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This submission present proposed resolution for CIDs 4303, 4304, 4246, 4281, 4282, 4019, 4792, 4095, 4214, 4262, 4070, 4072, 4101, and 4174.  The proposed changes are based on REVmd/D3.0.

Revision history:
R0 – 	initial version
R1 – Remove the proposed resolution of CID 4319.
R2 – Update the discussion/proposed resolution of CIDs 4304, 4174, 4019, 4792, 4101, 4214, 4072.
R3 –	Mark CIDs 4303, 4304, and 4246 green as ready for motion.  Mark 4174 as yellow for further 	discussion.
R4 – Mark CIDs 4281, 4282, 4019, 4792, and 4095 ready for motion.
R5 – Mark CID 4262 ready for motion.
R6 – Updates to CIDs 4214, 4070 (by Menzo)
R7 – Mark CIDs 4214 and 4070 ready for motion.  Update to CID 4072.
[bookmark: _GoBack]R8 – Update to CID 4174






	CID
	Clause
	Page
	Line
	Comment
	Proposed Change

	4303
	10.3.6
	1766
	41
	"Broadcast address value" should be lowercase.  Ditto " Broadcast addressed " and " Multicast-group addressed" in 11.10.6
	As it says in the comment



Discussion:
The following is the sentence of interest on “Broadcast address value”:
[image: ]
The following is the paragraph of interest on “Broadcast addressed” and “Multicast-group addressed”:
[image: ]
Proposed resolution:
Accepted.
Note to the editors:  The locations in Draft 3.0 are 1766.41, 2295.50, and 2295.52.



	CID
	Clause
	Page
	Line
	Comment
	Proposed Change

	4304
	11.3.5.1
	2231
	34
	"Successful reassociation sets the non-FILS(11ai) STA's state to" should be "Successful reassociation sets the state for a non-FILS(11ai) STA to" as for CID 2223.  Ditto "Successful association sets the state for FILS STAs to
State 4(11ai).", which should be singular too
	As it says in the comment



Discussion:
The following is the sentence of interest at 2231.34:
[image: ] 
The approved resolution of CID 2223 about 2231.28 is shown as follows:
Replace “Successful association sets the non-FILS STA’s state to State 3 or State 4.” with “Successful association sets the state for a non-FILS STA to State 3 or State 4.”.
For the second part of the commenter’s comment, it is related to the sentence at 2231.30: “Successful association sets the state for FILS STAs to State 4”.  I agree with the commenter that “FILS STAs” should be replaced by “a FILS STA”.
For the sake of consistency, the sentencs at 2231.37, 2231.39, 2231.44, and 2231.45 should be updated accordingly.	Comment by Mark Rison: Then there are also “STA’s state”s in 11.3.4.1 General (3x)	Comment by Edward Au: Thanks and I now add these 3 locations in the proposed resolution.
In addition, as Mark Rison points out in his comment sent to the email reflector, there are also “STA’s state” in subclause 11.3.4.1 that should be updated accordingly.


Proposed resolution:
Revised.

Incorporate changes from 20/0270r2 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/20/11-20-0270-02-000m-resolutions-for-some-initial-sa-ballot-comments-on-11md-d3-0-part-ii.docx) under CID 4304.

For subclause 11.3.5.1 in Draft 3.0, please make the following changes:

Successful association enables a STA to exchange Class 3 frames. (#2223)Successful association sets the state for a (11ai)non-FILS STA to State 3 or State 4. Successful association sets the state for a FILS STAs to State 4(11ai). 

Successful reassociation enables a STA to exchange Class 3 frames. Unsuccessful reassociation when not in State 1 leaves the state for a STA STA’s state unchanged (with respect to the AP or PCP that was sent the Reassociation Request (which may be the current STA)). Successful reassociation sets the state for a non-FILS(11ai) STA’s state to State 3 or State 4 (with respect to the AP or PCP that was sent the Reassociation Request frame(11ai)). Successful reassociation when not in State 1 sets the state for a STA’s state to State 2 (with respect to the current AP or PCP, if this is not the AP or PCP that was sent the Reassociation Request frame(11ai)). Successful reassociation sets the state for a FILS STA’s state to State 4 (with respect to the AP or PCP that was sent the Reassociation Request frame) and enables it to exchange Class 3 frames(11ai). Reassociation shall be performed only if the originating STA is already associated in the same ESS.	Comment by Mark Rison: state for a STA	Comment by Edward Au: Agree.	Comment by Mark Rison: a	Comment by Edward Au: Agree.	Comment by Mark Rison: delete	Comment by Edward Au: Agree.

