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Executive Summary (also see Chairs’ meeting doc 11-06-1662r6 and closing report doc. 11-06-1811r1):
1. The meeting was devoted to LB84 comment resolution. Out of a total of 22 hours 12 were devoted to ad hoc meetings and 10 hours were devoted to full body voting meetings. 

2. Coming into the meeting ~1863 unique technical comments out of 3077 had been resolved leaving 1214 to be resolved. 37 motions were passed directly related to the draft text and resolution of ~ 859 comments. This means ~88.5% of the unique technical comments have now been resolved.
3. Confidence is high that the remaining ~350 comments can be resolved at the January Interim session. The goal is to go to Letter Ballot after the January meeting and resolve comments from that Letter Ballot at the March session.
4. There will be an ad hoc meeting Wednesday Jan 10 thru Friday Jan 12 in London prior to the January Interim session
5. There will be four ad hoc teleconference meetings on the following Wednesdays from 11:00 to 13:00 ET – Dec 6, 13, 20 and Jan 3

6. Joint meetings were held with .11k to synchronize amendments in process. Synchronizing text changes will be proposed by both groups at the January session.

7. Similar synchronization meetings were proposed with .11r for the January session

8. The most contentious issue was standardizing 40 MHz channel usage in the 2.4 GHz band. Two proposals were voted on and both failed to attain the 75% super-majority.
9. The Time Line was considered and the consensus was to leave it unchanged - .11n will be published in April 2008.
Note 1: Relative to presentations, these minutes are intended to offer a brief summary (including document number) of each of the presentations to facilitate review and recall without having to read each of the presentations. Most of the ‘presentation related’ minutes are built directly from selected slides and therefore are not subjective. An effort was made to note obscure acronyms. As always Q&A is somewhat subjective/interpretive on my part and therefore open to question. When recording Q&A an ‘A’ is used in the minutes to denote “answer”
Note 2: Only motions resolving CIDs are specially numbered. This is done so that there is a cross reference between specific resolutions and official votes.
******************************************************************************
Detailed cumulative minutes follow:

Monday; Nov 12, 2006; 4:00 PM – 6:00 PM [~ 98 attendees; 3 new]
1. Meeting was called to order by TGn chair at 4:03 PM
2. Chairs’ Meeting Doc 11-06-1662r0
3. Chair read IEEE-SA Standards Board Bylaws on Patents in Standards and additional Pat Com Guidance; chair noted Feb 2006 version
4. Chair reviewed topics NOT to be discussed during the meeting including – licensing, pricing, litigation, market share, etc.
5. Attendance reminder – Electronic using  http://newton
6. Chair reviewed history and timelines (slide 8) including goals and progress from inception for new members
6.1. Created Draft 1.05 out of September meeting and updated to Draft 1.06 (now 388p)
6.2. Approved 568 technical resolutions in September
7. Chair reviewed the timeline
8. Chair listed ad hocs completed and future ad hocs
9. Ad hoc committees and leaders were presented (slide 11) – divide and conquer!
10. Ad hoc spread sheet (slide 12) status was presented
11. Chair reviewed 802.11 Draft Revision Procedure
12. Chair reviewed draft revision history (slide 14)
13. CR summary on Slides 15/16/17 – 3077 total = 1863 approved + 624 pending + 590 to be addressed
14. Exec Summary from Sept minutes, 11-05-1408r1, presented
15. Motion by Jon Rosdahl to approve September minutes, 11-06-1408r1 was seconded by Venko Erceg and approved unanimously
16. Agenda discussion
16.1. Any new presentation requests?
16.1.1. Eldad requested a change in scheduling – move his paper to 2nd half of PM1 due to a conflict with Coexistence Assurance [1744r0 – Phy status per Jim Petranovich]
16.1.2. Joint ad hoc meeting with TGk (PHY issues (RCPI) and General topics) in PM1 on Tuesday. TGk experts will be shuttled between the Phy and Gen meeting rooms
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17. Motion to approve November ’06 TGn agenda as contained in slides 23-29 was made by Don Schultz and seconded by Marc de Courville passed unanimously (with minuted amendments)
18. Need an Ad Hoc in London but expensive; Jon recommended to check in to Paddington on Wed, Thursday, Friday and then change to Metropole; what to do with Saturday?
19. Committee Reports

19.1. Adrian Stephens presented technical report in (11-06-1668r1)

19.2. All related documents are stated on slide 4

19.3. PLEASE use Draft 1.06 (i.e., latest draft)

19.4. Approved comments in 11-06-0541

19.5. 800 CRs required 4 weeks of processing time total – 2 to implement and 2 weeks to review

19.6. 82% resolved; 60% approved

19.7. How to get to LB by end of Jan meeting?

19.7.1. Adrian described 4 scenarios on slide 14
19.7.2. Scenario #3 could get us to a completed LB by the March 2007 session
19.7.3. Assumes 30 day LBs

19.8. Naveen Kakani Chair of PSMP ad hoc (11-06-1735r0)

19.8.1. 40 comments for voting tomorrow

19.8.2. no remaining

19.9. CA – Sheung Li (no doc) will present the revised doc to .19 tomorrow morning
19.10. Peter Loc Chair of Frame

19.10.1. 107 comments left

19.10.1.1. 37 comments remain to be addressed
19.10.1.2. 36 deferred until presentations

19.10.1.3. 5 ER

19.10.1.4. 2 ERM

19.10.1.5. 8 transferred to BF

19.11. If agenda needs to be changed a 2/3 vote is required

19.12. Jim Petranovich chair of Phy (11-06-1744r0)

19.12.1. 389 remain

19.12.2. 234 resolved

19.12.3. 155 remain (15 unassigned)

19.12.4. Need to resolve PLCP procedure

19.12.5. Goal resolve all comments by the end of the London ad hoc

19.13. Matt Fischer chair of  MAC ad hoc (no doc)

19.14. Don Schultz/Eldad Perahia co-chairs of Coexistence (no number)

19.14.1. 384 in September

19.14.2. 150 resolved

19.14.3. 184 remain and deferred

19.14.4. Note: Straw Poll in ad hoc asking Forbid 40 MHz in 2.4 GHz was passed by a super majority
19.15. John Ketchum Chair of BF and Link Adaptation (no doc)

19.15.1. 154 out of Melbourne

19.15.2. 59 resolved in Oct ad hoc

19.15.3. 66 resolved in Dallas ad hoc 

19.15.4. leaving 29 to be resolved

19.15.5. Calibration is biggest remaining issue

19.15.6. 3 motions to be presented this week

19.16. Jon Rosdahl chair of  General (11-06-0688r43)

19.16.1. 8 resolution ready for this session

19.16.2. 1 motion

19.17. Adrian will not hold an editorial ad hoc at this meeting

20. Tim Godfrey volunteered to be interim secretary for the Tuesday and Wednesday formal sessions. Garth will return for the Thursday session

21. #74 Motion by Jon Rosdahl and seconded by TK Tan:

Whereas the TGn Ad Hoc group has been assigned 17 new comments to propose resolutions for since the Sept. 2006 session, Move to accept the resolutions proposed for the 7 CIDs as listed below and documented in "11-06-0688-41-000n-tgn-general-comment-adhoc-group" (also in r42,43&44)
64 - C; 769 - R; 770 - R; 3615 - C; 793 – C; 4823 – A; 10347 – R
Passed unanimously
22. Straw Poll “Could you support forbidding 40 MHz in 2.4 GHz?”

23. Need more background

23.1. Coexistence group agreed to requesting this straw poll

23.2. Actually there were 3 straw polls at this mornings meeting one of which was to forbid 40 MHz in 2.4 GHz. If this is the will of the body then the other 2 straw polls would not be needed
24. New Straw poll text – Would you prefer forbidding 40 MHz in 2.4 GHz or counting to work on a compromise solution? Vote for one of the following
24.1. Forbid 40 MHz (70)

24.2. Continue working (29)

24.3. Abstain (6)

25. No further business

26. Chair recessed the meeting at 5:56PM until 4:00 PM on Tuesday
Tuesday November 14, 4:00 – 6:00 PM

1. Meeting was called to order by TGn chair Bruce Kraemer at  4:00PM
2. Substitute Secretary is Tim Godfrey
3. Chairs’ Meeting Doc 11-06-1662r0
4. Bruce reviews the agenda for the ad hoc sessions.

4.1. A r1 version of 1662 will be used for any updates (if needed)

4.2. Discussion from the floor

4.2.1. What was the attendance for Frame? Peter Loc states there were 27 in attendance. 

4.2.2. A member states there needs to be a different alignment of sessions so members will attend frame. Suggests MAC is replaced with Frame on Wednesday AM.

4.2.3. Matt Fischer states that MAC is getting many transfers of comments. How many outstanding comments are in frame? Frame has about 30 comments, and 19 deferred. Ali Raissinia resolved every comment that was assigned to Srini Kandala. 

4.2.4. Bruce asks if we can add another Frame ad-hoc slot. 

4.2.5. Jon Rosdahl states that while this divide and conquer system is not ideal, it is needed to get the work done. Suggests that we return to orders of the day unless there is a motion to modify the agenda.

4.3. Jim Petranovich moved to swap the PHY and Coex meeting times on Thursday was seconded by Sanjiv Nanda? 
4.3.1. Discussion on the motion to amend

4.3.1.1. If there is compromise on Thursday, how many MAC people want to participate in the Coex session? There are MAC sessions both AM1 and AM2 – it makes no difference.

4.3.1.2.  Jon Rosdahl points out that General is down for Thursday AM. If Coex moves there, it would impact General. Suggests that General be moved to AM2

4.3.2. Vote:   20 Y   7 N   25 A.  Passes with > 2/3 approval

4.4. Bruce adjusts the agenda   

4.5. Jon Rosdahl motion to change the agenda, changing the General session Thursday from AM1 to AM2 was seconded by Naveen Kakani and approved unanimously without objection
4.6. Bruce reminds the membership that the joint work with TGk will continue at 9:00AM to 10:00AM at the General ad-hoc.

4.7. Discussion from the floor

4.7.1. Peter Loc requests swapping Wednesday slots for PHY and Coex. There are many members of Frame that attend Coex. Would prefer they attend Frame Ad Hoc. Withdraws request after brief sidebar.

4.7.2. There is still a problem that there is too low of attendance in Frame sessions.

4.8. Bruce requests that other ad-hoc group chairs should remind their members that there is a concurrent Frame session so members don’t forget.

4.9. Bruce Requests Jon Rosdahl report on the TGr session

4.9.1. Jon states that TGr requested a tutorial on the TGn MAC. This would be done during the January WG Wednesday session. They are particularly interested in protocol negotiation times and changes as STAs move from one AP mode to another. They are concerned with the cipher suites, and the issues with mixed encryption and aggregation. They are concerned with the null data frame. They need to understand any new frame types being proposed in TGn. They ask for TGn to specify impact on QoS and Security settings. 

4.10. Bruce requests that Jon distribute his notes to TGn via email. We will coordinate with Matt Fischer and try to execute on those requests before January.

4.11. Bruce states that the new agenda in 1662r1 will be posted to the server. 

5. General Discussions and motions on topics from the Ad-Hocs. 

5.1. Bruce requests counts of motions

5.1.1. PSMP: Naveen Kakani – 1 motion, 5 minutes

5.1.2. Frame: Peter Loc – none

5.1.3. PHY: Jim Petranovich – 4 motions, 60 minutes

5.1.4. MAC: Matt Fischer – not present

5.1.5. COEX: Don Schultz– none

5.1.6. Beam: John Ketchum – 1 motion, 10 minutes

5.1.7. General Jon Rosdahl – none

5.1.8. Editorial: Adrian – none

5.2. These motions will fit in the time for today. 

6. Motions from PSMP Ad Hoc 

6.1. Motion #75: Move to approve the comment resolutions shown in the “PSMP” Tab of document 11-06-0687/r38

6.1.1. Moved Naveen Kakani
6.1.2. Second Adrian Stephens
6.1.3. Vote: the motion is approved unanimously with no objection

6.1.4. Bruce recognizes that the PSMP Ad Hoc has completed its work.

7. Motions from PHY Ad Hoc

7.1. Motion #76: Move to approve resolution of comments found on the tab labelled “pending motion set 9” in document 11-06-0693r69.

7.1.1. Moved Jim Petranovich

7.1.2. Second Don Schultz

7.1.3. There is no discussion or questions

7.1.4. Vote: the motion is approved unanimously with no objection

7.2. Motion #77: Move to approve resolution of comments found on the tab labelled “pending motion set 10” in document 11-06-0693r69.

7.2.1. Moved Jim Petranovich

7.2.2. Second Don Schultz

7.2.3. There is no discussion or questions

7.2.4. Vote: the motion is approved unanimously with no objection

7.3. Motion #78: Move to approve resolution of comments found on the tab labelled “pending motion set 11” in document 11-06-0693r69.

7.3.1. Moved Jim Petranovich

7.3.2. Second Don Schultz

7.3.3. There is no discussion or questions

7.3.4. Vote: the motion is approved unanimously with no objection

7.4. Motion #79: Move to approve resolution of comments found on the tab labelled “pending motion set 12” in document 11-06-0693r69.

7.4.1. Moved Jim Petranovich

7.4.2. Second Andy Molesch

7.4.3. Discussion

7.4.3.1. Allert Van Zelst states that CID 131 is related to the description in document 1571. Would like to postpone this motion

7.4.3.2. Jim Petranovich displays the resolution matrix.

7.4.3.3. Allert withdraws his request.

7.4.4. Vote: the motion is approved unanimously with no objection

8. Motions for Beam Ad Hoc

8.1. Motion #80: Motion to approve resolution of comments found on the tab labelled “Pending Motion 1” in document 11-06-0675r46; based on resolutions agreed at Portland ad hocs.

