Qi Wang		204		3		10.45.5.1		103		1		T		Y		103.00		1		10.45.5.1						George Calchev						"An AP may set the FILS User Priority B0, B1, and B2 to 1 to indicate high priority link setup without additional
delays for the STAs that have frames with User Priority 4-7 in their transmission queues, STAs that
have frames with User Priority 0-3 in their transmission queues, and STAs that have no frame in their transmission
queues respectively and to 0 otherwise. An AP should always allow a STA that has frames with
User Priority 4-7 in its transmission queue(s) to attempt fast initial link setup before STAs that have frames
with User Priority 0-3 and the STAs that have no frame in their transmission queues" Does this mean that the AP should always set B0 to 1?  Is there any restriction on how many bits (of B0, B1 and B2) can set to 1 simultaneously?		Please clarify the behavior and modify the spec accordingly.				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:47		TGai General

		6929		Qi Wang		204		3		10.45.5.2		103		45		T		Y		103.00		45		10.45.5.2						George Calchev						"When the FILS User Priority subfield is present, the FILS User Priority condition is satisfied if the non-AP
STA has frames with user priority 4-7 in the transmission queue(s) and the FILS User Priority B0 is 1, or if
the non-AP STA has frames with user priority 0-3 in their transmission queue(s) and the FILS User Priority
B1 is 1, or if the non-AP STA has no frame in their transmission queue(s) and the FILS User Priority B2 is
1." What happens if a STA has pending frame transmissions of mixed priorities?		Please clarify the behavior when a STA has pending frame transmissions of mixed priorities, some of them having a User Priority 4-7, and some others having a User Priority 0-3.				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:47		TGai General

		6930		Qi Wang		204		3		9.42		77		13		T		Y		77.00		13		9.42						Jarkko Kneckt						Section 9.42, Element fragmentation. This section describes a method for a mega-element (length is greater than 255 octets), but doesn't really describe how to fragment an element, which in itself has a max length of 255 octets. Please use a different term (e.g., mega-element) other than "element fragmentation" to describe the content appropriately.		Please use a suitable term to describe the content here and modify the spec accordingly.				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:53		TGai General

		6931		Qi Wang		204		3		10.1.4.1		79				T		Y		79.00				10.1.4.1						Xiaofei Wang						"If dot11FILSActivated is true, the STA shall additionally scan for FILS Discovery (FD)
frames, returning in the BSSDescriptionFromFDSet parameter all FILS Discovery frames of the scanned
ESSs." It should be a STA's choice on whether to additionally scan for FD frames.		Replace "shall" with "may".				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6932		Richard Roy		204		3		3.1		3		22		G		Y		3.00		22		3.1						Lee Armstrong						The definition of PFS has "the" where it should read "a".		Change "the key agreement" to "a key agreement"				EDITOR														2014/10/21 15:52		TGai General

		6933		Richard Roy		204		3		3.2		3		36		T		Y		3.00		36		3.2						George Cherian						Definition of ActiveScanningTimer is ambiguous.  It's not clear with the timer keeping time of how long it takes to receive a single frame or a set of frames.		Clarify by rewriting.				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:25		TGai General

		6934		Richard Roy		204		3		3.2		3		46		E		Y		3.00		46		3.2												"Implements" should read "implements"		Make the change.				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6935		Richard Roy		204		3		3.2		3		55		G		Y		3.00		55		3.2						George Cherian						Definition of FILSProbeTimer is ambiguous.  It's not clear with the timer keeping time of how long it takes to receive a single frame or a set of frames.		Clarify by rewriting.				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:25		TGai General

		6936		Richard Roy		204		3		3.2		3		60		T		Y		3.00		60		3.2						Lee Armstrong						Change "AP/" to "AP"		Make the change.				EDITOR														2014/10/21 15:52		TGai General