Disassociation notification when not in State 1 sets the state for a non-FILS(11ai) STA’s state to State 2. Disassociation notification when not in State 1 sets the state for a FILS STA’s state to State 1(11ai). The STA shall become associated again prior to sending Class 3 frames. A STA may disassociate a peer STA at any time, for any reason. 

For subclause 11.3.4.1 in Draft 3.0, please make the following changes:

This subclause describes the procedures used for IEEE 802.11 authentication and deauthentication. The states used in this description are defined in 11.3.1 (State variables).

Successful authentication sets the state for a STA’s state to State 2, if it was in State 1. Unsuccessful authentication leaves the state for the STA’s state unchanged.

Deauthentication notification sets the state for a STA’s state to State 1. Deauthentication notification when in State 3 or 4 implies disassociation as well. A STA may deauthenticate a peer STA at any time, for any reason. If STA A in an infrastructure BSS receives a Class 2 or Class 3 frame from STA B that is not authenticated with STA A (i.e., the state for STA B is State 1), STA A shall discard the frame. If the frame has an individual address in the Address 1 field, the MLME of STA A shall send a Deauthentication frame to STA B.

Authentication is optional in an IBSS. In a non-DMG infrastructure BSS, authentication is required. In a DMG infrastructure BSS and PBSS, the Open System authentication algorithm is not used (see 12.3.3.1 (Overview)).(#2582) APs and PCPs do not initiate authentication.

	CID
	Clause
	Page
	Line
	Comment
	Proposed Change

	4246
	10.32.3
	1925
	33
	"a +HTC Control response frame" should be "a +HTC control response frame"
	As it says in the comment



Discussion:
The following is the sentence of interest:
[image: ]
Note that there is an appearance of “+HTC Control Response frame” at 1925.20.
Proposed resolution:
Revised.
At 1925.20, replace “+HTC Control Response frame” with “+HTC control response frame”.
At 1925.33, replace “+HTC Control response frame” with “+HTC control response frame”.

	CID
	Clause
	Page
	Line
	Comment
	Proposed Change

	4281
	
	
	
	Should column names have scare quotes around them, e.g. the "Extensible" column or just the Extensible column?  Should be consistent
	As it says in the comment

	4282
	
	
	
	Should enumerated values have scare quotes around them, e.g. the status is "SUCCESS" column or just the status is SUCCESS?  Should be consistent
	As it says in the comment



Discussion:
During the discussion on CID 2584 (in 19/0856r12), we have briefly discussed on whether there are scare quotes on “Yes”, “Extensible”, “Sublements”, and others.  The decision at that time is to keep using the scare quotes.
After reviewing Draft 3.0, majority of the enumerated values and column names do not have scare quotes (e.g., more than 200 SUCCESS versus 6 “SUCCESS”), for the sake of consistency, it is recommended to remove the scare quotes around the column names and enumerated values.
Straw poll #1 for CID 4281:
Do you support to reject the comment of CID 4281?  1 Yes / 4 No / 4 Abstain
Straw poll #2 for CID 4281:
Do you support to accept the proposed resolution for CID 4281 shown in 20/0270r4?  6 Yes / 0 No / 4 Abstain
Proposed resolution for CID 4282:
Revised.

Remove the scare quotes of No at 195.28 and 992.24.

Remove the scare quotes of Yes at 196.27, 273.47, 992.18, 992.27, 1464.50, 1717.39, 1907.22, 1907.23, and 2328.57.

Remove the scare quotes of SUCCESS at 1636.59, 2251.31, 2450.22, 2451.50, 2458.15, and 2459.6.

Remove the scare quotes of Subelements at 992.21 and 1464.52.




Proposed resolution for CID 4281:

Revised

Remove the scare quotes of Robust at 195.28 and 196.27.

Remove the scare quotes of Channel spacing at 199.12 and 199.18.

Remove the scare quotes of Channel starting frequency at 199.13 and 199.19.

Remove the scare quotes of Code at 913.42.

Remove the scare quotes at VHT-MCS index at 935.42.
Remove the scare quotes at MCS index at 935.44.

Remove the scare quotes at MCS Idx at 935.48.

Remove the scare quotes at Responding STA role at 943.32.