8.1.1. Moved John Ketchum

8.1.2. Second Joonsuk Kim

8.1.3. There is no discussion

8.1.4. Vote: the motion is approved unanimously with no objection

9. Bruce asks if there are any other topics that the Ad Hoc chairs wish to bring forward. There are none

10. Bruce asks if there any other business? Adrian Stephens brings the editorial motions and presents document 06-1668r1

10.1. Motion #81: Whereas the editor found it necessary to make minor modifications in the incorporation of TGn comment resolutions approved in September,  identified with an “Edit Status” of “EM”, and 
whereas 11-06/0706r21 has 95 “EM” Comments on the “Edited in D1_05” tab:

CIDs: 12, 150, 356, 357, 381, 402, 414, 507, 551, 630, 636, 659, 681, 701, 876, 891, 1001, 1002, 1005, 1015, 1016, 1028, 1048, 1083, 1152, 1156, 1162, 1164, 1166, 1250, 1302, 1349, 1350, 1351, 1353, 1354, 1359, 1363, 1366, 1374, 1376, 1390, 1400, 1406, 1410, 1444, 1467, 1490, 1526, 2371, 2750, 2767, 2772, 2773, 2774, 3374, 3495, 3590, 3700, 3808, 3848, 3858, 3862, 3864, 3865, 3901, 3906, 3992, 4238, 4692, 4773, 6906, 6919, 6923, 7070, 7265, 7504, 7613, 7629, 7631, 7634, 7722, 7723, 7902, 7910, 8221, 10031, 10032, 11923, 11945, 11947, 11949, 12133, 12169, 7049

Move to accept the resolution of the comments as amended by the “Edit Notes” column where the comment has an “Edit Status” of “EM” (Edited with modifications) in document 11-06/0706r21 on the “Edited in D1_05” tab

10.1.1. Moved Adrian Stephens

10.1.2. Second Assaf Kasher

10.1.3. There is no discussion on the motion

10.1.4. Vote: the motion is approved unanimously with no objection

10.2. Motion #82: Whereas P802.11n D1.06 contains the implementation of comment resolutions approved by TGn in September 2006; Approve P802.11n D1.06 as the TGn Draft

10.2.1. Moved Adrian Stephens

10.2.2. Second Don Schultz.

10.2.3. There is no discussion

10.2.4. Vote: the motion is approved unanimously with no objection

11. Bruce asks if any ad hoc chair or any member have anything to bring forward

11.1. Don Schultz suggests that we try to develop the agenda in advance so people can plan where they want to be. Don will release a more detailed Coex agenda.

11.2. Jim Petranovich is concerned that if the agenda is too detailed, we could get in trouble if we need to deviate. Bruce indicates the agenda can be a general sequence without fixed time.  Don agrees it is not guaranteed timing.

11.3. Joe Kwak says that the agenda allows people to hop between sessions and choose what they are interested in. 

11.4. Peter Loc suggests we should have a Frame meeting in the extra hour today from 5pm to 6pm. 

11.5. Jim Petranovich says the PHY group has already set agenda. Doesn’t see any problem with a Frame meeting now. 

11.6. Peter proposes we do the Frame ad-hoc meeting now. 

11.7. Bruce asks if there is any objection to recess the Full TGn session and convert to a frame format ad-hoc meeting. 

11.8. There is no objection

12. The TGn meeting is recessed at 5:03pm

Wednesday; Nov 15, 2006; 4:00 PM – 6:00 PM 

1. Meeting was called to order by TGn chair Bruce Kramer at  4:00PM
2. Substitute Secretary is Tim Godfrey
3. Chairs’ Meeting Doc 11-06-1662r2 on the server
4. Agenda review

4.1. There are two ad-hoc slots tomorrow. AM1 and AM2.

4.2. The groups and locations are on slide 49 of doc 1662r2. 

4.3. Bruce asks for any updates or amendments to the plan. There are none.

4.4. Bruce reminds the members that PM1 and PM2 are full TGn meetings. We will complete any ballots and timeline updates in the full meetings.

4.5. The agenda will be posted on the server and around the meeting rooms.

4.6. PSMP and Coexistence Assurance Ad Hocs have completed their work.

4.7. The Frame group does not have anything. PHY has 5 motions. MAC has 4 tabs, Coex has 6 tabs, Beam 2 tabs, General status only, Editorial one motion. 

5. Sheung Li presents a status update on CA. 

5.1. Eldad presented doc 11-06-0338r4, the CA document. It analyzed coexistence of 802.11n with all known wireless standards. It was reviewed and accepted by 802.19. There is nothing that needs to be changed before the next TGn letter ballot. 

6. Timing of presentations

6.1. Coex cannot present until 5:40PM due to 4 hour rule
6.2. PHY will go second to last.

6.3. General will go first

7. General Ad Hoc Motions

7.1. Jon Rosdahl states that General met this morning and will meet again tomorrow. Working on doc 11-06-1681. R1 is on the server, showing the relations between 11k and 11n, and identifies issues. 

7.2. Bruce asks if we will be prepared to vote on 1681 tomorrow. Jon Rosdahl states that some things will take more time. If we have resolutions brought tomorrow they would have to be at the end.

8. MAC Ad Hoc Motions

8.1. Matt Fischer presents document 11-06-1807r1, which is a sub-group report

8.2. Adopted doc 11-06-1557r4

8.2.1. General topic of rate selection rules for response frames + others

8.2.2. Addresses 20 CIDs (some of those are recycled)

8.3. Adopted doc 11-06-1345r10

8.3.1. General topic of HT Block Ack rules

8.3.2. Addresses 47 Technical CIDs (some of those are recycled)

8.3.3. Addresses 17 Editorial CIDs (all are recycled)

8.4. Resolved 62 CIDs individually
8.5. Spreadsheet is 11-06-0690r48

8.6. Motion #83: Move to accept comment resolutions in 11-06/0690r48 tab "motion_061114”

8.6.1. Bruce asks if there is any content that would violate the 4 hour rule. Matt states that everything was uploaded last night.

8.6.2. Moved Matt Fischer

8.6.3. Second Adrian Stephens

8.6.4. Vote: the motion is approved unanimously with no objection
8.7. Motion #84: Move to accept comment resolutions in 11-06/0690r48 tab "motion_1710”  from row 2 through row 21 inclusive

8.7.1. Matt notes that there was a spreadsheet problem and extra CIDs were included beyond row 22. They should be ignored, and are not part of the motion.

8.7.2. Moved Matt Fischer

8.7.3. Second Mark de Courville

8.7.4. Discussion

8.7.4.1. CID 6783 should be taken out to be dealt with tomorrow. 

8.7.4.2. Another member notes that 6783 is not a part of the motion anyway, so there is no need for any change.

8.7.5. Vote: the motion is approved unanimously with no objection

8.8. Motion #85: Move to accept comment resolutions in 11-06/0690r48 tab "motion_1649”

8.8.1. Matt notes that this contains both technical and editorial

8.8.2. Moved Matt Fischer

8.8.3. Second Solomon Trainin
8.8.4. Discussion

8.8.4.1. There are CIDs on partial and full state block Ack. Members want to revisit this. Please take out 3826, 3828 and 7306. 

8.8.5. Motion to amend – append the phrase “excluding CIDs 3826, 3828 and 7306”

8.8.5.1. Moved Matt Fischer, Second Naveen Kakani
8.8.5.2. Amendment accepted without objection

8.9. Motion #85 (as amended): Move to accept comment resolutions in 11-06/0690r48 tab "motion_1649” excluding CIDs 3826, 3828 and 7306
8.9.1. Vote: the motion is approved unanimously with no objection

9. Editorial Ad Hoc Motions

9.1. Motion #86: Accept the resolution to comments contained in 11-06/0706r22 on the “Editorials” tab.

9.1.1. Moved Adrian Stephens
9.1.2. Second Naveen Kakani
9.1.3. No discussion

9.1.4. Vote: the motion is approved unanimously with no objection

10. Beam Ad Hoc Motions

10.1. Motion #87: Approve resolution of comments found on the tab labelled “Pending motion 2” in document 11-06/0675r46.

10.1.1. Moved John Ketchum
10.1.2. Second Joonsuk Kim
10.1.3. No discussion

10.1.4. Vote: the motion is approved unanimously with no objection

10.2. Motion #88: Approve resolution of comments found on the tab labelled “Pending motion 3” in document 11-06/0675r46.

10.2.1. Moved John Ketchum
10.2.2. Second Vincenzo Scarpa
10.2.3. Discussion

10.2.3.1. Massimiliano Siti states the description of the reason for rejection is not a true resolution of the comment.

10.2.3.2. Bruce asks if there is an amendment. Can we know which CID to remove? We assume the group was comfortable with this group since they are brought forward for approval. 

10.2.3.3. Massimiliano Siti withdraws his objection.

10.2.4. Vote: the motion is approved unanimously
11. PHY Motions

11.1.1. Jim Petranovich explains that the texts of motions are in the resolution document, but the motions are not on the server. 

11.1.2. Bruce verifies that as long as the resolutions are there, we are OK. 

11.1.3. Bruce adds that the motions can be developed real time however the resolutions the motion refers to must have been on the server for 4 hours since they pertain to text going into the draft
11.2. Motion #89: Approve resolution of comments found on the tab labelled “pending motion set 8” in document 11-06/0693r72.

11.2.1. Moved Jim Petranovich
11.2.2. Second Bjorn Bjerke
11.2.3. Vote: the motion is approved unanimously with no objection

11.3. Motion #90: Approve resolution of comments found on the tab labelled “pending motion set 13” in document 11-06/0693r72 except for the resolution proposed in CID 3944.
11.3.1. Moved Jim Petranovich
11.3.2. Discussion

11.3.2.1. There are concerns about CID 3944. These concerns would be corrected by document 1780r2. This should be deferred until tomorrow. Just remove CID 3944 from the tab.

11.3.2.2. Document 1780r2 needs to change to 1780r3. We need to change references in the documents. 

11.3.2.3. We could either delay the whole motion until tomorrow, or remove this CID. 

11.3.2.4. Only this one CID would be affected by the r3 version, so there is no problem with editing in two phases. 

11.3.2.5. Jim P would like to get it partially done for the editor. 

11.3.3. Second Don Schultz

11.3.4. Vote: the motion is approved unanimously with no objection

11.3.5. Jim Petranovich will upload this with the tab updated, and CID 3944 moved to an individual motion.

11.4. Motion #91: Approve resolution of comments found on the tab labelled “pending motion set 14 (S)” in document 11-06/0693r72.

11.4.1. Moved Jim Petranovich
11.4.2. Seconded Bjorn Bjerke
11.4.3. No discussion

11.4.4. Vote: the motion is approved unanimously with no objection

11.5. Motion #92: Approve resolution of comments found on the tab labelled “pending motion set 15 (M)” in document 11-06/0693r72.

11.5.1. Moved Jim Petranovich
11.5.2. Discussion

11.5.2.1. Jim notes that this was passed in the PHY group with a majority but under 75%.

11.5.3. Second Vinko Erceg

11.5.4. Vote: the motion is approved unanimously with no objection

11.6. Motion #93: Approve resolution of the comment with CID 1564 as found on the tab labelled “pending individual motions” in document 11-06/0693r72.

11.6.1. Moved Jim Petranovich
11.6.2. Second Don Schultz

11.6.3. Discussion

11.6.3.1. Eldad Perahia states that this CID calls for a tighter spectral mask in 40MHz and a dBm/MHz lower floor in the spectral mask. A device that meets the current 40MHz spectral mask would have to back off an extra 1.2dB. There are complex techniques in the draft to gain 1dB, and we are throwing it away here. Would prefer to keep the 1.2dB of range in this. Speaks against the motion.

11.6.4. Vote:   motion fails 21 Y   :  40 N :  24 A

12. Coexistence Motions

12.1.1. Bruce asks the members if it is acceptable to make these motions with the CIDs in this form. This is just a representation of the contents of the spreadsheet.