		6937		Richard Roy		204		3		4.5.4.2		5		32		T		Y		5.00		32		4.5.4.2						Xiaofei Wang						Text reads: "FILS authentication procedures are defined in 4.10.3.6 (AKM operations using FILS authentication)" and it is not consistent with the previous four definitions.  The first for give technical hints, the last is a clause reference.		Rewrite to include technical hints and no clause, or add clause references to the first four.				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6938		Richard Roy		204		3		4.10.3.6		6		60		E		Y		6.00		60		4.10.3.6												Change "(PFS)" to "(PFS),"		Make the change.				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6939		Richard Roy		204		3		4.10.3.6		6		59		E		Y		6.00		59		4.10.3.6												Change "authentication method" to "authentication" or vice cersa through the paragraph to be consistent.		Make the change.				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6940		Richard Roy		204		3		6.3.3.2		11		36		T		Y		11.00		36		6.3.3.2						Xiaofei Wang						CAGNumber is optionally presnet only if dot11FILSActivated is true. Good. Differentiated Initial link setup is optionally present when dot11FILSActivated is true.  Are there other conditions under which it's optionally present???		Clarify by rewriting and make a similar fix to FILSWrappedData and PMKIDList in 6.3.5.2.2 and 6.3.5.3.2 and all other places whera similar ambiguity exists in the tables including Table 8-42				TGai General														2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6941		Richard Roy		204		3		8.4.1.59		38		39		E		Y		38.00		39		8.4.1.59												Text reads: "It is used for exchanging an
additional source of randomness to the FILS authentication exchange."		Change to: "It is used for exchanging an
additional source of randomness in the FILS authentication exchange."				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6942		Richard Roy		204		3		8.4.2.169.1		41		19		T		Y		41.00		19		8.4.2.169.1						Santosh Pandey						Text reads: "The TBTT Information Field Type subfield is 2 bits in length and defines the structure of the TBTT Information field."  I can not find anywhere in the draft where the values of this 2-bit field are specified. This doesn't seem right.		Add text specifying the meaning of the possible values this field may take on.				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:33		TGai General

		6943		Richard Roy		204		3		8.4.2.177		49		9		E		Y		49.00		9		8.4.2.177												Neither Tables 8-401zzz nor 8-401cx don't exist.		Perhaps change to just 8-401?				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6944		Richard Roy		204		3		8.4.2.179		52		36		E		Y		52.00		36		8.4.2.179												Neither Tables 8-401zzz nor 8-401cx don't exist.		Perhaps change to just 8-401?				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6945		Richard Roy		204		3		8.4.2.179		53		26		G		Y		53.00		26		8.4.2.179						Santosh Abraham						Figure XX doesn't exist either.		Fix.				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:37		TGai General

		6946		Richard Roy		204		3		9.4.2		16		77		E		Y		16.00		77		9.4.2												the word data is plural.		Change to "Data that are too"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6947		Richard Roy		204		3		10.3.1		64		86		T		Y		64.00		86		10.3.1						Rob Sun						Text reads: "A STA for which dot11OCBActivated is true but uses FILS authentication will transition to State 5: FILS authenticated." It is not clear at all, and I could find no text that describes how FILS authentication is going to be accomplished without beacons and probe responses, neither of which are allowed when dot11OCBActivated is true. Hence, it's not clear how two STAs with dot11OCBActivated would ever exchange the necessary management frames.		Add text that describes how this can be accomplished, or delete this text and replace it with text stating dot11OCBActivated = true STAs can't use FILS. If it can be accomplished using pre-shared key material, then a requirement will have to be added that all STAs supported dot11OCBActivated also shall support FILS, otherwise STAs will not know if the peer STA supports FILS or not.				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:40		TGai General

		6948		Richard Roy		204		3		1		1		1		T		Y		1.00		1		1						Hitoshi Morioka						There is no description of the type of IP address configuration that is being described/used.  There are more than one: staeless address autoconfiguration (SLAAC) and DHCP.  Which is supported?  Seems to be DHCP only however I am not sure.  Why not support SLAAC if it's not supported?		Add text somewhere describing which type or types of IP address configuration are supported and some rationale for why or why not?				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:25		TGai General