Remove the scare quotes of Element ID Extension present at 978.20.

Remove the scare quotes of Extensible at 992.18, 992.20, 1464.49, 1464.50, 1464.52, 1464.56, 1464.60, 1907.22, and 1907.23.

Remove the scare quotes of Fragmentable at 992.27.

Remove the scare quotes of Channel spacing (MHz) at 1004.43, 1015.17, 1015.41, 1016.1, 1016.35, 1048.27, 1049.26, 1049.60, and 1051.11.

Remove the scare quotes of Channel set at 1015.16, 1015.40, 1015.64, 1048.25, 1049.25, and 1049.59.

Remove the scare quotes of Definition of context at 1685.22.

Remove the scare quotes of Time priority at 1717.39.

Replace “the “applies to” column” with “the Applies to column” at 1751.13 and 1752.53.

Remove the scare quotes of Status at 1751.13 and 1752.53.

Remove the scare quotes of Multiplicity at 1751.14.

Remove the scare quotes of Transmitter requirements at 1751.17. 

Remove the scare quotes of Multiplicity / Cache size at 1752.55.

Remove the scare quotes of Receiver requirements at 1752.57. 

Remove the scare quotes of Encoding at 1807.39.

Remove the scare quotes of Group Addressed Privacy at 2328.57.

Remove the scare quotes at TXVECTOR at 2991.56, 3149.41, 3282.25, 3337.49, and 3489.31.

Remove the scare quotes at RXVECTOR at 2991.56, 3149.41, 3282.25, 3337.49, and 3489.31.

	CID
	Clause
	Page
	Line
	Comment
	Proposed Change

	4019
	10.45.3.2
	2076
	42
	Frame exchange operation is described in Annex G.  The title should be renamed to reflect its scope regarding the procedures as a whole, not specifically frame exchange..
	Change "Frame exchange operation" to "Link Cooperation Data Transfer Procedures"



Discussion:
The following is the structure of subclause 10.45:
[image: ]
For the subclause 10.45.3.2, it has the following 3 child subclauses:
[image: ]
Agree in principle on the proposed change but I would suggest “Link cooperation data transmission procedure”, rather than “Link cooperation data transfer procedure” as suggested by the commenter, because the title of its child subclauses is about data transmission.	Comment by Mark Rison: Not sure what the difference is, but isn’t it more than on data tx, since presumably data rx is involved too?	Comment by Edward Au: Sorry for confusion.  I thought that the title of 10.45.3.2.3 is on data transmission and therefore, it would be consistent if we change the title of the parent clause to “Link cooperation data transmission procedure” rather than “Link cooperation data transfer procedure”.  We can also discuss more in the teleconference call.
Proposed resolution:
Revised.
Replace the title of the subclause from “Frame exchange operation” to “Link cooperation data transmission procedure”.



	CID
	Clause
	Page
	Line
	Comment
	Proposed Change

	4792
	20.2.2
	3091
	39
	The convention in VECTORs is to use underscores in names, not hyphens.
	Change "ADD-PPDU" and "TRN-LEN" to "ADD_PPDU" and "TRN_LEN", throughout.



Proposed resolution:
Revised
Replace “shall have the ADD-PPDU parameter of the TXVECTOR” with “shall have the ADD_PPDU parameter of the TXVECTOR” at 1811.60, 	Comment by Mark Rison: Need to be very clear on which this one is, since there are two on lines 60/61	Comment by Edward Au: Thanks.  I have made it clear in revision 2.
Replace “ADD-PPDU” with “ADD_PPDU” at 3091.39, 3109.22, 3458.26, 3469.14, 3486.56, and 3505.18.
Replace “TRN-LEN” with “TRN_LEN” at 1733.60 (twice), 2028.49, 2056.51, 2059.54, 2060.1, 2060.9, 2060.27, 2060.32, 2064.12, 2064.26, 2064.31, 2064.55, 2064.62, 3091.52, 3091.54 (twice), 3109.45, 3458.38, 3458.40 (twice), 3469.36, and 3488.61.
Replace “The value of TRN-LEN in the following PPDU” with “The value of the TRN_LEN parameter in the TXVECTOR of the following PPDU” at 2059.65.	Comment by Mark Rison: Also at 2060.1, 2060.9	Comment by Edward Au: Thanks and added.	Comment by Mark Rison: How about “value of TRN-LEN in” -> “value of the TRN_LEN parameter in the TXVECTOR of” here and similarly at 2064.25?
	Comment by Edward Au: Thanks and added.