12.1.2. VK Jones is looking at motion tab 4.

12.1.3. Don says there are several motion tabs in Rev 41

12.2. Motion #94: Approve the recommendations of the Coexistence Ad hoc group for the comments contained in Motion Tab 2 and Motion Tab Comments of document 06/0724r41 which resolves the 31 comments listed below:
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Phased Coexistence Operation 11.17
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11.16 156 3

Phased Coexistence Operation 11.17
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11.16 156 5-7

Phased Coexistence Operation 11.17
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11.16 156

Phased Coexistence Operation 11.17
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11.16
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11.16
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4650

11.16.1 157 6

Phased Coexistence Operation 11.17

7779

11.16.1 157 10-12

Phased Coexistence Operation 11.17

7197

11.16.1 157 10-12

Phased Coexistence Operation 11.17

7780

11.16.1 157 42-44

Phased Coexistence Operation 11.17

4530

11.16.1 157

Phased Coexistence Operation 11.17

7778

11.16.1 157

Phased Coexistence Operation 11.17

7492

11.16.1

Phased Coexistence Operation 11.17

7875

11.16.2 158 6

Phased Coexistence Operation 11.17

7876

11.16.2 158 11

Phased Coexistence Operation 11.17

7877

11.16.2 158 15

Phased Coexistence Operation 11.17

10

11.16.2 158 8-10

Phased Coexistence Operation 11.17

7765

11.16.2 158 8-10

Phased Coexistence Operation 11.17

7907

11.16.2 158 8-10

Phased Coexistence Operation 11.17

11

11.16.2 158 11-13

Phased Coexistence Operation 11.17

7908

11.16.2 158 11-13

Phased Coexistence Operation 11.17

4633

11.16.2 158 11-13

Phased Coexistence Operation 11.17

7766

11.16.2 158 11-13

Phased Coexistence Operation 11.17

7782

11.16.2 158 15-18

Phased Coexistence Operation 11.17

7781

11.16.2 158 24-26

Phased Coexistence Operation 11.17

1060

11.16.1 157 4

Rules for Operation at PCO AP 11.17.1

7783

11.16.1 157 6

Rules for Operation at PCO AP 11.17.1

4532

11.16.1 157 6

Rules for Operation at PCO AP 11.17.1

11377

7.4.7.3 59 8

PCO Phase Request Management Action Frame 7.4.8.6

1232 7.4.7.3 PCO Phase Request Management Action Frame 7.4.8.6


12.2.1. Moved Don Schultz
12.2.2. Second Eldad Perahia
12.2.3. Discussion

12.2.3.1. Why are we not doing motion group 1 first? A - It will be done tomorrow.

12.2.4. Vote: the motion is approved unanimously with no objection

12.3. Motion #95: Approve the recommendations of the Coexistence Ad hoc group for the comments contained in Motion Tab 3 and Motion Tab Comments of document 06/0724r41 which resolves the 21 comments listed below.

[image: image2.wmf]CIDs Approved Unanimously

D1.0 Clause Title

D1.06

3100

20.3.7

221

22

Regulatory Requirements (HT PLCP)

21.4.13

7116

20.3.8

221

31

Channel Numbering and Channelization (HT PLCP)

21.4.14

3104

20.3.8

221

31

Channel Numbering and Channelization (HT PLCP)

21.4.14

7170

20.3.8

221

32

Channel Numbering and Channelization (HT PLCP)

21.4.14

400

20.3.8

221

32

Channel Numbering and Channelization (HT PLCP)

21.4.14

456

20.3.8

221

32

Channel Numbering and Channelization (HT PLCP)

21.4.14

8051

20.3.8

221

32

Channel Numbering and Channelization (HT PLCP)

21.4.14

12036

20.3.8

221

32

Channel Numbering and Channelization (HT PLCP)

21.4.14

12054

20.3.8

221

32

Channel Numbering and Channelization (HT PLCP)

21.4.14

3101

20.3.8

221

33

Channel Numbering and Channelization (HT PLCP)

21.4.14

10381

20.3.8

221

33

Channel Numbering and Channelization (HT PLCP)

21.4.14

10895

20.3.8

221

33

Channel Numbering and Channelization (HT PLCP)

21.4.14

7542

20.3.8

Channel Numbering and Channelization (HT PLCP)

21.4.14

7543

20.3.8

Channel Numbering and Channelization (HT PLCP)

21.4.14

1754

20.3.8

Channel Numbering and Channelization (HT PLCP)

21.4.14

10383

20.3.8.1

222

4

Channel Allocation in the 5 GHz Band (HT PLCP)

21.4.14.2

10382

20.3.8.1

222

8

Channel Allocation in the 5 GHz Band (HT PLCP)

21.4.14.2

1545

20.3.8.1

222

12

Channel Allocation in the 5 GHz Band (HT PLCP)

21.4.14.2

8052

20.3.8.1

222

7-12

Channel Allocation in the 5 GHz Band (HT PLCP)

21.4.14.2

10384

20.3.8.2

222

16

Channel Allocation in the 2.4 GHz Band (PLCP)

21.4.14.1

1546

20.3.8.2

223

9

Channel Allocation in the 2.4 GHz Band (PLCP)

21.4.14.1


12.3.1. Moved Don Schultz
12.3.2. Second Eldad Perahia
12.3.3. Vote: the motion is approved unanimously with no objection

12.4. Motion #96: Approve the recommendations of the Coexistence Ad hoc group for the comments contained in Motion Tab 4 and Motion Tab Comments of document 06/0724r41 which resolves the 11 comments listed below.

[image: image3.wmf]CIDs Approved Unanimously

D1.0 Clause Title

D1.06

4341

9.14

105

2

Protection mechanisms for different HT PHY options

9.13

3837

9.15

26

L-SIG TXOP Protection

9.13.4

870

9.15

105

L-SIG TXOP Protection

9.13.4

869

9.15

105

L-SIG TXOP Protection

9.13.4

3843

9.15

106

5

L-SIG TXOP Protection

9.13.4

7365

9.15

106

5-11

L-SIG TXOP Protection

9.13.4

8277

9.15

106

11-12

L-SIG TXOP Protection

9.13.4

6784

9.15.1

106

15

L-SIG TXOP Protection Rules at the Initiator

9.13.4.2

11999

9.15.3

106

34

L-SIG TXOP Protection Rules at Third Party HT

9.13.4.2

8278

9.15.3

106

35

L-SIG TXOP Protection Rules at Third Party HT

9.13.4.2

7374

Generally (9.16.1)

Protection mechanisms for Aggregation Exchange Sequences

9.14.2


12.4.1. Moved Don Schultz
12.4.2. Second Eldad Perahia
12.4.3. Vote: the motion is approved unanimously with no objection

12.5. Motion #97: Approve the recommendations of the Coexistence Ad hoc group for the comments contained in Motion Tab 5 and Motion Tab Comments of document 06/0724r41 which resolves the 11 comments listed below:


[image: image4.emf]CIDs Approved Unanimously D1.0 Clause Title D1.06

7348

A4.15.2 271 15

PHY Enhancements for Higher Throughput A.4.17.2

10229

A4.15.2 271 15

PHY Enhancements for Higher Throughput A.4.17.2

570 3 2 15

Definitions 3

1077 3 2 16

Definitions 3

7236 7.3.2.47.5 46 Table n18

Extended HT Capabilities Info field 7.3.2.46.8

3874 9.2.5.4.1 84 21

Dual CTS Protection 9.2.5.5a

3873 9.2.5.4.1

Dual CTS Protection 9.2.5.5a

7659 9.2.5.4.1

Dual CTS Protection 9.2.5.5a

7900 9.23.7 131 1

CF-End in duplicated mode 9.21.7

3890 9.23.7 131 1

CF-End in duplicated mode 9.21.7

53 9.23.7 131 1-2

CF-End in duplicated mode 9.21.7


12.5.1. Moved Don Schultz
12.5.2. Second Eldad Perahia
12.5.3. Vote: the motion is approved unanimously with no objection

12.6. Motion #98: Approve the recommendations of the Coexistence Ad hoc group for the comments contained in Motion Tab 6 and Motion Tab Comments of document 06/0724r41 which resolves the 9 comments listed below.

[image: image5.emf]CIDs Approved Unanimously D1.0 Clause Title D1.06

713

20.3.14.6 226 8

Reduced Interframe Space (RIFS) 21.4.20.6

4432

20.3.14.6 226 8

Reduced Interframe Space (RIFS) 21.4.20.6

7905

20.3.14.6 226 8

Reduced Interframe Space (RIFS) 21.4.20.6

10036

20.3.14.6 226 8

Reduced Interframe Space (RIFS) 21.4.20.6

10295

20.3.14.6 226 8

Reduced Interframe Space (RIFS) 21.4.20.6

8044

20.3.14.6 226 8-10

Reduced Interframe Space (RIFS) 21.4.20.6

3449

20.3.14.6 226

Reduced Interframe Space (RIFS) 21.4.20.6

10037

20.3.14.6

Reduced Interframe Space (RIFS) 21.4.20.6

7521 20.3.14.6 Reduced Interframe Space (RIFS) 21.4.20.6


12.6.1. Moved Don Schultz
12.6.2. Second Eldad Perahia
12.6.3. Vote: the motion is approved unanimously with no objection

12.7. Motion #99: Approve the recommendations of the Coexistence Ad hoc group for the comments contained in Motion Tab 7 and Motion Tab Comments of document 06/0724r41 which resolves the 3 comments listed below.

[image: image6.emf]CIDs Approved by Majority D1.0 Clause Title D1.06

1516

9.23.1 129 23

Rules for operation in 40/20Mhz BSS 9.21.1

3605

11.16

Phased Coexistence Operation 11.17

10315 Annex A 267 HTM7 PICS Page 267


12.7.1. Moved Don Schultz
12.7.2. Second Eldad Perahia
12.7.3. Vote: the motion is approved unanimously with no objection

13. Review of the agenda for tomorrow

13.1. Bruce states that the ad-hoc agenda will be posted on the server and meeting room doors. 

13.2. We have voted on all CIDs prepared by the ad-hoc groups
13.3. We have completed all the work for today.

13.4. Bruce states that there is a document on the server 11-06-1681r1, which contains a commentary on what is needed to change in the TGn draft to accommodate TGk. Members should review this document and be prepared to consider text tomorrow. 

13.5. Jon Rosdahl requests that feedback is sent directly to Joe Kwak, or join the General ad-hoc in AM2 in Revershon B.

13.6. Jim Petranovich states that the PHY ad-hoc hopes to finish the PLCP procedure, which may be the last big issue. It will happen in the 2nd hour. Interested members are invited to join. It is document 11-06-1571r6. 

13.7. Bruce notes that the Beam ad-hoc has finished the work, and will have a motion tomorrow. They will be done tomorrow. Frame is also very close to completion. 

14. Adrian Stephens presents a status update from the comments database

14.1. We are at 84% resolved but this doesn’t include those just approved.

14.2. There are 343 comments still TBD

14.3. Don Schultz confirms that they are accurate as of before this session (2 hours ago)

15. Motion to recess by Jon Rosdahl and seconded by Jim Petranovich passed without objection
15.1. The meeting is recessed at 5:23pm
Thursday November 16, 1:30 – 6:00 PM

1. Chair called the TGn Full meeting to order at 1:33PM

2. Chair reviewed agenda for the afternoon
3. Formal votes will be: PM2 for Phy, MAC; Coexistence (1 in PM1 and PM2); BF&LA, Frame and Gen in  PM1, Editorial – no motions,  due to 4 hour rule
4. Peter Loc: Frame motions in presentation (11-06-1774r1)

4.1. #100 Motion by Peter Loc and seconded by Doug Chen to approve resolutions of comments found on the tab labelled “Pending Motion 4(A)” in document 11-06/0717r45 excluding CIDs - 660, 1235, 1236 passed unanimously
4.2. #101 Motion by Peter Loc and seconded by John Ketchum to approve resolutions of comments found on the tab labelled “Pending Motion 5(C)” in document 11-06/0717r45 passed unanimously
4.3. #102Motion by Peter Loc and seconded by Adrian Stephens to approve resolutions of comments found on the tab labelled “Pending Motion 6(R)” in document 11-06/0717r45 passed unanimously
5. #103 Motion (11-06-1886r00 by Don Schultz and seconded by Eldad Perahia to approve the recommendations of the Coexistence Ad hoc group for the comments contained in Motion Tab 1 and Motion Tab Comments of document 06/0724r43 which resolves the 29 comments listed below passed unanimously.

[image: image7]
6. #104 Motion by John Ketchum and seconded by Joonsuk Kim to approve resolution of comments found on the tab labelled “Pending motion 4” in document 11-06/0675r52.
Based on resolutions agreed to at Dallas ad hoc meetings during week of November 13.

Includes modifications to 40 previously approved comment resolutions.  These are resolutions that modified text in D1.0 sub clause 7.4.7.4 and 7.4.7.5, which have been removed as a result of accepting the text in 06/1411r7, or modify related sections.  These are included in rows 47 through 86 of the referenced tab.
6.1. Motion to amend #104 by George Vlantis to remove CIDs 7357 and 7371 was seconded by Massimiliano Siti
6.1.1. Discussion

6.1.2.  Resolution does not address the original comment

6.1.3.  Not fair to remove CIDs that were agreed upon in ad hoc

6.1.4.  OK to pull out but should be immediately motioned separately

6.1.5. These comments have been directly addressed in 11-06-1411r7
6.1.6.  Colleagues comments were ignored

6.1.7. Motion to call the question by Adrian Stephens and seconded by Jon Rosdahl (requires a 2/3 majority) passed (66, 0, 1)

6.2. Motion to amend failed (5, 47, 11)

6.3. Main motion #104 passed (62, 3,11)

7. Status report from General ad hoc chair Jon Rosdahl (doc 11-06-0688r46)
7.1. 4 outstanding comments related to .11k being finished first
7.2. Joe Levy presented the .11k rationalization in 11-06-1589r2
7.2.1. Beacon measurement – no change needed

7.2.2. Channel load measurement – no need to change

7.2.3. Noise histogram – no need to change

7.2.4. Frame report request measurement – will not yield any info on secondary 20 MHz channel

7.2.5. Station statistics report and request – need to report in groups; any change in order?

7.2.6. Location config info – no change

7.2.7. Neighbor report – work around has been found; define one HT sub-field and put remainder into an extension field

7.2.8. Link measurement – RF ping; no need for change

7.2.9. QoS metrics – has not been addressed

7.2.10. RCPI issues – how to define; no need to affect the antenna info elements

7.2.11. PCO issues – none

7.2.12. Additional Phy measurements – open to suggestion

7.3. Questions:
7.3.1. Next steps; how to handle opens? A – waiting for proposals; nothing has been broken but there is opportunity to improve

7.3.2. Which areas will be addressed immediately? A – STA statistics; neighbor report

7.3.3. Additional Measurements just nice to have? A – yes

8. Chair noted that Richard Paine and Joe Kwak have done yeoman service and should be recognized
9. After ‘change’ text available it will be circulated through .11k before January ad hoc

10. Chair - there is a similar synchronization due diligence with .11r which needs to be addressed, likely by MAC ad hoc.