		6949		Richard Roy		204		3		11.11.2.2.1		35		113		E		Y		35.00		113		11.11.2.2.1												"itshall" is not a word in the English language.		Change to "it shall"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6950		Richard Roy		204		3		C.3		56		127		E		Y		56.00		127		C.3												Text reads: "dot11FILSActivated OBJECT-TYPE
SYNTAX TruthValue
MAX-ACCESS read-write
STATUS current
DESCRIPTION
"This is a control variable. It is written by an external management entity. Changes take effect as soon as practical in the implementation.
This attribute, when true, indicates that FILS is enabled.""  Why does a variable named Activated when true mean that it is "enabled"?		Fix.				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6951		Santosh Abraham		204		3								E		N																		Change all reference to Reduced Neighbor Report to Short Neighbor Report		Pg ix, 79, 83, 84, 85, 96, 127.				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6952		Santosh Abraham		204		3		4.10.7		8		20		E		N		8.00		20		4.10.7												Change "names" to indicates		As in comment				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6953		Santosh Abraham		204		3		6.33.3.2		12		11		T		N		12.00		11		6.33.3.2						Jarkko Kneckt						Short SSID can be returned in FD frame		Insert Short SSID in Table at line 11				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:28		TGai General

		6954		Santosh Abraham		204		3		6.33.3.2		12				E		N		12.00				6.33.3.2												Table on Page 12 has not been indexed						EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6955		Santosh Abraham		204		3		10.1.4.3.2		80				E		N		80.00				10.1.4.3.2												Lines 56 to 63 are unnecessarily verbose		Change to:
1) The STAreceive a broadcast addressed Probe Request
2) The STA receives one or more of  Probe Response, Beacon, Measurement Pilot or a FILS Discovery Frame.				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6956		Santosh Abraham		204		3		10.1.4.3.4		83		35		E		N		83.00		35		10.1.4.3.4												Line 35 is Unnecessary.		Delete line				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6957		Santosh Abraham		204		3		10.1.4.3.8		86		16		E		N		86.00		16		10.1.4.3.8						Jeongki Kim						Correct "AP-CSN element 0", to "AP-CSN element"		As in comment				TGai General														2014/10/21 16:22		EDITOR

		6958		Santosh Abraham		204		3		10.1.4.3.8		86				E		N		86.00				10.1.4.3.8						Jeongki Kim						Delete "which should be supported by the AP"		As in comment				TGai General														2014/10/21 16:22		EDITOR

		6959		Santosh Abraham		204		3		10.45.2.2		98		14		T		N		98.00		14		10.45.2.2						Xiaofei Wang						Include comparing with Short SSID		Change Line 14,15 as follows"  A scanning FILS STA that receives a FILS Discovery frame should compre the received SSID or Short SSID  in the FILS Discovery .....".				TGai General														2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6960		Santosh Abraham		204		3		8.4.2.169.1		41				T		N		41.00				8.4.2.169.1						Santosh Pandey						It may be useful to include FTM capability in Short neighbor report to enable quick ranging		See proposed Text in TBD.				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:33		TGai General

		6961		Santosh Abraham		204		3		6.3.7.4.2		19		31		E		N		19.00		31		6.3.7.4.2												FILSIPAddressAssignament is optional		Add optional in table.				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6962		Santosh Abraham		204		3		6.3.7.4.2		20		37		E		N		20.00		37		6.3.7.4.2												FILSIPAddressAssignament is optional		Add optional in table.				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6963		Santosh Abraham		204		3		8.4.2.171		43		43		E		N		43.00		43		8.4.2.171												Change Association Timeout to Association Delay through the text		As in comment				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6964		Santosh Abraham		204		3		8.4.2.171		43		47		E		N		43.00		47		8.4.2.171												Figure title is wrong		Correct figure title				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6965		Santosh Abraham		204		3		10.45.3.1		100		20		T		N		100.00		20		10.45.3.1						Hitoshi Morioka						Change line 20 to "If the AP does nt receive HLP Packets with in dot11MaxHLPWaitTime ..."		Add mib dot11MaxHLPWaitTime				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:52		TGai General

		6966		Santosh Abraham		204		3		10.45.5.1		103		11		T		N		103.00		11		10.45.5.1						George Calchev						Vendor portion of the MAC address shall not be used for filtering out addresses		See proposed text in TBD				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:47		TGai General

		6967		Santosh Abraham		204		3				103				T		N		103.00										George Calchev						Vendor specific info should not be used to prioritize access		Remove lines 18,19				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:47		TGai General

		6968		Stephen Mccann		204		3		8.4.2.172		43		60		T		N		43.00		60		8.4.2.172						Stephen McCan						TGaq Chair on behalf of TGaq.
The CAG Number can be a generic mechanism that can help to reduce GAS exchanges not only in 11ai ANQP but also in other advertisement protocols such as 11aq PADP and 11af RLQP.		Change CAG Number element format such that the CAG Number element may include one or more tuples of CAG Verison, Scope, and Partial Advertisement Protocol ID. Compress the Scope field into a 3-bit field such that the remaining bits in the second octet can carry a 5-bit Partial Advertisement Protocol ID field indicating the advertisement protocol associated with the CAG Version. Spell CAG as "common advertisement group".