Replace “The value of TRN-LEN parameter in the following PPDU” with “The value of the TRN_LEN parameter in the TXVECTOR of the following PPDU” at 2064.25.




	CID
	Clause
	Page
	Line
	Comment
	Proposed Change

	4095
	Y.2
	4546
	44
	Figures Y-1 and Y-2 are almost identical except for the words "hint" and "hash" in the comment on the left hand side of the Figures. It would be quite simple to merge these two figures into one, without any technical change.
	Change the text on the left hand side of Figure Y-1 and Y-2 to "Service Hint and/or Service Hash matched corresponding to Service Name Y"



Discussion:
Offline comment from the commenter (Stephen McCann) on February 4, 2020:
“ah, you are correct. I've reviewed the paragraphs in Annex Y.2 and I don't think it's worthwhile changing the figures together with the text. Nothing is incorrect, it was just an optimisation.
Therefore, I suggest that the comment is rejected with the resolution of "commentor withdraws the comment".”
Proposed resolution:
Rejected.
The commenter withdraws his comment.


	CID
	Clause
	Page
	Line
	Comment
	Proposed Change

	4214
	
	
	
	Slashes are confusing because it's not clear whether they mean and, or or xor.  We got rid of some of them in previous rounds, but a few are left
	Fix "Authenticator/Supplicant" (3x), "Probe/Association Request (Ed)frame", "Authentication-Confirm/
Authentication-Ack frames (over the air) or FT Confirm/FT Ack frames (over the DS)", "during  authentication/association"



Discussion:
[1] First and second instances of “Authenticator/Supplicant” at 287.41 and 287.44, respectively, in Subclause 4.9.4:
[image: ]
Replace 
“entity and IEEE 802.1X Authenticator/Supplicant unless” with 
“entity, and IEEE 802.1X Authenticator or Supplicant, unless”.
In addition, replace 
“802.1X Authenticator/Supplicant” with 
“IEEE 802.1X Authenticator or Supplicant” 
at the following locations (all are figures):  283.3, 283.39, 286.4, 286.38 (twice).

[2] Third instance of “Authenticator/Supplicant” at 2669.30 in Subclause 12.7.3:
[image: ]
Replace 
“Authenticator/Supplicant nonce” with 
“Authenticator or Supplicant nonce, respectively”.
Replace
"Install/Not install" with
"indicates whether to install (1) or not install (0)"

[4] “Probe/Association Request frame” at 1382.32 in Subclause 9.4.2.191:
[image: ]
Replace 
“Probe/Association Request frame” with 
“Probe Request frame or Association Request frame”.

[5] “Authentication-Confirm/Authentication-Ack frames (over the air) or FT Confirm/FT Ack frames (over the DS)” at 2763.55 in Subclause 13.11.1:
[image: ]
As per Figure 13-10, it is a series of frame exchange including both the Authentication-Confirm and Authentication-Ack frames.  
As per Figure 13-12, it is a series of frame exchange including both the FT Confirm and FT Ack frames.
Replace 
“Authentication-Confirm/Authentication-Ack frames (over the air) or FT Confirm/FT Ack frames (over the DS)” with 
“Authentication-Confirm and Authentication-Ack frames (over the air) or FT Confirm and FT Ack frames (over the DS)”.

[6] “during authentication/association” at 2837.25 in Subclause 14.10.13:
[image: ]
Replace “during authentication/association” with “during authentication and association”.


Proposed resolution:
Revised.
At 287.41 and 287.44, replace 
“entity and IEEE 802.1X Authenticator/Supplicant unless” with 
“entity, and IEEE 802.1X Authenticator or Supplicant, unless”.
At 283.3, 283.39, 286.4, and 286.38 (twice), replace 
“802.1X Authenticator/Supplicant” with 
“IEEE 802.1X Authenticator or Supplicant”.
At at 2669.30, replace 
“Authenticator/Supplicant nonce” with 
“Authenticator or Supplicant nonce, respectively”.
At 1382.32, replace 
“Probe/Association Request frame” with 
“Probe Request frame or Association Request frame”.
At 2763.55, replace 
“Authentication-Confirm/Authentication-Ack frames (over the air) or FT Confirm/FT Ack frames (over the DS)” with 
“Authentication-Confirm and Authentication-Ack frames (over the air) or FT Confirm and FT Ack frames (over the DS)”.
At 2837.25, replace 
“during authentication/association” with 
“during authentication and association”.
At 2669.23, replace
"Install/Not install" with
"indicates whether to install (1) or not install (0)"