11. MAC ad hoc chair responded that a doc similar to Joe’s would be helpful; no .11r work is active at the moment. Most of the .11r issues are security related
12. Request to .11n from .11r – give .11n tutorial to .11r in January

13. .11n has not received a .11k tutorial from .11k

14. No further motions from BF&LA; it is done!!!

15. Phy discussion topics or planning for January? A - Planning won

16. Time line discussion; (11-06-1662r4) (slides 56,57)
16.1. Exec Com meetings are key to time line
16.2. No published calendar for 2008 but we can guess (slide 58)
16.3. Jan 15-19 in 2008, no EC meeting unfortunately which puts April 2008 publishing in jeopardy so, (slide 61) would need to complete Sponsor Ballot by Nov 2007 or push out SB to March 2008 which would push publication date to July 2008
16.4. Discussion?

16.4.1. Assuming LB in March successful it is highly unlikely we could meet the Nov 2007 SB goal; in fact any of the 3 options

16.4.2. Body asked chair to gather some history from other groups to help guide us? Chair agreed

16.4.3. Should not leave as is since then change would be massive in January

16.4.4. Chair asked for show of hands - Leave as is (14), Assert SB Earlier (24), Push out (5)
16.5. Straw poll to adopt finishing the SB in November as the basis for the time line which would therefore be unchanged (12,12,23) => inconclusive

16.6. Straw poll to leave the timeline plan of record as it is currently (46,4,4)

17. Motion by Jon Rosdahl and seconded by Don Shultz to Request authorization for TGn to conduct teleconferences for the purpose of comment resolution every Wednesday from 11:00 to 13:00 ET from 29-November to 2 weeks after the close of the 802 March plenary (March 16, 2007) passed unanimously.

17.1. 7  opportunities exist; Nov 22 is TG week

17.2. Gen ad hoc wants Dec 20

17.3. Phy ad hoc wants Dec 13

17.4. Coexistence wants Dec 6 and Jan 3
17.5. None for Nov 29, Dec 27,

17.6. Group agreed to these teleconference assignments without further discussion
18. Recall September motion to Request that 802.11 WG authorize TGn to conduct an ad hoc meeting for the purpose of comment resolution in London, UK during the period from Wed Jan 10,  2007 to Saturday Jan 13,  2007 at the London UK Hilton Paddington Hotel. With confirmation obtained from TGn during the Nov Plenary



18.1. Discussion

18.1.1. If we do not do Saturday cost is $900; Saturday would cost extra.

18.1.2. Think 3 days will be enough? Willing to remove Saturday?
18.1.3. Straw poll – who believes Saturday is needed (8)? Stop on Friday (13)?

19. Motion by Jon Rosdahl and seconded by Don Schultz to Request that 802.11 WG authorize TGn to conduct an ad hoc meeting for the purpose of comment resolution in London, UK during the period from Wed Jan 10,  2007 to Friday Jan 12,  2007 at the London UK Hilton Paddington Hotel passed unanimously
19.1. Who plans on attending? (39)
19.2. Registration will open in Dec 1
20. Chair – we need to anticipate comments on .11n LB#2

21. Motion by Jim Petranovich and seconded by Adrian Stephens to request authorization for TGn to investigate venues at which it could conduct ad hoc meetings for the purpose of comment resolution following the close of letter ballot 2.0 either
1. Immediately following the March plenary meeting in Orlando with the preferred location being the Caribe Royale Hotel or
2. An acceptable location during mid-April 2007.
pending final review/approval to be held during the January interim meeting in London passed unanimously
22. Motion by Jim Petranovich and seconded by Don Schultz to request authorization for TGn to investigate venues at which it could conduct an ad hoc meeting for the purpose of comment resolution following the close of letter ballot 2.0 to be held  just prior to the May Interim in Montreal Canada Wednesday May 9 thru Friday May 11 2007 with the preferred option being the Fairmont Hotel pending final review/approval to be held during the March plenary meeting in Orlando passed unanimously
23. Chair recessed for 30 minute break at 3:30 PM
24. Chair reconvened at 4:04 PM

25. #105 Motion (11-06-1866r0) by Don Schultz and seconded by Marc de Courville to approve the recommendations of the Coexistence Ad hoc group for the comments contained in Motion Tab 8 and Motion Tab Comments of document 06/0724r43 which resolves the 4 comments listed below passed unanimously
[image: image11.emf]CIDs Approved Unanimously D1.0 Clause Title D1.06

7770 11.15 153 340/20 MHz Operation 11.16

7772 11.15 154 340/20 MHz Operation 11.16

1049 11.15.1 151 22Basic functionality in BSS 40/20Mhz mode 11.16

1050 11.15.1 151 24Basic functionality in BSS 40/20Mhz mode 11.16

1051 11.15.1 151 25Basic functionality in BSS 40/20Mhz mode 11.16

9887 11.15.1 151 25Basic functionality in BSS 40/20Mhz mode 11.16

6866 11.15.1 152 5Basic functionality in BSS 40/20Mhz mode 11.16

6867 11.15.1 152 13Basic functionality in BSS 40/20Mhz mode 11.16

439 11.15.1 152 15Basic functionality in BSS 40/20Mhz mode 11.16

823 11.15.1 152 15Basic functionality in BSS 40/20Mhz mode 11.16

12118 11.15.1 152 15Basic functionality in BSS 40/20Mhz mode 11.16

1052 11.15.1 152 Basic functionality in BSS 40/20Mhz mode 11.16

7483 11.15.1 Basic functionality in BSS 40/20Mhz mode 11.16

7485 11.15.1 Basic functionality in BSS 40/20Mhz mode 11.16

7484 11.15.1 Basic functionality in BSS 40/20Mhz mode 11.16

7486 11.15.1 Basic functionality in BSS 40/20Mhz mode 11.16

6869 11.15.2 152 16Operating Modes (40/20MHz) 11.16

6868 11.15.2 152 16Operating Modes (40/20MHz) 11.16

9889 11.15.2 152 19Operating Modes (40/20MHz) 11.16

824 11.15.2 153 3Operating Modes (40/20MHz) 11.16

440 11.15.2 153 3Operating Modes (40/20MHz) 11.16

9890 11.15.2 153 3Operating Modes (40/20MHz) 11.16

9891 11.15.2 153 3Operating Modes (40/20MHz) 11.16

4579 11.15.2 153 Operating Modes (40/20MHz) 11.16

7038 11.15.2 154 3Operating Modes (40/20MHz) 11.16

8042 11.15.2 Operating Modes (40/20MHz) 11.16

2853 11.15.3 155 6STA Capabilities (40/20MHz) 11.16

10600 11.15.3 155 6STA Capabilities (40/20MHz) 11.16

9892 11.15.3 155 STA Capabilities (40/20MHz) 11.16

 
26. #106 Motion (11-06-1488r8) by Jim Petranovich and seconded by George Vlantis to accept submissions 1694r0, 1689r0 and 1717r0  as instructions to the TGn technical editor Note that these do not relate to CIDs but do relate to text
27. Informal discussion related to motion set 16 in deference to 4 hour rule (need to wait 6 minutes)
27.1. page 14 line 33 in1571r6 – Eldad Perahia proposed new text related to minimum sensitivity

27.2. 4 hour rule is now satisfied at 4:22 PM
28.  #107 Motion (11-06-1488r9) by Jim Petranovich and seconded by VK Jones to approve resolution of comments found on the tab labelled “pending motion set 16” in document 11-06-0693r75 amended “as changed in 1571r7 page 14 line 32-34” passed unanimously

29. Phy has about 80 comments remaining

30. Matt Fischer Chair of MAC ad hoc reviewed progress from the last two days.

31. #108 Motion by Matt Fischer (11-06-1807r2) and seconded by Srini Kandala to accept comment resolutions in 11-06/0690r50 tab "motion_061116” passed unanimously
32.  40 MHz in 2.4 MHz topic discussion:
32.1. Many authors and many compromises
32.2. Assaf Kasher reviewed changes proposed in (11-06-1699r6):
32.3. Too many options so reduced to 2 bits (4 options) per field

32.4. Proposed an alternative in 2.4 GHz which effectively is a protocol to fall back to 20 MHz from 40 MHz for a specific duration if a specific adjacent channel threshold is exceeded

32.5. Body suggested amending text as follows:
The receiver shall hold the 20 MHz primary channel CCA signal busy for any signal 20 dB above the minimum modulation and coding rate sensitivity (–62 dBm) in the 20 MHz primary channel. When the primary channel is idle, the receiver shall hold the 20 MHz secondary channel CCA signal busy for any signal 20 dB above the minimum modulation and coding rate sensitivity (–62 dBm) in the 20 MHz secondary channel.  [change previous sentence to] The receiver shall hold both the 20 MHz primary channel CCA and the 20 MHz secondary channel CCA busy for any 40 MHz signal 20 dB above the minimum modulation and coding rate sensitivity (~59 dBm)

Also, in 9.20.2 change ‘DIFS’ to ‘minimum of AIFS and DIFS’ in all three places in the third para
Also, in 11.9.8.4 last sentence of the second para.   It may transmit on the primary channel. [and delete] 40MHz upper or 40MHz lower transmissions.

Add the following para after the second para in 11.9.8.4 “An AP operating in 20/40 MHz BSS in the 2.4 GHz band shall switch the BSS to 20/40 MHz mode if it receives notification from all the STA in the BSS that they have switched to 20/40 MHz. Straw poll (2 for and 39 against). [Secretary’ note - I do not believe I captured the text of this straw poll exactly however it is close and was defeated in any case.]
Amendment was unanimously accepted prior to the motion so a motion to amend was not required
32.5.1. Discussion

32.5.1.1. power save not properly addressed

32.5.1.2. VOIP calls in secondary channel may get dropped

33. #109 Motion by Assaf Kasher to accept the text in 1699r6 as amended by the body as above was seconded by Tim Towell
33.1. Motion to amend table in 1699r6 text by Assaf Kasher and seconded by Jim Petranovich to change 12% to 10% to be consistent passed unanimously

33.2. Main motion fails (37,28,14) as it requires 75% being technical

34. #110 Motion  by Jim Petranovich to adopt text in (11-06-1841r1 prohibiting 40 MHz in 2.4 GHz band) was seconded by Adrian Stephens
34.1. Discussion: - Motion to call the question passed (69,3,6)
34.2. Motion failed (40,31,13) as it is technical and therefore requires a 75% super majority
35. Motion by Jason Trachewsky and seconded by Dave Andrus to incorporate all of the comment resolutions approved during the November plenary into Draft 1.06 to create Draft 1.07 and request a 15 day Working Group Letter Ballot to approve Draft 1.07 to become Draft 2.0 and that Draft 2.0 be sent to Working Group Letter Ballot requesting that Draft 2.0 be forwarded to Sponsor Ballot
36. Motion by Jim Petranovich and seconded by George Vlantis requesting a roll call vote passed (40,21,4)
36.1. Discussion:

36.1.1.1. Remarkably precipitous at this late date
36.1.1.2. Motion to call the question by Chris Hansen and seconded by Dave Andrus failed (30,39,3)

36.1.1.3. Will slow down the process instead of speeding it up

36.1.1.4. Let’s get a snap shot due to the large volume of changes already made

36.1.1.5. Orders of the day

37. Chair adjourned the session at 6:02 PM
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		3415		Jokela, Jari		7.4.7.1		57		General				Y		57		0		Recommended Transmission Channel Width Management Action Frame		7.4.7.1		DT				R						17		What is the purpose of this action frame? Given that Recommended transmission channel width is already given in Additional HT Infromation element sent in Beacons and Probe Responses then why this action frame is needed? Is it really assumed that the recom		Consider removing Recommended Transmission Channel Width Management Action Frame		Rejected:  because this allows STA to make individual decisions as to channel width per local conditions				Coexistence		Coexistence						U

		4521		Loc, Peter		7.4.7.1		57		1				Y		57		1		Recommended Transmission Channel Width Management Action Frame		7.4.7.1		ST				A						17		A new HT category code is required for 802.11n		Must generate the request to the 802.11ANA for a new HT Category Code to be assigned to 802.11n		Accepted:  because ANA request will be done by the task group prior to sponsor ballot				Coexistence		Coexistence						U

		2235		Ji, Lusheng		7.4.7.1		58		6				Y		58		6		Recommended Transmission Channel Width Management Action Frame		7.4.7.1		T				R						17		Procedure specifications don't belong in 7		Move all but first sentence of this paragraph to a more appropriate place in draft		Rejected:  because information is not a procedure but is a description				Coexistence		Coexistence						U

		1209		Fischer, Matthew		7.4.7.1		58		7				Y		58		7		Recommended Transmission Channel Width Management Action Frame		7.4.7.1		T				C						17		I think that there is potential confusion here - the text is not very clear in making a distinction between the bits of the additional HT information element and this MA frame - that is, the element seems to be setting the overriding channel width for the		Strike the word "recommended" from the name of this element. Make it clear in the text, that this is not a recommendation, but a command. Make a clear distinction between the STA requirement and the BSS requirement in the text here and in the text back in		Countered:  Strike the word "recommended" from the name of this management action frame.
Review of the other sections where the word "recommended transmission channel width" is used.				Coexistence		Coexistence						U