Please see submission <https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/14/11-14-1341-01-00ai-lb204-comment-resolution-to-tgaq-s-comment-on-cag-number.doc> for proposed changes.				TGai General														2014/10/21 10:38		TGai General

		6969		Stephen Mccann		204		3		8.4.2.172		44		21		T		N		44.00		21		8.4.2.172						George Calchev						I think the sentences at P44.21 and P44.25 require some more explanation as to what happens what the CAG version reaches 255.		Change the sentences to read:

The CAG Version is incremented every time the value of, or presence of, an advertisement protocol element  within the CAG of the associated advertisement protocol or InfoID are added, deleted, or changed.  The CAG Version shall increment from 255 to 1, so that if a STA receives  a value of zero in this subfield, this will be discarded.				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:33		TGai General

		6970		Stephen Mccann		204		3		10.25.3.2.1		94		45		T		N		94.00		45		10.25.3.2.1						George Cherian						This paragraph is rather hard to understand and requires re-writing.		Change the paragraph to read:

A FILS STA stores  the ANQP CAG Version Number available from an AP, together with the ANQP attributes and information from the Common Advertisement Group ANQP-element for later use. The STA stores the ANQP CAG Version Number and the values of BSSID, HESSID, or SSID associated with the responding AP .

At a future time at an AP, a FILS STA should check its locally stored  ANQP CAG Version Number with the ANQP CAG Version Number received from that AP.  If the received ANQP CAG Version Number equals the stored value of an ANQP CAG Version Number (together with the same value of BSSID, HESSID, or SSID), the STA need not  initiate an ANQP query request for any of the ANQP-elements contained within the CAG and shall use the stored Common Advertisement Group ANQP-element attributes and  information within that STA instead.				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:49		TGai General

		6971		Stephen Mccann		204		3		4.10.7		8		23		T		N		8.00		23		4.10.7						Xiaofei Wang						Sometimes the word "cache" (P8.23) is used and sometimes "store" (P86.3). Are these words used to mean the same thing?		Use one of these two words in a consistent manner throughout the draft.				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6972		Yongho Seok		204		3		8.4.2.169		41		25		T		Y		41.00		25		8.4.2.169						Santosh Pandey						10.44.8 (Reduced Neighbor Report) is an achievement of IEEE 802.11af-2013.
And, the Reduced Neighbor Report procedure is utilizing the Reduced Neighbor Report element.
Why do you change the element name which was already published?
The name change of the element is not scope of Task Group ai.
And, please see 10.44.8. The Reduced Neighbor Report procedure is still using the Reduced Neighbor Report element.
By changing the element name, you are making additional inconsistency issue throughout the base draft (P802.11REVmc D3.0)		Keep the original element name.				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:33		TGai General

		6973		Yongho Seok		204		3		10.1.4.3.4		83		35		E		Y		83.00		35		10.1.4.3.4												"An AP shall remain in the Awake state, and shall respond to probe requests, subject to the criteria above."