	CID
	Clause
	Page
	Line
	Comment
	Proposed Change

	4262
	12.5.3.3.7
	2607
	48
	"Nonce:  the  nonce  (13  octets)  constructed  as  described  in  (#2720)12.5.3.3.3  (Construct
AAD(#2720)) b ((11ah)For PV1 MPDUs, the format of the AAD is shown in Figure 12-20 (AAD
construction for PV1 MPDUs(M110)(11ah)).)." -- something terrible has happened here (e.g. that lone b, and the paren around the last sentence).  Ditto in 12.5.3.4.2
	Work out what went wrong (bad resolution and/or bad implementation of resolution) and fix it



Discussion:
The following is the sentence of interest at 2607.48 in Subclause 12.5.3.3.7:
[image: ]
As referred to IEEE 802.11ah-2016 amendment, the correct text is shown as follows:
[image: ]
Note that Subclause 12.5.3.3.4 in IEEE 802.11ah-2016 amendment is “Construct CCM nonce”.

The following is the sentence of interest at 2609.39 in Subclause 12.5.3.4.2:
[image: ]
As referred to IEEE 802.11ah-2016 amendment, the correct text is shown as follows:
[image: ]
After reviewing the previous drafts (from D0.0 to D3.0), it is found that these are the roll-in errors when the contents of the IEEE 802.11ah-2016 amendment were rolled-in in D0.3.
Proposed resolution:
Revised.

At 2607.48 and 2609.39, delete “b ((11ah)For PV1 MPDUs, the format of the AAD is shown in Figure 12-20 (AAD construction for PV1 MPDUs(M110)(11ah)).)”.



	CID
	Clause
	Page
	Line
	Comment
	Proposed Change

	4070
	10.36.5.3
	1959
	15
	Second "VHT beamformee" should be beamformer in the sentence "NOTE--The VHT beamformee might therefore have to transmit an MPDU that is bigger than the VHT beamformee is capable of receiving."
	Change to "NOTE--The VHT beamformee might therefore have to transmit an MPDU that is bigger than the VHT beamformer is
capable of receiving."



Discussion:
The following is the sentence of interest at 1959.15:
[image: ]
Comment from Mark Rison sent to the email reflector on January 6, 2020:

No, this comment should be REJECTED.  The point is that the BFee does not fragment if the CBR fits in the BFer's max MPDU len capability. So if for example the CBR is 10k and the BFer's max MPDU len capability is 11k, then the BFee does not fragment, even if the BFee's max MPDU
len capability on rx is 4k (which one might think might also be its max on tx).  This is the subtlety the NOTE is capturing.  Indeed, “The VHT beamformee might therefore have to transmit an MPDU that is bigger than the VHT beamformer is capable of receiving.” would be plain wrong: it never does that.


NOTE--The VHT beamformee might therefore have to transmit an MPDU that is bigger than the VHT beamformee is capable of receiving.

The note is not very explicit about conveying what Mark described above, but it is correct.

Possible improvement of the note:

NOTE--The requirement that the VHT compressed beamforming feedback is transmitted in a single VHT Compressed Beamforming frame implies that the VHT beamformee might have to transmit an MPDU that is bigger than its receive capability.

NOTE--The requirement that the VHT compressed beamforming feedback is transmitted in a single VHT Compressed Beamforming frame might imply that the VHT beamformee transmits an MPDU that is bigger than its receive capability.



Proposed resolution:
Revised.

The VHT beamformee does not fragment if the Compressed Beamforming Report fits in the VHT beamformer’s maximum MPDU length capability. So if for example the Compressed Beamforming Report is 10 kB and the beamformer’s maximum MPDU length capability is 11 kB, then the beamformee does not fragment, even if the beamformee’s maximum MPDU length capability on receive is 4 kB (which one might think is also its max on transmit).  This is the subtlety the NOTE is capturing.

1959.15 replace the NOTE with

NOTE--The requirement that the VHT compressed beamforming feedback is transmitted in a single VHT Compressed Beamforming frame implies that the VHT beamformee might have to transmit an MPDU that is bigger than its receive capability.