		10167		Zaks, Artur		7.4.7.3		59		8						59		8		PCO Phase Request  Management Action Frame		7.4.7.3		T				R						17		Define TBD in Table n23				Rejected:  because the TBD is valid until the ANA has assigned a number				PCO		Coexistence						U

		1234		Fischer, Matthew		7.4.7.3		59		10				Y		59		10		PCO Phase Request  Management Action Frame		7.4.7.3		T				A						17		If it can change with Action Frame and Beacon, which has precedence if they conflict?  Or do we really need both methods?		Clarify		Accepted:  the receiver should follow the latest information that is received whether from the beacon or from the PCO phase request management action frame				PCO		Coexistence						U

		2249		Ji, Lusheng		7.4.7.3		59		10				Y		59		10		PCO Phase Request  Management Action Frame		7.4.7.3		T				R						17		Procedure specifications don't belong in 7		Move all this paragraph to a more appropriate place in draft		Rejected:  CID2235				PCO		Coexistence						U

		1233		Fischer, Matthew		7.4.7.3		59		11				Y		59		11		PCO Phase Request  Management Action Frame		7.4.7.3		T				R						17		Move behavior to an appropriate subclause.		Move the behavior description out of clause 7 to say, clause 11.		Rejected:  CID2235				PCO		Coexistence						U

		3421		Jokela, Jari		7.4.7.3		59		16				Y		59		16		PCO Phase Request  Management Action Frame		7.4.7.3		DT				A						17		What is 'requirement transition time'?		Clarify		Accepted:  add reference to Table n18				PCO		Coexistence						U

		3804		Kandala, Srinivas		7.4.7.3								Y		59				PCO Phase Request  Management Action Frame		7.4.7.3		T				C						17		Replace all occurrences of "duration" with "Duraiton field" (/ID optional)		As suggested		Countered:  change to "duration field" only on line 12 and line 15				PCO		Coexistence						U

		1423		Fischer, Matthew		9.2.3.6								Y		83		13		RIFS		9.2.3.6		T				C						17		Help to make the sentence more readable.		Add a comma after the word "expected"		Countered:  add comma after the word "expected" and after the word "transmitter"				RIFS		Coexistence						U

		7655		Stephens, Adrian		9.2.3.6								N		83		15		RIFS		9.2.3.6		ST				C						17		"Those restrictions appear in appropriate subclauses."

How comforting that they don't appear in inappropriate subclauses.  But not a very useful statement.		Add references.		Countered:  to supply the following references 9.17 and 9.18				RIFS		Coexistence						U

		46		Adachi, Tomoko		9.2.3.6		83						N		83				RIFS		9.2.3.6		ST				R						17		It is not clear when RIFS can be used. In the current draft, it only clearly appears in Reverse Direction and PSMP sequences.		If RIFS can appear in other sequences, it's better to have a figure for an ordinary case here.		Rejected:  because the conditions for usage of RIFS are already in the document				RIFS		Coexistence						U

		7654		Stephens, Adrian		9.2.3.6								Y		83				RIFS		9.2.3.6		ST				C						17		Where is RIFS given a value?   It should be defined here or related to a PHY attribute.				Countered:  add a reference to section 20.3.14.6 and add aRIFS time to table n83				RIFS		Coexistence						U

		1426		Fischer, Matthew		9.2.5.4.1		84		12				Y		84		12		Dual CTS Protection		9.2.5.4.1		T				A						17		Language is a bit fuzzy - "a TXOP" does not seem inclusive enough.		Change "a TXOP" to "all of its TXOPs"		Accepted				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence						U

		1428		Fischer, Matthew		9.2.5.4.1		84		12				Y		84		12		Dual CTS Protection		9.2.5.4.1		ST				R						17		Does the TXOP for the STA include TXOPs which are part of a DLS exchange? If so, what does the exchange look like?		Define the rules of protocol for the DLS case when Dual CTS is in force and a STA is using STBC. Maybe such rules belong somewhere in 11?		Rejected:  because behaviour already defined in 9.2.5.4.1				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence						U

		4565		Lojko, Peter		9.2.5.4.1		84		18				Y		84		18		Dual CTS Protection		9.2.5.4.1		T				A						17		Dual CTS rules are optional but if enabled the rules must be followed		Replace "should" with "shall" in lines 18-20		Accepted				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence						U

		7275		Raissinia, Ali		9.2.5.4.1		84		21				N		84		21		Dual CTS Protection		9.2.5.4.1		DT				A						17		The statement "The protection frames shall set a NAV for the whole duration of the STBC sequence." implies that NAV protection is to be used only when STBC sequence to be transmitted, however the dual CTS also applies to non-STBC RTS/CTS and therefore the		Change the Statement to read "The protection frames shall set a NAV for the whole duration of the transmission, covering dual CTS transmissions"		Accepted				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence						U

		7276		Raissinia, Ali		9.2.5.4.1		84		22				N		84		22		Dual CTS Protection		9.2.5.4.1		T				A						17		Add the phrase "at one of the basic STBC MCS rates" after "transmitted".		New statement is "STBC control frames shall be transmitted at one of the basic STBC MCS rates in response to received STBC frames if the Dual CTS Protection bit is set. Non-STBC control frames shall be used otherwise."		Accepted				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence						U

		3873		Kandala, Srinivas		9.2.5.4.1								Y		84				Dual CTS Protection		9.2.5.4.1		DT				A						17		A 11n STA sends a non-STBC RTS to the AP. The AP returns a non-STBC CTS to the STA and then immediately transmits an STBC CTS - now the original non STA is free to transmit. But a third legacy station which has set its NAV based on the original RTS will r		As suggested		Accepted				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence						U

		7658		Stephens, Adrian		9.2.5.4.1								N		84				Dual CTS Protection		9.2.5.4.1		T				A						17		"If the Dual CTS Protection subfield has value ..."

Probably needs to say subfield of which element.		Replace with: "If the Dual CTS Protection subfield of the Additional HT Information Elements element has value ..."		Accepted				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence						U

		4343		Lefkowitz, Martin		9.2.3.6		85		14				Y		85		14		RIFS		9.2.3.6		ST				A						17		"Those restrictions appear in appropriate subclauses."What subclauses?		Please state the subclauses that are appropriate		Accepted: replace appropriate subclauses with 9.17 and 9.18				RIFS		Coexistence						U

		11996		Basson, Gal		9.6.2		89		2				N		89		2		Non-HT Basic Rate calculation		9.6.2		T				A						17		define non-HT basic rate calculation for unequal MCS by extending the sentence in line 2		It is calculated by using the modulation and coding rate of the related HT PPDU of equal-modulation MCSs; for unequal-modulation MCSc is used the modulation of stream 1.		Accepted				Coexistence		Coexistence						U

		10023		Xhafa, Ariton		9.6.2		89		3				Y		89		3		Non-HT Basic Rate calculation		9.6.2		T				A						17		"64" is missing before QAM		Add "64" to QAM		Accepted				Coexistence		Coexistence						U

		6806		Morioka, Yuichi		9.6.2		89		6				Y		89		6		Non-HT Basic Rate calculation		9.6.2		DT				R						17		Need to define Non-HT rate reference rate for unequal modulation case.		Choose moduation at the first spatial stream.		Rejected:  see CID11996				Coexistence		Coexistence						U

		4567		Lojko, Peter		9.6.2		89		9				Y		89		9		Non-HT Basic Rate calculation		9.6.2		DT				R						17		Non-HT reference rate for unequal MCS is not defined		Add the following sentence at the end of this section: "For the case of unequal MCS the non-HT reference rate is looked up from Table n52 based on the modulation and coding rate of the first stream of the MCS."		Rejected:  see CID11996				Coexistence		Coexistence						U

		1297		Fischer, Matthew		9.14.1		105		4				Y		105		4		RIFS Protection		9.14.1		T				A						17		vague terminology		replace the sentence "All STAs at the BSS shall protect RIFS sequences when there is at least one non-HT STA associated with this BSS." with "A STA which is associated with a BSS shall protect RIFS sequences when there is at least one non-HT STA associate		Accepted				RIFS		Coexistence						U

		4078		Kerry, Stuart		9.14.1		105		4				Y		105		4		RIFS Protection		9.14.1		T				R						17		"when there is at least one non-HT STA associated with
5 this BSS": How can an individual STA know that?		Specify that the AP has to set a certain field in an HT IE to indicate the condition and that the STA has to obey what is indicated in this field.		Rejected:  reference table n19 on page 53				RIFS		Coexistence						U

		6765		Mittelsteadt, Cimarron		9.14.1		105		4				Y		105		4		RIFS Protection		9.14.1		DT				C						17		This section is inconsistent with the RIFS mode definiton on page 53, table n19, 7.3.2.48		Allowing use of RIFS only when RIFS mode is set to "permitted" and remove requirement for RIFS protection.		Countered:  insert the following  "RIFS is allowed only when RIFS mode is set to "permitted".				RIFS		Coexistence						U

		7336		Rosdahl, Jon		9.15		105		5				Y		105		5		L-SIG TXOP Protection		9.15		DT				R						17		If the L-SIG TXOP Protection should not be used in the presence of non-HT STA, then would it not be simplier to say it that way.		L-SIG TXOP Protection should not be used in the precense of non-HT STA.
Simply rewording this paragraph may also clarify the intent and restrictions that are being asked for.		Rejected:  the L-SIG TXOP protection may be used in presence of non-HT STA.				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence						U

		868		Emeott, Stephen		9.15		105		14				Y		105		14		L-SIG TXOP Protection		9.15		ST				A						17		This clause states a rate of 6 Mbps shall be used, but does not state how it is used.  Also, it is unclear if the 6 Mbps rate should be used in mixed mode, legacy or both PLCP frame headers.		Change to "In a mixed mode header, the Rate subfield in the L-SIG field of HT frames shall be set to 6 Mbps"		Accepted				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence						U

		1299		Fischer, Matthew		9.15		105		14				Y		105		14		L-SIG TXOP Protection		9.15		T				A						17		overly broad statement		Replace the statement "A Rate of 6 Mbps shall be used in L-SIG." with "A rate of 6 Mbps shall be used in the L-SIG portion of a mixed mode HT PLCP header." Also - check to see that there is a way for the MAC to pass the 6mbps rate information and length i		Accepted:  see CID868				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence						U

		1300		Fischer, Matthew		9.15		105		14				Y		105		14		L-SIG TXOP Protection		9.15		T				A						17		language needs more precision		Change "The L-SIG field" to "The length subfield of the L-SIG field" - or maybe instead, what is needed is clarification that it is the combination of the length and the rate of the L-SIG field which together "shall indicate a duration of time which…"		Accepted				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence						U

		2555		Ji, Lusheng		9.15		105		14				Y		105		14		L-SIG TXOP Protection		9.15		T				R						17		"The L-SIG field of HT frames with a Mixed Mode PHY header" - where is this defined?		Cross reference to the definition is needed, and how the MAC knows this.		Rejected: see table n60				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence						U

		1301		Fischer, Matthew		9.15		105		19				Y		105		19		L-SIG TXOP Protection		9.15		T				A						17		language needs more precision		change "in its BSS" to "associated with its BSS"		Accepted				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence						U

		3840		Kandala, Srinivas		9.15		105		19				Y		105		19		L-SIG TXOP Protection		9.15		DT				R						17		Not sufficient if only the HT STAs support the mechanism - for reliable protection there should not be any legacy stations in the BSA (BSS is not sufficient) either.		Replace the paragraph with, 

"If there are no non-HT STAs are present in the BSS and if the AP determines whether all HT STA in its BSS support L-SIG TXOP Protection it sets the L-SIG TXOP Protection Full Support bit of its HT Information Element to 1. T		Rejected:  because L-SIG TXOP should provide protection against non-HT STAs				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence						U

		5152		Meylan, Arnaud		9.15		105		22				Y		105		22		L-SIG TXOP Protection		9.15		T				C						17		What is an "infrastructure STA" ?		define term or remove		Countered:  replace the text "infrastructure STA" with "STA in infrastructure BSS"				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence						U

		1303		Fischer, Matthew		9.15		105		31				Y		105		31		L-SIG TXOP Protection		9.15		T				A						17		"contain" is not accurate		change "contain" to "express"		Accepted				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence						U

		3841		Kandala, Srinivas		9.15		105		31				Y		105		31		L-SIG TXOP Protection		9.15		DT				C						17		Really a non-sensical statement - you can not force a station to use the mechanism if it does not want to even if it supports it - there could be cases where it thinks it makes sense, such as when AP sets the L-SIG TXOP Full Protection, but the station de		Replace the first sentence of the paragraph with, 

"Under L-SIG TXOP Protection operation, the L-SIG field with a Mixed Mode PHY header may contain a  duration value equivalent (except in the case of RTS as described below) to the MAC duration included i		Countered:  "Under L-SIG TXOP Protection operation, the L-SIG field with a Mixed Mode PHY header expresses a duration value equivalent (except in the case of RTS as described below) to the MAC duration included in the MAC header."				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence						U

		7308		Ramesh, Sridhar		9.15 (L-SIG TXOP Protection)		105, 106		31,32 (105) & 1,2 (106)				Y		105		31		L-SIG TXOP Protection		9.15		DT				A						17		This clause indicates that the duration field in the MAC header may be replicated in the L-SIG length/duration field. However, an adjustment for the length of the current frame needs to be applied.		"duration value equivalent (except in the case of RTS as described below) to the sum of a) the value of MAC duration included in the MAC header and b) the remaining duration of the current frame."		Accepted				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence						U

		7609		Stephens, Adrian		9.14.1								Y		105				RIFS Protection		9.14.1		ST				A						17		"All STAs at the BSS shall protect RIFS sequences when there is at least one non-HT STA associated with this BSS."