You can find a completely redundant wording in the same sub-clause.		Delete either one.				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6974		Yongho Seok		204		3		10.1.4.3.5		83		60		E		Y		83.00		60		10.1.4.3.5												In sub-clause 10.1.4.3.5, the second and third bullets are definitely new paragraphs.
But, an editing instructions are silent on this.
It can makes that IEEE 802.11 members does not check some paragraphs even though it is new features.		Please correct an editing instruction.				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6975		Yunsong Yang		204		3								E		N																		The term "AP configuration information set" has been changed to "BSS Configuration Parameter Set" in some places, but not the others.  There are 7 instances of  "AP Configuration Information Set", 1 instance of "AP configuration information set", and 4 instances of "BSS Configuration Parameter Set" throughout 11ai D3.0.  One way or the other, we need to use a consistent term.		Change all instances of "AP Configuration Information Set" and "AP configuration information set" to "BSS Configuration Parameter Set".				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6976		Yunsong Yang		204		3								E		N																		The term "Reduced Neighbor Report" has been changed to "Short Neighbor Report" in some places but not the others. There are 4 instances of "Short Neighbor Report", 16 instances of "Reduced Neighbor Report" and 1 instance of "ReducedNeighbor Report" throughout 11ai D3.0. One way or the other, we need to use a consistent term.		Change all instances of "Short Neighbor Report" and the 1 instance of "ReducedNeighbor Report" to "Reduced Neighbor Report".				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6977		Yunsong Yang		204		3		table of contents						E		N						table of contents												Clause 10.25.3.2 was shown as a subclause of 10.3.5 in the table of contents.		Fix the clause hierarchy or indentation.				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6978		Yunsong Yang		204		3		6.3.3.3.2		12		10		T		N		12.00		10		6.3.3.3.2						Xiaofei Wang						In the table, the valid range of SSID says "0-32 octets", but Figure 8-662a in 8.6.8.38 says that SSID is "1-32" octets (probably due to the 5-bit Length field. We need to make these two consistent. Since we still have reserved bits in the FD frame control field in Figure 8-662b, one option is to change "1-32" to "0-32" in Figure 8-662a and to make the Length field in Figure 8-662b 6 bits.  In this way, the conversion of the length is straight forward (i.e. no need of minus 1), but it also implies that Null SSID is allowed in FD frame, which should be discussed by TGai first.  Another option is to change "0-32 octets" to "1-32 octets" on Page 12 in 6.3.3.3.2 (the table for BSSDescriptionFromFDSet).		Change the number of octets for SSID field from "1-32" to "0-32" in Figure 8-662a. Change the number of bits for Length field in Figure 8-662b from "5" to "6" and re-number the assigned bits accordingly. Delete the sentence "The value of this field is equal to the length of the SSID field minus 1." in lines 28-29 on Page 69, just under Figure 8-662b. Change the first sentence in lines 5-6 on Page 70 to "The SSID field is variable length between 0 and 32 octets, as specified by the 6-bit SSID Length field in the FILS Discovery Frame Control of the FILS Discovery frame."				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6979		Yunsong Yang		204		3		8.4.2.178		50		22		E		N		50.00		22		8.4.2.178						Jeongki Kim						The first clause number referenced in this sentence is wrong.  Clause 10.1.4.3.7 has nothing to do with AP-CSN or the definition of those non-dynamic information elements. Instead, 10.1.4.3.8 (Enhanced FILS active scanning to preferred AP) should be referenced, although the same clause number is repeated later in the sentence.		Change "10.1.4.3.7 (Sending a response to Probe Request)" to "10.1.4.3.8 (Enhanced FILS active scanning to preferred AP)"				TGai General														2014/10/21 16:23		EDITOR

		6980		Yunsong Yang		204		3		8.4.2.184		62		5		E		N		62.00		5		8.4.2.184												The instruction to editor above Clause 8.4.2.184 has an inconsistent clause number.		Change the instruction to "Insert new clause as follows:"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6981		Yunsong Yang		204		3		8.6.24		75		22		E		N		75.00		22		8.6.24												Typo in "1FILS".		Change it to "FILS"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6982		Yunsong Yang		204		3		9.42		77		16		T		N		77.00		16		9.42						Lee Armstrong						Resolution text in 11-14-0672r0 was approved by Motion #69, but the changes made in 11-14-0672r0 are missing in D3.0.		Incorporate the changes in 11-14-0672r0.				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:43		TGai General

		6983		Yunsong Yang		204		3		10.1.4.1		79		30		T		N		79.00		30		10.1.4.1						Xiaofei Wang						The second "BSSDescriptionFromFDSet" in the sentence of "The STA is not required .... in this scan." doesn't make much sense. The original intent of this sentence is to say that if the scan already produces a BSSDescriptionSet, e.g. from the Beacon, there is no need to return the BSSDescriptionFromFDSet since it is only a subset of the former. So, the second "BSSDescriptionFromFDSet" in the sentence should have been "BSSDescriptionSet".		Change the second "BSSDescriptionFromFDSet" in the sentence to "BSSDescriptionSet".				TGai General		Telco-2014-10-21												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General