	CID
	Clause
	Page
	Line
	Comment
	Proposed Change

	4072
	10.42.7
	2059
	61
	"Beam Track Requested" should be "Beam Tracking Requested"
	Change to "Beam Tracking Requested"



Discussion:
The following is the sentence of interest at 2059.61:
[image: ]
Comment from Mark Rison sent to the email reflector on January 6, 2020:

Actually, the spec is inconsistent as to the enum names for the (EDMG_)BEAM_TRACKING_REQUEST parameter:
· Table 20-1: Beam tracking requested or Beam tracking not requested
· Table 24-1: Beam tracking requested or beam tracking not requested and Enhanced beam tracking requested or enhanced beam tracking not requested
· Table 25-1: Beam tracking requested or Beam tracking not requested
I suggest making the first letter of each word uppercase, so in addition to the above the following need fixing:
10.42.7
· BEAM_TRACKING_REQUEST to Beam Tracking Requested
· BEAM_TRACKING_REQUEST parameter shall be set to Beam Tracking Not Requested
· BEAM_TRACKING_REQUEST parameter in the RXVECTOR set to Beam Track Requested
· BEAM_TRACKING_REQUEST parameter in the TXVECTOR to Beam Tracking Requested
· BEAM_TRACKING_REQUEST to beam tracking not requested
· BEAM_TRACKING_REQUEST parameter in the RXVECTOR equal to beam tracking not requested
10.42.9
· ENHANCED_BEAM_TRACKING_REQUEST to enhanced beam tracking requested
· ENHANCED_BEAM_TRACKING_REQUEST parameter shall be set to enhanced beam tracking not requested
· ENHANCED_BEAM_TRACKING_REQUEST parameter in the RXVECTOR equal to enhanced beam tracking requested
· ENHANCED_BEAM_TRACKING_REQUEST parameter in the TXVECTOR to enhanced beam tracking requested
· ENHANCED_BEAM_TRACKING_REQUEST parameter in the TXVECTOR to enhanced beam tracking requested
· ENHANCED_BEAM_TRACKING_REQUEST parameter in the RXVECTOR equal to enhanced beam tracking requested
Also, in 20.9.2.2.1 "Beam Tracking Request (if present) equal to 0" should (I presume) have "field" before the parenthesis.  Or maybe, looking at the wider sentence structure, instead delete "the" in "the PPDU Type" (also in next bullet)?
[1] Table 20-1, 3092.44
[image: ]
[2] Table 24-1, 3459.46
[image: ]
[3] Table 25-1, 3488.62
[image: ]
I agree with the commenter to make the first letter of each word uppercase, i.e., Beam Tracking Requested, Beam Tracking Not Requested, Enhanced Beam Tracking Requested, and Enhanced Beam Tracking Not Requested, throughout the document.
As per the discussion on April 3, the group decides to make all letters uppercase and link with hyphen for the sake of consistency.


[4] 20.9.2.2.1, 3130.53
[image: ] 
As referred to Table 20-13, the Training Length field, the PPDU Type field, and the Beam Tracking Request field exist in the DMG SC mode header fields.  I agree with the alternative suggestion of the commenter to remove “the” from “the PPDU” in both bullets shown in the snapshot above.
Proposed resolution:
Revised.

At 2059.60 in subclause 10.42.7, replace “BEAM_TRACKING_REQUEST parameter in the RXVECTOR set to Beam Track Requested” with “BEAM_TRACKING_REQUEST parameter in the RXVECTOR set to BEAM-TRACKING-REQUESTED”.

At 2060.26 in subclause 10.42.7, replace “BEAM_TRACKING_REQUEST to beam tracking not requested” with “BEAM_TRACKING_REQUEST to BEAM-TRACKING-NOT-REQUESTED”.

At 2060.31 in subclause 10.42.7, replace “BEAM_TRACKING_REQUEST parameter in the RXVECTOR equal to beam tracking not requested” with “BEAM_TRACKING_REQUEST parameter in the RXVECTOR equal to BEAM-TRACKING-NOT-REQUESTED”.