This needs to be related to the signalling in the beacon.
However, the signalling in the beacon indicates whether use of RIFS (rather than				Accepted:  Replace the cited text with:  "If the operating mode in the additional HT information element transmitted by the AP with which a STA is associated is set to 01 (there may be non-HT devices in either the control or extension channel or both) or				RIFS		Coexistence						U

		1304		Fischer, Matthew		9.15		106		1				Y		106		1		L-SIG TXOP Protection		9.15		T				A						17		"contain" is not accurate		change "contain" to "express"		Accepted				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence						U

		1307		Fischer, Matthew		9.15		106		1				Y		106		1		L-SIG TXOP Protection		9.15		T				A						17		Language is not quite accurate - it is the duration, not the field which has the name.		Change the sentence "An L-SIG field that contains a value that does not directly represent the actual duration of the frame is called an L-SIG Duration." to read as follows: "A duration value expressed by the rate and length subfields of an L-SIG field wh		Accepted				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence						U

		1329		Fischer, Matthew		9.16.2		109						Y		106		1		L-SIG TXOP Protection		9.15		T				A						17		Language is not quite accurate - it is the duration, not the field which has the name.		Change the sentence "An L-SIG field that contains a value that does not directly represent the actual duration of the frame is called an L-SIG Duration." to read as follows: "A duration value expressed by the rate and length subfields of an L-SIG field wh		Accepted				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence						U

		1328		Fischer, Matthew		9.16.2		109						Y		106		1		L-SIG TXOP Protection		9.15		T				A						17		"contain" is not accurate		change "contain" to "express"		Accepted				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence						U

		6781		Morioka, Yuichi		9.15		106		2				Y		106		2		L-SIG TXOP Protection		9.15		T				A						17		Unclear where L-SIG Duration is counted from.		Add after line 2 the following sentence;
"L-SIG Duration is the duration counted from the end of the L-SIG field."		Accepted				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence						U

		1306		Fischer, Matthew		9.15		106		8				Y		106		8		L-SIG TXOP Protection		9.15		T				C						17		Needs a shall				Countered:  replace "is not" with "shall not be in presence of non-HT STA"				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence						U

		671		CYPHER, DAVID		9.15.1		106		13 & 14				Y		106		13		L-SIG TXOP Protection Rules at the Initiator		9.15.1		T				A						17		Is the term TXOP or TxOP?		Use one term consistently		Accepted:  recommendation to use all capital letters (i.e. TXOP)				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence						U

		1308		Fischer, Matthew		9.15.1		106		13				Y		106		13		L-SIG TXOP Protection Rules at the Initiator		9.15.1		ST				A						17		Is RTS/CTS the only allowed method?		Change wording to make it clear whether RTS/CTS is the only allowed method.		Accepted:  see CID6782				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence						U

		6782		Morioka, Yuichi		9.15.1		106		13				Y		106		13		L-SIG TXOP Protection Rules at the Initiator		9.15.1		DT				A						17		"Under L-SIG TXOP Protection rules, an initiator may use RTS/CTS to establish protection. "
There is no reason to limit this to RTS/CTS.		Replace
"Under L-SIG TXOP Protection rules, an initiator may use RTS/CTS to establish protection."
with;
"Under L-SIG TXOP Protection rules, an initiator may use a short initial frame exchange to establish protection."
Also, remove mention of RTS/CTS from		Accepted:  Replace
"Under L-SIG TXOP Protection rules, an initiator may use RTS/CTS to establish protection."
with;
"Under L-SIG TXOP Protection rules, an initiator may use a short initial frame exchange to establish protection."
Also, remove mention of R				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence						U

		1311		Fischer, Matthew		9.15.1		106		21				Y		106		21		L-SIG TXOP Protection Rules at the Initiator		9.15.1		T				C						17		wrong word choice		change "up" to "which extends"		Countered:  change "up" to ", which extends"				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence						U

		36		Adachi, Tomoko		9.15.1		106		22				Y		106		22		L-SIG TXOP Protection Rules at the Initiator		9.15.1		T				C						17		CF-End should be sent in 40 MHz HT PPDU in the 40 MHz phase of PCO.		Add a description here that a CF-End frame shall be a 40 MHz HT PPDU during 40 MHz phase in PCO.		Countered: reference CID4638				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence						U

		4638		Matsuo, Ryoko		9.15.1		106		22				Y		106		22		L-SIG TXOP Protection Rules at the Initiator		9.15.1		DT				A						17		In the case of 40 MHz phase of PCO, CF-End should be sent in 40 MHz HT PPDU.		Add a text "a CF-End frame shall be a 40 MHz HT PPDU during 40 MHz phase in PCO".		Accepted				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence						U

		7889		Takagi, Masahiro		9.15.1		106		22				Y		106		22		L-SIG TXOP Protection Rules at the Initiator		9.15.1		ST				C						17		In 40MHz phase of PCO, CF-end shall be sent in 40MHz HT PPDU.		Add a description suggested in the comment.		Countered: reference CID4638				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence						U

		9999		Xhafa, Ariton		9.15.1		106		22				Y		106		22		L-SIG TXOP Protection Rules at the Initiator		9.15.1		T				R						17		"The initiator should send a CF-End frame…" CF-End may be sent by the initiator.		Change to "The initiator may send a CF-End frame…"		Rejected:  proposed change does not provide the required fairness				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence						U

		7337		Rosdahl, Jon		9.15.1		106		23				Y		106		23		L-SIG TXOP Protection Rules at the Initiator		9.15.1		T				C						17		A Standard does not have "third party" designators.  The purpose of a Standard is to allow many companies to interoperate.		Change "third party devices" to non-HT devices.		Countered:  delete the words "third party"				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence						U

		1313		Fischer, Matthew		9.15.2		106		27				Y		106		27		L-SIG TXOP Protection Rules at the Responder		9.15.2		T				A						17		If the STA has asserted the support bit, then why is it still a MAY condition? Earlier, it was noted that a STA should not initiate L-SIG TXOP if the target does not support it, because it won't help, and here, because of the "may", the STA still cannot g		Change "may" to "shall"		Accepted				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence						U

		6786		Morioka, Yuichi		9.15.2		106		28				Y		106		28		L-SIG TXOP Protection Rules at the Responder		9.15.2		T				C						17		L-Preamble is undefined		Replace "L-Preamble" with "(T_L-STF + T_L-LTF + T_L-SIG)"		Countered:  Replace "L-Preamble" with "(T_L-STF + T_L-LTF + T_L-SIG)" and add a reference to table N62				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence						U

		1314		Fischer, Matthew		9.15.2		106		30				Y		106		30		L-SIG TXOP Protection Rules at the Responder		9.15.2		T				C						18		wrong word choice		change "up" to "which extends"		Countered:  change "up" to ", which extends"				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence						U

		1318		Fischer, Matthew		9.15.3		106		35				Y		106		35		L-SIG TXOP Protection Rules at Third Party HT		9.15.3		ST				C						18		don't like the term "L-SIG protected PPDU" - there's too much information there - all that is needed is an expression of whether or not the frame includes an L-SIG duration as per the definition earlier - if so (and the MAC DUR field is undecodable), then		Change the text to indicate that the rule is performed on frames that include an L-SIG duration and for which the MAC FCS failed.		Countered:  Change the text to indicate that the rule is performed on frames that include an L-SIG duration and replace "undecodable" with "undecodable or MAC-FCS Failed".				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence						U

		6788		Morioka, Yuichi		9.15.3		106		35				Y		106		35		L-SIG TXOP Protection Rules at Third Party HT		9.15.3		DT				A						18		NAV shall only be set by the L-SIG when the HT-SIG CRC passes.		Add after "that receives an L-SIG protected PPDU in which";
"the L-SIG Parity and HT-CRC passes but"		Accepted				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence						U

		6789		Morioka, Yuichi		9.15.3		106		36				Y		106		36		L-SIG TXOP Protection Rules at Third Party HT		9.15.3		DT				A						18		Unclear where the NAV Duration starts from.		Add after "shall update it's NAV to a value equal to L-SIG Duration - HT-SIG Duration";
"at the end of the PPDU"		Accepted				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence						U

		1309		Fischer, Matthew		9.15.1		106						Y		106				L-SIG TXOP Protection Rules at the Initiator		9.15.1		T				R						18		"contain" is not accurate		change "contain" to "express" throughout the section		Rejected:  "contain" is preferred to "express"				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence						U

		7612		Stephens, Adrian		9.15.1								N		106				L-SIG TXOP Protection Rules at the Initiator		9.15.1		DT				A						18		"Under L-SIG TXOP Protection rules, an initiator may use RTS/CTS to establish protection. "

This actually leaves unsaid what the rules are for which sequences may be used.		Replace with:  "Under L-SIG TXOP Protection rules, an initiator uses a short initial frame exchange to establish protection.  RTS/CTS is an example of this.  Any initial frame exchange may be used that is valid for the start of a TXOP, provided the durati		Accepted				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence						U

		9983		Xhafa, Ariton		9.15.1*		106						Y		106				L-SIG TXOP Protection Rules at the Initiator		9.15.1		T				A						18		If the initiator sends the CF-End frame, this could still lead to hidden node problems within the same BSS. Hence, add the sentence that AP may send the CF-End frame after receiving the CF-End frame from the STA.		Add : "The AP may send a CF-End frame in response to the CF-End frame sent by the initiator."		Accepted				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence						U

		1316		Fischer, Matthew		9.15.2		106						Y		106				L-SIG TXOP Protection Rules at the Responder		9.15.2		T				R						18		"contain" is not accurate		change all forms of "contain" to the equivalent form of "express" throughout the section		Rejected:  "contain" is preferred to "express" (will continue to discuss)				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence						U

		1317		Fischer, Matthew		9.15.3								Y		106				L-SIG TXOP Protection Rules at Third Party HT		9.15.3		T				C						18		is there a difference between an "HT reciever" and an "HT STA?" Probably not - but please use consistent terminology.		Replace "HT receiver" with "HT STA"		Countered:  Replace "HT receiver" with "HT STA" on lines # 4 & 34.				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence						U

		3848		Kandala, Srinivas		9.16.1		107		8				Y		107		8		Generally		9.16.1		T				C						18		I am heartened to see L-SIG TXOP Protection not mentioned here.		Keep it this way.		Countered:  add L-SIG TXOP protection in the list				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence						U

		781		Durand, Roger		9.16.1		107		12				Y		107		12		Generally		9.16.1		ST				R						18		fundamental error, channel access violations enabled, use any of the other methods		eliminate the snetence "a txop may be started with a data/ack..."		Rejected:  this is explicitly permitted by clause 9.9				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence						U

		68		Alexander, Thomas		9.16.2		107		14				Y		107		14		Long NAV		9.16.2		DT				R						18		The use of a CF-End frame to terminate a LongNAV period is very cute but is a misuse of behavior defined for other purposes. For example per 9.7 of 802.11-1999 the CF-End frame is only permitted after a DTIM and a CF-sequence. STAs or QSTAs that expect th		Clarify the LongNAV function, and introduce a new frame type to terminate the LongNAV rather than trying to overload an existing frame type. LongNAV behavior is unique to HT STAs only, in any case, and thus should really be used only when it is known that		Rejected:  the purpose of using a CF-End is to produce a potential fairness issue with legacy STAs.  If some do not respond to CF-End it reduces the effectiveness of this mechanism but in the view of the members it is still a usefull improvement of fairne				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence						U

		293		Benveniste, Mathilde		9.16.2		107		14				Y		107		14		Long NAV		9.16.2		DT				R						18		LongNAV reservation and resetting with CF-End:  In order to avoid capture,  the AP may send a second CF-end following the CF-end sent by the initiator STA.  Capture is of concern to all users.  The second CF-End should be made mandatory.		Require the AP to repeat a CF-End it receives from a station in the BSS.		Rejected:  a mandatory CF-End will increase overhead while the benefit hasn't been quantified.				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence						U

		1321		Fischer, Matthew		9.16.2		107		16				Y		107		16		Long NAV		9.16.2		T				A						18		Extra word		delete the word "protection" before MAC		Accepted				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence						U

		3849		Kandala, Srinivas		9.16.2		107		16				Y		107		16		Long NAV		9.16.2		DT				A						18		Examples have been provided in the immediately previous subclause - so why provide an example again? The example confuses me.		Delete the example.		Accepted:  delete the clause after comma on page 107 line 16				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence						U

		1323		Fischer, Matthew		9.16.2		107		27				Y		107		27		Long NAV		9.16.2		T				C						18		What's a "single frame?"		Define the term "single frame"		Countered:  delete the word "single".				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence						U

		10002		Xhafa, Ariton		9.16.2		107						Y		107				Long NAV		9.16.2		DT				R						18		Transmission of HT frames will cause legacy devices enter EIFS, regardless of the type of protection that is used. The use of LongNAV together with CF-End will results in EIFS cancellation for legacy devices.		Make LongNAV mandatory with every HT transmission or end the HT TXOP with a CF-End frame.		Rejected:  do not want to mandate additional overhead				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence						U

		2570		Ji, Lusheng		9.16.2		108		0		E		N		108		0		Long NAV		9.16.2		T				C						18		very unclear statement in top line of Figure		Change to "Duration Field of each MPDU in aggregation contains the Remaining TXOP value."		Countered with reference to CID1326				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence						U