		6984		Yunsong Yang		204		3		10.1.4.1		79		36		E		N		79.00		36		10.1.4.1												Typo in "9SSID". This Typo is not in REVmc D3.0.		Change "9SSID" to "(SSID"				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6985		Yunsong Yang		204		3		10.1.4.3.5		83		49		T		N		83.00		49		10.1.4.3.5						Jarkko Kneckt						The first bullet under 10.1.4.3.5 is not about the "Contents of a response".  It is about addressing of the frame, which is essentially repeated in the first paragraph under 10.1.4.3.7 (Sending a response to Probe Request). So, it is not appropriate for clause 10.1.4.3.5 and is also redundant.		Delete the first bullet.				TGai General														2014/10/20 15:45		TGai General

		6986		Yunsong Yang		204		3		10.1.4.3.8		85		27		E		N		85.00		27		10.1.4.3.8						Jeongki Kim						The excluded elements are currently listed in a random order.		Re-arrange the order of the elements in the exclusion list according to the order they appear in Table 8-35 (Beacon Frame body).				TGai General														2014/10/21 16:22		EDITOR

		6987		Yunsong Yang		204		3		10.1.4.3.8		85		39		T		N		85.00		39		10.1.4.3.8						Jeongki Kim						There are additional elements that may be dynamic. For example, the Wi-Fi Alliance OCE MTG is proposing to allow EDCA Parameter element to be changed dynamically in order to maintain the QoS for an owner's client device (on the private SSID) when traffics due to the visitor's client devices (on the public SSID) are changing, which may happen far more frequently than what AP-CSN is designed for. Other examples include Emergency Alart Identifier element, Qload Report element, Quiet element, Quiet Channel element, and Extended BSS Load element. These elements should be excluded from the BSS Configuration Parameter Set as well. Otherwise, their frequent changes may cause the AP-CSN to increase fast, and as a result, to overflow frequently.		Add EDCA Parameter element, Emergency Alart Identifier element, Qload Report element, Quiet element, Quiet Channel element, and Extended BSS Load element to the list of elements that are excluded from the BSS Configuration Parameter Set.				TGai General														2014/10/21 16:22		EDITOR

		6988		Yunsong Yang		204		3		10.1.4.3.8		85		39		T		N		85.00		39		10.1.4.3.8						Jeongki Kim						Neighbor Report element and Reduced/Short Neighbor Report element are related to how to scan neighboring APs. Meanwhile, the function of AP-CSN is to help STA to launch association with the current AP without receiving Beacon or Probe Response from the current AP. So, Neighbor Report element and Reduced/Short Neighbor Report element have no impact on the functionality of AP-CSN and should be removed from the BSS Parameter Set to avoid unneccesry changes of AP-CSN due to changes occured in neighoring APs. (Besides, if the Beacon Intervals of an AP and its neighboring AP are not the same, the TBTT in the Reduced/Short Neighbor Report IE can change dynamically, causing the AP-CSN to overflow frequently.) Prefer to also add a Note to state the principal that any element should be excluded from the BSS Configuration Set if the element has no impact on STA's ability of using AP-CSN to make a decision of initiating an association procedure with an AP without first receiving Beacon or Probe Response from the AP.		Add Neighbor Report element and Reduced/Short Neighbor Report element to the list of elements that are excluded from the BSS Configuration Parameter Set. And add a Note, which states "This element (or any future element) is excluded from the BSS Configuration Set since this element (or if the future element) has no impact on a FILS STA's ability of using AP-CSN to make a decision of initiating an association procedure with an AP without receiving Beacon or Probe Response from the AP".				TGai General														2014/10/21 16:22		EDITOR

		6989		Yunsong Yang		204		3		10.1.4.3.8		85		39		T		N		85.00		39		10.1.4.3.8						Jeongki Kim						If Fragment element is used in the Beacon frame, any change in a Fragment element in the Beacon should be considered under the context of the element being fragmented by the Fragment element. Fragment element by itself should be excluded from the BSS Parameter Set.		Add Fragment element to the list of elements that are excluded from the BSS Configuration Parameter Set.				TGai General														2014/10/21 16:22		EDITOR

