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Introduction

Interpretation of a Motion to Adopt

A motion to approve this submission means that the editing instructions and any changed or added material are actioned in the TGn Draft.  This introduction is not part of the adopted material.

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

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

Summission Note: Notes to the reader of this submission are not part of the motion to adopt.  These notes are there to clarify or provide context.
Introduction to Link Adaptation + Steering Matrices and CSI comments
Two comments address the issue if MCS feedback (MFB) when it is joined with CSI or steering matrices.  When the MCS feedback is joined with CSI matrices, the requester (sending the MRQ) can either use the CSI to calculate the MCS to use for transmission, or use the MCS as it comes in the message.

When the MCS feedback is joined with compressed or non-compressed steering matrices, the requester does not know whether the MCS recommendation was based upon the assumption the steering vectors will be used or not.
Discussion of each Comment:

	1419
	Y
	119
	 
	9.19.4
	ST
	 
	If there is a combination of channel feedback information and MFB (MCS feedback) returned by a device as feedback information, then what is the transmitter supposed to do or allowed to do?
	Define the rules of precedence when a device receives both CSI and MCS feedback information within a single frame: explicitly state that the transmitter is free to do whatever it wishes with both MCS feedback and CSI feedback (i.e. use, ignore, modify)


Suggested Resolution: Reject

Nowhere within the draft it is defined what the requester does with the MFB.  Therefore there is no need to specifcaly say it can do whatever it wants.

	3989
	Y
	118
	 
	9.19.2
	DT
	 
	When an MCS feedback comes in the same PPDU as a steering matrices feedback, can the requester of the MFB assume that the MCS choice is based on the assumption that it will use these steering matrices?
	Add a sentence saying that if the MCS feedback is in the same PPDU as a compressed or uncompressed steering matrices feedback the MCS assumes the transmitter will use the steering vector for transmission


Suggested Resolution: Counter

TGn Editor: Add after the last paragraph of 9.16.4 (Ed: Fast link adaptation using explicit feedback) In draft 1.03

If the MCS feedback is in the same PPDU as a MIMO non-compressed steering message or a MIMO compressed steering message, the responder shall estimate the recommanded MCS under the assumption that the sender will apply the steering matrices contained in the message.
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Abstract


This document contains proposed changes to the IEEE P802.11n Draft to address the following LB84 comments:


1419, 3989





The changes marked in this document are based on TGn Draft version D1.03.
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