At 2064.12 in subclause 10.42.9, replace “ENHANCED_BEAM_TRACKING_REQUEST to enhanced beam tracking requested” with “ENHANCED_BEAM_TRACKING_REQUEST to ENHANCED-BEAM-TRACKING-REQUESTED”.
At 2064.15 in subclause 10.42.9, replace “ENHANCED_BEAM_TRACKING_REQUEST parameter shall be set to enhanced beam tracking not requested” with “ENHANCED_BEAM_TRACKING_REQUEST parameter shall be set to ENHANCED-BEAM-TRACKING-NOT-REQUESTED”.
At 2064.20 in subclause 10.42.9, replace “ENHANCED_BEAM_TRACKING_REQUEST parameter in the RXVECTOR equal to enhanced beam tracking requested” with “ENHANCED_BEAM_TRACKING_REQUEST parameter in the RXVECTOR equal to ENHANCED-BEAM-TRACKING-REQUESTED”.
At 2064.30 in subclause 10.42.9, replace “ENHANCED_BEAM_TRACKING_REQUEST parameter in the TXVECTOR to enhanced beam tracking requested” with “ENHANCED_BEAM_TRACKING_REQUEST parameter in the TXVECTOR to ENHANCED-BEAM-TRACKING-REQUESTED”.
At 2064.54 in subclause 10.42.9, replace “ENHANCED_BEAM_TRACKING_REQUEST parameter in the TXVECTOR to enhanced beam tracking requested” with “ENHANCED_BEAM_TRACKING_REQUEST parameter in the TXVECTOR to ENHANCED-BEAM-TRACKING-REQUESTED”.
At 2064.61 in subclause 10.42.9, replace “ENHANCED_BEAM_TRACKING_REQUEST parameter in the RXVECTOR equal to enhanced beam tracking requested” with “ENHANCED_BEAM_TRACKING_REQUEST parameter in the RXVECTOR equal to ENHANCED-BEAM-TRACKING-REQUESTED”.
At 3092.46 in Table 20-1, replace “Beam tracking requested or Beam tracking not requested” with “BEAM-TRACKING-REQUESTED or BEAM-TRACKING-NOT-REQUESTED”.	Comment by Mark Rison: Also 3459.31 (where the case is slightly different)	Comment by Edward Au: Thanks and added.
At 3459.31 in Table 24-1, replace “Beam tracking requested or beam tracking not requested” with “BEAM-TRACKING-REQUESTED or BEAM-TRACKING-NOT-REQUESTED”.
At 3459.49 in Table 24-1, replace “Enhanced beam tracking requested or enhanced beam tracking not requested” with “ENHANCED-BEAM-TRACKING-REQUESTED or ENHANCED-BEAM-TRACKING-NOT-REQUESTED”.
At 3488.64 in Table 25-1, replace “Beam tracking requested or Beam tracking not requested” with “BEAM TRACKING REQUESTED or BEAM TRACKING NOT REQUESTED”.
At 3130.53 and 3130.60, remove “the” from “the PPDU Type”.
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	4101
	12.2.4
	2549
	6
	Here it is "RSNA capable STA" but elsewhere it is "RSNA STA" (e.g., 2548.55 and 2551.8). Since STA prefixes always indicate capability (e.g., HT STA indicates support for HT capabilities) the "capable" is inconsistent.
	At 2549.6 and 2550.53, change "RSNA capable STA's" to "RSNA STA's"
At 2549.8 and 2549.34, change "identifies the AP as RSNA capable" to "identifies the AP as an RSNA AP".
At 2549.37 change "RSNA capable AP" to "RSNA AP"
At 2550.4 and 2550.30, change "identifies the peer as RSNA capable" to "identifies the peer as an RSNA STA"
At 2550.8 and 2550.34, change "RSNA capable" to "an RSNA STA"
At 2550.10 and 2550,15, change "RSNA capable peer" to "peer RSNA STA"
At 2550.57, change "RSNA capable STA" to "RSNA STA"
At 2630.41, change "RSNA capable AP" to "RSNA AP" (2x)
At 2643.6 and 2643.9, change "RSNA capable" to "an RSNA STA"
At 2643.20 change "RSNA capable STA" to "RSNA STA"
At 3824.50, change "RSNA capable" to "an RSNA STA"
At 3865.64, change "RSNA capable clients" to "an RSNA non-AP STA"
Delete definition at 196.44. (The definition is in the requirement statements: "An RSNA STA shall...". Statements such as "pertains to" and "create RSNAs" is vague)





Discussion:
[1] At 2549.6 and 2550.53, change "RSNA capable STA's" to "RSNA STA's":

[image: ]
[image: ]
[2] At 2549.8 and 2549.34, change "identifies the AP as RSNA capable" to "identifies the AP as an RSNA AP":
[image: ]
[image: ]
[3] At 2549.37 and 2549.42 (not identified by the commenter), change "RSNA capable AP" to "RSNA AP":