		6990		Yunsong Yang		204		3		10.1.4.3.8		85		39		T		N		85.00		39		10.1.4.3.8						Jeongki Kim						CAG Number element is related to GAS server and has no directly impact on STA's ability to associate with the AP. Even if the CAG Number value has changed, STA is still able to associated with the AP without additional scanning. Therefore, CAG Number element should be excluded from the BSS Parameter Set too.		Add CAG Number element to the list of elements that are excluded from the BSS Configuration Parameter Set.				TGai General														2014/10/21 16:22		EDITOR

		6991		Yunsong Yang		204		3		10.1.4.3.8		85		39		T		N		85.00		39		10.1.4.3.8						Jeongki Kim						TGai have excluded Vendor-specific element from the BSS Paramater Set. However, some elements (such as Neighbor Report element, Measurement Pilot Transmission element, Multiple BSSID element) also optionally contain vendor-specific subelement.  Therefore, we should add a Note to state that if a vendor-specific subelement is included in an element within the BSS Parameter Set, the AP-CSN will not provide any indication regarding if that vendor-specific subelement has changed or not, and AP-CSN shall not be increased if the only change within the BSS Parameter Set is due to the change to a vendor-specific subelement embedded in an element within the BSS Parameter Set.		Add, after the end of the exclusion list, a Note, which states "If a vendor-specific subelement is included in an element within the BSS Parameter Set, the AP-CSN will not provide any indication regarding if that vendor-specific subelement has changed or not, and AP-CSN shall not be increased if the only change within the BSS Parameter Set is due to the change to a vendor-specific subelement embedded in an element within the BSS Parameter Set."				TGai General														2014/10/21 16:22		EDITOR

		6992		Yunsong Yang		204		3		10.1.4.3.8		85		49		T		N		85.00		49		10.1.4.3.8						Jeongki Kim						AP-CSN has been changed to 8 bit. Thus, here we should use modulo 256.		Change "128" to "256".				TGai General														2014/10/21 16:22		EDITOR

		6993		Yunsong Yang		204		3		10.1.4.3.8		85		53		T		N		85.00		53		10.1.4.3.8						Jeongki Kim						First, AP doesn't provide the definition of BSS Configuration Parameter Set (formerly AP Configuration Information Set) in the AP-CSN element. Second, there is no more Full-Set Indicator.		Change the sentence to "An AP with dot11FILSActivated true may provide the STAs with dot11FILSActivated true its AP-CSN value by sending a Beacon frame or a Probe Response frame including an AP-CSN element (as defined in 8.4.2.178 (AP Configuration Sequence Number element))."				TGai General														2014/10/21 16:22		EDITOR

		6994		Yunsong Yang		204		3		10.1.4.3.8		86		16		E		N		86.00		16		10.1.4.3.8						Jeongki Kim						Extra "0" in "element 0"		Delete "0".				TGai General														2014/10/21 16:22		EDITOR

		6995		Yunsong Yang		204		3		10.1.4.3.8		86		21		T		N		86.00		21		10.1.4.3.8						Jeongki Kim						There is no more FullSet Indicator.		Delete "with the FullSet indicator set to 1"				TGai General														2014/10/21 16:22		EDITOR

		6996		Yunsong Yang		204		3		10.25.3.2.1		94		49		E		N		94.00		49		10.25.3.2.1												"last STA's visit" should be "STA's last visit"		Change "last STA's visit" to "STA's last visit".				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6997		Yunsong Yang		204		3		10.45.2.2		98		24		E		N		98.00		24		10.45.2.2												Wrong clause is referenced here.		Change "10.1.4.3.7 (AP Configuration Information Set)" to "10.1.4.3.8 (Enhanced FILS active scanning to preferred AP)".				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR

		6998		Yunsong Yang		204		3		10.45.2.2		98		29		E		N		98.00		29		10.45.2.2												Lines 29-31 are duplicating with lines 24-26.		Delete the paragraph in lines 29-31.				EDITOR														2014/10/15 9:00		EDITOR
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		6057		GEORGE CHERIAN		8.6.8.38		68		Add 'Short' SSID to the FILS Discovery frame, and make SSID an optional field		Suggest using 4-byte Short SSID (Calculation similar to the one in Short Neighbor Report Element). This can help reduce the size of the FD frame. Since the Short SSID length is known (i.e., 4 bytes), we can reduce the size of FD frame control field to 1 Octet by removing the 5-bit "Length" and the 4-bit reserved sub-fields. See submission TBD.		Revised:  See proposal 												2014/10/21 15:49		TGai General