		2571		Ji, Lusheng		9.16.3		108		5				Y		108		5		Truncation of TXOP		9.16.3		DT				R						18		A QSTA may not send a CF end, as this may be interpreted by HCCA-operating QSTAs as the end of a CFP, possibly disrupting CFP polling operations (particularly in adjacent cells)		Use a different frame type to signal completion of EDCA transmission in a TXOP.		Rejected:  overlapped BSS interference is an issue with CFP and the added mechanism has the same impact.				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence						U

		2572		Ji, Lusheng		9.16.3		108		8				Y		108		8		Truncation of TXOP		9.16.3		T				C						18		What mechanism is provided to make sure that the CF-End isn't a rogue frame transmitted by a STA that isn't holding the TXOP?  Such a hold in the design effectively kills any attempt to provide QoS to the STAs.		Explain how the CF-End is protected, and how STAs other than the AP receiving it can verify that it came from the proper originator.		Countered:  modify line 6 of page 108 to read "the STA, which is the TXOP Holder,  may transmit a CF-End … "

Add the following after line 8 as a new paragraph "a non-AP STA shall not transmit a CF-End if it is not the TXOP Holder".				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence						U

		7338		Rosdahl, Jon		9.16.3		108		9				Y		108		9		Truncation of TXOP		9.16.3		DT				A						18		The sentence is replicated, and the duplication does not add what could be stated singularly, but it is a technical comment as it does effect the Actions of Stations.
There is no difference for HT or non-HT STAs in response.		Change line 9 to be "The reception of a CF-End frame shall be interpreted by receiving STAs as a NAV reset - i.e. they reset"		Accepted				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence						U

		10003		Xhafa, Ariton		9.16.3		108		11				Y		108		11		Truncation of TXOP		9.16.3		T				R						18		"… an AP may respond with a CF-End after SIFS." This sentence is not adequate.		Change it to: "… an AP may respond with a CF-End after SIFS provided that the STA that initiated LongNAV is at distance X (TBD)  from the AP"		Rejected:  comment does not provide explanation as to why the existing sentence is inadequate.  Group believes text is adequate as is.				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence						U

		1326		Fischer, Matthew		9.16.2		108						Y		108				Long NAV		9.16.2		ST				C						18		figure n35 - description of duration value within the figure needs rewording		express the idea more clearly - that the duration field of each constituent frame of an aggregate has the same value, which is the remaining duration of the TXOP as measured from the end of the aggregate		Countered:  place note in figure n35 indicating "All constutuent MPDUs in an A-MPDU have the same duration value."				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence						U

		1327		Fischer, Matthew		9.16.2		108						Y		108				Long NAV		9.16.2		ST				C						18		figure n35 - some text within this figure is misleading/overly restrictive -  - the figure seems to indicate that longNAV is only allowed when implicit immediate block ack is being used		remove the text that suggests that all ack policy bits must be set to normal ack - other possible combinations are allowable - the figure should be generic, as the topic is longNAV		Countered:  add to the end of line 29 "with implicit block acknowlegment"				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence						U

		2734		Ji, Lusheng		9.23.1		129		22				Y		129		22		Rules for operation in 40/20Mhz BSS		9.23.1		T				R						18		How is 40/20 operation signaled to the MAC?		Please specify		Rejected:  reference table n61 page 165				Coexistence		Coexistence						U

		1445		Fischer, Matthew		9.23.1		129		24				Y		129		24		Rules for operation in 40/20Mhz BSS		9.23.1		T				A						18		missing words		change "the rules" to "according to the rules"		Accepted				Coexistence		Coexistence						U

		5122		Mehta, Pratik		9.23.1		129		25				Y		129		25		Rules for operation in 40/20Mhz BSS		9.23.1		T				C						18		This line states that the rules for "Otherwise" are defined in this section, however 9.23.1 does not describe the rules for such a STA.		Define the rules pertaining to "Otherwise" in the section.		Countered:  replace "this section" with "the remainder of subclause 9.23				Coexistence		Coexistence						U

		7340		Roy, Richard		9.23.1		129ff						Y		129				Rules for operation in 40/20Mhz BSS		9.23.1		ST				A						18		I don't understand how I am supposed to review this section in light of the fact that the content thereof is currently the subject of extensive debate, revision, and reformulation in the ad-hoc recently formed, and still in progress on the very issue of 4		Complete the work of the ad-hoc group.  Make recommendations to the Task Group.  Re-write the appropriate sectiopns of the proposed amendment, THEN submit it for letter ballot.		Accepted				Coexistence		Coexistence						U

		2739		Ji, Lusheng		9.23.3		130		1				Y		130		1		AP CCA sensing in 40/20Mhz BSS		9.23.3		T				C						18		The AP is a STA		This text is superflous. Delete it		Countered:  by removing subclause 9.23.3				Coexistence		Coexistence						U

		10019		Xhafa, Ariton		9.23.3		130		2				Y		130		2		AP CCA sensing in 40/20Mhz BSS		9.23.3		DT				C						18		This implies that AP may use CCA in the extension channel, which I do not agree with. Not using CCA in extension channel will results in unfairness for legacy OBSS		Issue needs to be resolved.		Countered:  by removing subclause 9.23.3				Coexistence		Coexistence						U

		11734		Marshall, Bill		9.23.3		130		2				Y		130		2		AP CCA sensing in 40/20Mhz BSS		9.23.3		DT				C						18		40 MHz (non-PCO) devices must perform CCA detection in the extension band for existing traffic and defer to it.		Add normative text that prohibits devices from contributing interference to communications in progress (FCC requirement for unlicensed operation)		Countered:  by removing subclause 9.23.3				Coexistence		Coexistence						U

		296		Benveniste, Mathilde		9.23.4		130		4				Y		130		4		NAV assertion in 40/20Mhz BSS		9.23.4		DT				R						18		On the subject of NAV assertion in 40/20Mhz BSS, the draft states: "STA will assert NAV in accordance to duration of any frame received in control or 40MHz channel.  Note: A STA need not set its NAV in response to 20MHz frames received on the extension ch		Maintaining a NAV on the extension channel must be mandatory.   An independent receiver should decode frames within interference range on the extension channel and maintain a NAV.		Rejected:  receiver cannot maintain NAV on adjacent channels during transmission.				Coexistence		Coexistence						U

		2740		Ji, Lusheng		9.23.4		130		4				Y		130		4		NAV assertion in 40/20Mhz BSS		9.23.4		T				R						18		This text belongs in the same clause as normal NAV procedures		Make change indicated in comment		Rejected:  refers to the 40MHz control channel				Coexistence		Coexistence						U

		11736		Marshall, Bill		9.23.4		130		4				Y		130		4		NAV assertion in 40/20Mhz BSS		9.23.4		T				R						18		This text belongs in the same clause as normal NAV procedures		as in comment		Rejected:  refers to the 40MHz control channel				Coexistence		Coexistence						U

		50		Adachi, Tomoko		9.23.5		130		9-10				Y		130		9		Frame transmission in 40/20Mhz BSS		9.23.5		ST				A						18		This sentence is unclear. Does it want to say that an HT STA that has to transmit a response control frame responds with a frame using the same channel with the related frame?		Clarify.		Accepted per CID1453				Coexistence		Coexistence						U

		1453		Fischer, Matthew		9.23.5		130		9				Y		130		9		Frame transmission in 40/20Mhz BSS		9.23.5		T				A						18		needs rewording		change "An HT STA that has to transmit a response control frame it responds using same channel as the related frame has been received as described in this section." to "An HT STA which transmits a response control frame shall send the frame on the same ch		Accepted				Coexistence		Coexistence						U

		7895		Takagi, Masahiro		9.23.5		130		9				Y		130		9		Frame transmission in 40/20Mhz BSS		9.23.5		ST				A						18		"An HT STA that has to transmit a response control frame it responds using same channel as the related frame has been received as described in this section." is vague.		Clarify.		Accepted per CID1453				Coexistence		Coexistence						U

		2742		Ji, Lusheng		9.23.5		130		11				Y		130		11		Frame transmission in 40/20Mhz BSS		9.23.5		ST				R						18		Explain how any of the procedures in this section modify existing MAC operation		please clarify. Otherwise delete 9.23.5 as superflous		Rejected because the section does specify behavour such as how a 40/20MHz STA responds to a legacy or non-HT duplicate conrol frame.				Coexistence		Coexistence						U

		3883		Kandala, Srinivas		9.23.5		130		11				Y		130		11		Frame transmission in 40/20Mhz BSS		9.23.5		ST				C						18		Define non-HT duplicate control frame - control frame sent at non-HT duplicate rate? What are the conditions that we need to send this frame - please elaborate		As suggested		Countered by changing line 11-12 to read as follows:
In 40MHz mode, A 40/20 STA that receives a control frame in non-HT duplicate mode shall respond with a non-
HT duplicate PPDU.				Coexistence		Coexistence						U

		51		Adachi, Tomoko		9.23.5		130		13-14				Y		130		13		Frame transmission in 40/20Mhz BSS		9.23.5		ST				A						18		If a 40/20 STA cannot distinguish between the reception of a non-HT PPDU and a non-HT duplicate PPDU and respond with a non-HT duplicate PPDU when there is other transmission in the extension channel, the response non-HT duplicate PPDU will interfere the		Change this restriction to send in non-HT PPDU, i.e., in 20 MHz legacy PPDU.		Accepted: replace text on line 14 which reads "shall respond a non-HT duplicate PPDU." to say "shall respond with a non-HT control frame in the control channel."				Coexistence		Coexistence						U

		1454		Fischer, Matthew		9.23.5		130		13				Y		130		13		Frame transmission in 40/20Mhz BSS		9.23.5		T				C						18		fix the grammar		fix the grammar		Countered:  Editor please fix the grammar in section 9.23.5, page 130, lines 13-14.				Coexistence		Coexistence						U

		7768		SUGAWARA, TSUTOMU		9.23.5		130		13-14				Y		130		13		Frame transmission in 40/20Mhz BSS		9.23.5		DT				A						18		A 40/20 STA shall respond with a non-HT PPDU when the STA is not sure that the received frame is a non-HT PPDU or a non-HT duplicate PPDU to avoid interferring other transmission in the extension channel.		Change the texts to reflect the comment.		Accepted: replace text on line 14 which reads "shall respond a non-HT duplicate PPDU." to say "shall respond with a non-HT control frame in the control channel."				Coexistence		Coexistence						U

		7896		Takagi, Masahiro		9.23.5		130		13				Y		130		13		Frame transmission in 40/20Mhz BSS		9.23.5		DT				A						18		If the sentence "In 40MHz mode, A 40/20 STA that cannot distinguish between the reception of non-HT PPDU and a non-HT duplicate PPDU that receives a non-HT control frame shall respond a non-HT duplicate PPDU." means that a STA receiving 20MHz PPDU respond		"In 40MHz mode, A 40/20 STA that cannot distinguish between the reception of non-HT PPDU and a non-HT duplicate PPDU that receives a non-HT control frame shall respond with a non-HT PPDU."		Accepted: replace text on line 14 which reads "shall respond a non-HT duplicate PPDU." to say "shall respond with a non-HT control frame in the control channel."				Coexistence		Coexistence						U

		7924		Takeda, Daisuke		9.23.5		130		13-14				Y		130		13		Frame transmission in 40/20Mhz BSS		9.23.5		DT				A						18		It is difficult to understand why non-HT duplicate PPDU is used in this case. Non-HT duplicated PPDU will cause additional interference or CCA overhead and Non-HT PPDU (not duplicated) is enough.		Replace the text with "shall respond a non-HT PPDU"		Accepted: replace text on line 14 which reads "shall respond a non-HT duplicate PPDU." to say "shall respond with a non-HT control frame in the control channel."				Coexistence		Coexistence						U

		7283		Raissinia, Ali		9.23.5		130		15				N		130		15		Frame transmission in 40/20Mhz BSS		9.23.5		ST				A						18		Need to clarify what it means by HT control frame-
Is it HT MAC, i.e. inclusion of all HT features such as the ones included in Ht control field but transmitted using non-HT preamble at non-HT basic rate set, or both MAC and PHY are HT? In which case, is		Please clarify the text.		Accepted:  add a definition to Clause 3 "an HT-frame: a PPDU which includes an HT-SIG field".				Coexistence		Coexistence						U

		1456		Fischer, Matthew		9.23.6		130		23				Y		130		23		Protection in 40/20MHz BSS		9.23.6		T				A						18		just to be clear that the mechanism described here is according to a properly defined set of rules which do exist elsewhere in the document		add to the end of the paragraph: "as per the LongNAV rules of behavior found in clause xxxx"		Accepted:  Replace the current sentence "CF-End may be used to return the reserved but unused time of the TXOP" with the following... "CF-End may be used to return the reserved but unused time of the TXOP as per the LongNAV rules of behavior found in clau				Coexistence		Coexistence						U

		1455		Fischer, Matthew		9.23.6		130		24				Y		130		24		Protection in 40/20MHz BSS		9.23.6		T				A						18		what is meant by the phrase "actually transmitting in 40MHz mode" - does it mean, transmitting a 40MHz PPDU?		reword to provide the hidden meaning		Accepted:  Replace the text "actually transmitting in 40MHz mode" with "when a PPDU is transmitted in a 40MHz format"				Coexistence		Coexistence						U