[image: ]
[4] At 2550.4 and 2550.30, change "identifies the peer as RSNA capable" to "identifies the peer as an RSNA STA":
[image: ]
[image: ]

[5] At 2550.8 and 2550.34, change "RSNA capable" to "an RSNA STA":
[image: ]
[image: ]
[6] At 2550.10 and 2550.15, change "RSNA capable peer" to "peer RSNA STA":
[image: ]
[7] At 2550.57, change "RSNA capable STA" to "RSNA STA":
[image: ]
[8] At 2630.41, change "RSNA capable AP" to "RSNA AP" (2x):
[image: ]
[9] At 2643.6 and 2643.9, change "RSNA capable" to "an RSNA STA":
[image: ]
[10] At 2643.20 change "RSNA capable STA" to "RSNA STA":
[image: ]
[11] At 3824.50, change "RSNA capable" to "an RSNA STA":
[image: ]
[12] At 3865.64, change "RSNA capable clients" to "an RSNA non-AP STA"
[image: ]
[13] Delete definition at 196.44. (The definition is in the requirement statements: "An RSNA STA shall...". Statements such as "pertains to" and "create RSNAs" is vague)
[image: ]
[14] Question to the task group for discussion:  there are 7 instances of “(C)DMG capable”, 8 instances of “FILS capable”, and 7 instances of “TDLS capable” for the description on STA/AP.  Do we want to fix these instances?
Proposed resolution (for RSNA capable):
Note that the proposed resolution may further be updated based on inputs received on [14]
Revised 	Comment by Mark Rison: Add a Note to the commenter: this is the proposed change with an additional change at 2549.42	Comment by Edward Au: Added.

At 2549.6 and 2550.53, change “RSNA capable STA’s” to “RSNA STA’s”.

At 2549.8 and 2549.34, change “identifies the AP as RSNA capable” to “identifies the AP as an RSNA AP”.

At 2549.37 and 2549.42, change “RSNA capable AP” to “RSNA AP”.

At 2550.4 and 2550.30, change “identifies the peer as RSNA capable” to “identifies the peer as an RSNA STA”.

At 2550.8 and 2550.34, change “RSNA capable” to “an RSNA STA”.

At 2550.10 and 2550.15, change “RSNA capable peer” to “peer RSNA STA”.

At 2550.57, change “RSNA capable STA” to “RSNA STA”.

At 2630.41, change “RSNA capable AP” to “RSNA AP” (2x).

At 2643.6 and 2643.9, change “RSNA capable” to “an RSNA STA”.

At 2643.20 change “RSNA capable STA” to “RSNA STA”.

At 3824.50, change “RSNA capable” to “an RSNA STA”.

At 3865.64, change “RSNA capable clients” to “an RSNA non-AP STA”.

Delete definition of RSNA capable at 196.44. 

Note to the commenter:  This is the proposed change with an additional change at 2549.42.
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	4174
	C.3
	
	
	C.2 says "spell  out  the  units  fully" but C.3 has lots of abbreviated units
	Spell out the units fully in C.3



Discussion:
The following is the sentence of interest in Annex C.2:
[image: ]
Original resolution:
In Annex C.3, there are about 179 UNITS.
The followings need to be spelled fully:
· UNITS “mW” at 4199.58, 4200.6, 4200.18, 4200.30, 4200.43, 4200.55, 4201.2, 4201.14.
Depending on the input of the task group, the followings may be updated accordingly:  
· UNITS “0.5 Mb/s” at 3844.8, 3844.24, 4040.38, 4048.1, 4080.3;
· UNITS “Mb/s” at 4117.8, 4117.36, 4119.36, 4119.64, 4219.44;
· UNITS “5 kHz” at 4086.40, 4086.55;
· UNITs “kHz” at 4260.30, 4260.53, 4261.10, 4261.32, 4263.46, 4264.42.
Proposed resolution:
Rejected.
The requirement is to avoid using symbols not written in the 7-bit US-ASCII character set and it does not mean that abbreviated units are not allowable.
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‘When an (#136)RSNA capable STA chooses not to associate with a peer in a PBSS, its SME
establishes an RSNA with the peer following the RSNA establishment steps in an IBSS in
accordance with method c¢) or d) above, as appropriate, with the caveat that the RSNA authentication
and key management algorithm is executed only once between the peers.
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