		1457		Fischer, Matthew		9.23.6		130		24				Y		130		24		Protection in 40/20MHz BSS		9.23.6		T				A						18		this line is written to make it sound as though an RTS must always be transmitted before a 40MHz PPDU - is this correct?		qualify the statement such that the RTS/CTS is only required if protection of some sort is required, otherwise, no RTS/CTS is required preceeding a 40MHz PPDU transmission		Accepted:  adding "Under protection," to the beginning of the sentence on line 24.				Coexistence		Coexistence						U

		7841		SURINENI, SHRAVAN		9.23.6		130		26		E		N		130		26		Protection in 40/20MHz BSS		9.23.6		T				A						18		Unclearly written		A 40 MHz capable HT STA shall be able to receive non-HT duplicate mode frames on control channel		Accepted:  replace line 26 with "A 40 MHz capable HT STA shall be able to receive non-HT duplicate mode frames on the control channel"				Coexistence		Coexistence						U

		1458		Fischer, Matthew		9.23.6		130		27				Y		130		27		Protection in 40/20MHz BSS		9.23.6		T				A						18		missing word		change "response" to "feedback response"		Accepted:  replace line 27 with "If the control frame does not contain any feedback request or feedback response the following rule shall apply"				Coexistence		Coexistence						U

		1459		Fischer, Matthew		9.23.6		130		27				Y		130		27		Protection in 40/20MHz BSS		9.23.6		T				A						18		clumsy wording		change "shall work" to "shall be applied"		Accepted:  remove the word "relative" from line 28.				Coexistence		Coexistence						U

		1460		Fischer, Matthew		9.23.6		130		27				Y		130		27		Protection in 40/20MHz BSS		9.23.6		ST				A						18		the wording of this paragraph makes it difficult to understand the meaning - is this a description of a set of rules for determining the type of PPDU which is to be transmitted as a response frame?		rewrite to make a set of rules which is understandable		Accepted:  replace both instances of "packet uses" on lines 27 & 28 with "packets are acknowledged by".				Coexistence		Coexistence						U

		3889		Kandala, Srinivas		9.23.6		130		29				Y		130		29		Protection in 40/20MHz BSS		9.23.6		T				A						18		what is duplicate non-HT and how is it different from non-HT duplicate(d)		Please clarify		Accepted:  replace "duplicated" with "duplicate" on line 29 of page 130 and lines 3, 4 and 8 of page 131..				Coexistence		Coexistence						U

		3887		Kandala, Srinivas		9.23.6		130		30				Y		130		30		Protection in 40/20MHz BSS		9.23.6		DT				A						18		This paragraph has nothing to do with 20/40MHz protection - the stated subject of the subclause.		Please move it to an appropriate location		Accepted:  move the text from lines 27 through 32 of clause 9.23.6 (Protection in 40/20MHz BSS) to the end of clause 9.23.5 (Frame transmission in 40/20Mhz BSS)				Coexistence		Coexistence						U

		7284		Raissinia, Ali		9.23.6		130		30				Y		130		30		Protection in 40/20MHz BSS		9.23.6		ST				A						18		Is the HT PPDU in the case of response frame simply HT MAC features, i.e. HT control field (BA) but carrying date using non-HT preamble at non-HT basic rate so that all legacy STAs can properly set their NAV?		Please clarify the intension.		Accepted: ref CID7283				Coexistence		Coexistence						U		was resolved in prior comment (ref. CID7283)

		2744		Ji, Lusheng		9.23.7		130		33				Y		130		33		CF-End in duplicated mode		9.23.7		T				R						18		This text belongs in the same clause as normal protection measures		Make change indicated in comment		Rejected: the topic of this clause is the use of duplicate mode with CF-End, not protection mechanisms.				Coexistence		Coexistence						U

		11741		Marshall, Bill		9.23.7		130		33				Y		130		33		CF-End in duplicated mode		9.23.7		T				R						18		This text belongs in the same clause as normal protection measures		as in comment		Rejected: the topic of this clause is the use of duplicate mode with CF-End, not protection mechanisms.				Coexistence		Coexistence						U

		7675		Stephens, Adrian		9.23.4								N		130				NAV assertion in 40/20Mhz BSS		9.23.4		DT				A						18		"An HT STA shall assert NAV in accordance to duration of any frame received in control or 40MHz channel." - it is not clear what an accordance is		Replace the quoted text with: "An HT STA shall update its NAV using the duration value received in any frame received in a 20MHz PPDU in the control channel or received in a 40MHz PPDU and that does not have an RA matching the STA MAC address."		Accepted				Coexistence		Coexistence						U

		1461		Fischer, Matthew		9.23.6		130						Y		130				Protection in 40/20MHz BSS		9.23.6		ST				A						18		much of this clause mixes various terminology which makes it difficult to read		please rewrite using consistent, recognized terminology - in the later paragraphs, the terms "request" and "response" are being used where something like "PPDU containing a request" and "response PPDU" are much better (not necessarily perfect yet)		Accepted:  replace lines 30-32 with the following:
"The HT PPDU shall be used if the response PPDU contains link adaptation and explicit channel state feedback;
the PPDU containing a request channel width shall be the same as the intended data PPDU transm				Coexistence		Coexistence						U

		7679		Stephens, Adrian		9.23.6								N		130				Protection in 40/20MHz BSS		9.23.6		T				C						18		"CF-End may be used to return the reserved but unused time of the TXOP. " - this is defined elsewhere.		Remove quoted sentence.		Countered: delete the following sentence from Lines 22 and 23
"CF-End may be used to return the reserved but unused time of the TXOP."
and add the following to the end of the sentence which ends on line 21:
"of a PPDU, a frame exchange sequence or an enti				Coexistence		Coexistence						U

		4018		Kerry, Stuart		20		n/a		n/a		T		Y		159		9		High Throughput PHY specification		20		DT				R						18		Duplicate Non-HT Mode might not provide enough benefits to justify its existence.		remove duplicate non-HT mode		Rejected because non-HT duplicate mode is a functional mode and is required for protection of 40MHz transmission.				PHY General		Coexistence						U

		6759		Mittelsteadt, Cimarron		20.1.3		161		15		T		Y		161		15		Operating Mode		20.1.3		DT				R						18		The duplicate non-HT mode is not useful on partially overlapping channels.		Either require devices to choose only channels seperated by 20 MHz or eliminate duplicate non-HT mode.		Rejected because partially overlapping channels do not apply in 5GHz.  In 2.4GHz the issue is being addressed.(ref CID7925)				PHY General		Coexistence		4018				U

		7155		Petranovich, James		20.1.3		161		15		T		Y		161		15		Operating Mode		20.1.3		DT				R						18		The duplicate non-HT mode is only useful if the two channels are seperated by 20 MHz.  It is not useful on partially overlapping channels.		Either require devices to choose only channels seperated by 20 MHz (see comment on 11.9.5.2 above) or eliminate duplicate non-HT mode from the draft wherever it appears.		Rejected because partially overlapping channels do not apply in 5GHz.  In 2.4GHz the issue is being addressed.(ref CID7925)				PHY General		Coexistence		4018				U
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		3873		Kandala, Srinivas		9.2.5.4.1						T		Y		84						9.2.5.4.1		DT				A						17		A 11n STA sends a non-STBC RTS to the AP. The AP returns a non-STBC CTS to the STA and then immediately transmits an STBC CTS - now the original non STA is free to transmit. But a third legacy station which has set its NAV based on the original RTS will r		As suggested		Accepted:  add the text, " A 11n STA sends a non-STBC RTS to the AP. The AP returns a non-STBC CTS to the STA and then immediately transmits an STBC CTS - now the original non STA is free to transmit. But a third legacy station which has set its NAV based				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence						U

		870		Emeott, Stephen		9.15		105						Y		105				L-SIG TXOP Protection		9.15		ST				A		Yuichi						This clause needs a figure, simiar to figure n35		Insert figure.		Accept; an adopted resolution in doc1333r2 adds sufficient diagrams.  The document has been adopted in D1.04.				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence						U

		53		Adachi, Tomoko		9.23.7		131		1-2		T		Y		131		1				9.23.7		T				A								CF-End should be sent in 40 MHz HT PPDU in the 40 MHz phase of PCO.		Add a description here that a CF-End frame shall be a 40 MHz HT PPDU during 40 MHz phase in PCO.		Accepted:  Change the sentence in 9.20.5 in draft D1.03 to An HT STA that uses a non-HT duplicate transmission to establish protection of its TXOP shall send a CF-End in non-HT duplicate mode except during the 40MHz phase of PCO operation.  During the 40				Coexistence		Coexistence						U		Should have been removed for motion but resolution was truncated.  Need to repair and remotion.

		7170		Petranovich, James		20.3.8		221		32				N		221		32		Channel Numbering and Channelization		20.3.8		DT				A								The word "both" in the first sentence implies that STAs must be dual band, which is probably not intended.		Remove the word "both" and change "and" to "and/or".		Accepted:  In D1.04 page 215 line 21, change "The STA operates both in the 5GHz band and 2.4GHz band." to read "The STA operates in the 5GHz band and/or 2.4GHz band."				PLCP Regulatory		Coexistence		U				U

		3101		Ji, Lusheng		20.3.8		221		33				Y		221		33		Channel Numbering and Channelization		20.3.8		T				A								11a/11g don't exist as separate standards. Change ref to be to a clause in the base document		Make change indicated in comment		Accept:  references already been changed to clause 17 and 18 (D1.04)				PLCP Regulatory		Coexistence		U				U

		10381		Engwer, Darwin		20.3.8		221		33				Y		221		33		Channel Numbering and Channelization		20.3.8		T				A								you can't reference 802.11a/b/g since they don't exist anymore (well soon won't), instead		reference the specific capabilities of 802.11 that are intended, either via the specific clauses or the conformance sets defined in Annex A.		Accept:  references already been changed to clause 17 and 18 (D1.04)				PLCP Regulatory		Coexistence						U

		10895		Marshall, Bill		20.3.8		221		33				Y		221		33		Channel Numbering and Channelization		20.3.8		T				A								11a/11g don't exist as separate standards. Change ref to be to a clause in the base document		as in comment		Accept:  references already been changed to clause 17 and 18 (D1.04)				PLCP Regulatory		Coexistence						U

		10382		Engwer, Darwin		20.3.8.1		222		8				Y		222		8		Channel Allocation in the 5 GHz Band		20.3.8.1		T				A								The name "control channel" is technically misleading.  It indicates that that this channel only conveys control information and not data as well.		Change "control channel" to "primary channel" throughout the draft.		Accepted:  change already made in D1.04				PLCP Regulatory		Coexistence						U

		7659		Stephens, Adrian		9.2.5.4.2						T		Y		84						9.2.5.4.1		DT				A						65		The dual-CTS mechanism is designed to provide protection in the case that the STBC device is outside normal range of the AP.  However due to varying link conditions, this may not be the case.   If it is capable of receiving non-STBC transmissions, then at		I think the safest solution is to say the following:  "An STBC capable STA shall choose between STBC or non-STBC control frame operation.  In non-STBC control frame operation, it discards any STBC control frames it receives.   In STBC control frame operat		Acccepted:  Add the following paragraph to the end of clause 9.2.5.4a (D1.04) "An STBC capable STA shall choose between STBC or non-STBC control frame operation.  In non-STBC control frame operation, it discards any STBC control frames it receives.   In S				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence						U

		7900		Takagi, Masahiro		9.23.7		131		1		T		Y		131		1				9.23.7		ST				A						65		In 40MHz phase of PCO, CF-end shall be sent in 40MHz HT PPDU.		Add text to reflect the comment.		Accepted: see CID53

Edit Notes (D1.05) ER: <CID 53 is not part of the approved comment set from the September meeting>, to resolution (D1.05):  Accepted: see CID53				Coexistence		Coexistence						U

		1077		Fischer, Matthew		3		2		16		T		Y		2		16				3		ST				C								use of the term "present" is inaccurate - a STA which is powered off is still "present"		change "present" to "associated."		Countered:  Change the word "present on the same channel" in line 49 of page 2 (D1.03) to "is a member of this BSS".  In addition, remove the 2nd sentence on lines 49 & 50.  Add a new definition for HT Mixed Format  (definition of HT Mixed Format = A tran				General		Coexistence						U

		3874		Kandala, Srinivas		9.2.5.4.1		84		21		T		Y		84		21				9.2.5.4.1		DT				C								Provide an equivalent statement on what the protection does  for non-STBC sequences		As suggested		Countered:  see CID3874				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence						U

		869		Emeott, Stephen		9.15		105						Y		105				L-SIG TXOP Protection		9.15		ST				C		Yuichi						It would be really helpful if this clause referenced clause 20.3.3.2.1.4 where the L-SIG field is defined, especially since the title of clause 20.3.3.2.1.4 does contain the word L-SIG.  Also, a brief explanation of how the L-SIG field is used by the MAC		Insert sentence "The L-SIG field is included in Legacy and Mixed Mode PLCP frame headers, and is defined in clause 20.3.3.2.1.4".  Also insert text providing a brief explanation how and when L-SIG TXOP protection is used instead of the MAC header duration		Counter; an adopted resolution in doc11-06/1333r2 adds sufficient text to the appropriate sections for various parameters.  The document has been adopted in D1.04.
Also, sufficient information on when and how L-SIG Duration is used instead of the MAC head				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence						U

		8277		Wentink, Menzo		9.15		106		11-12				Y		106		11		L-SIG TXOP Protection		9.15		DT				C		Yuichi						Receiving an L-SIG with a false positive parity error will occur more frequently when the distance to the transmitter increases, i.e. particularly in overlapping BSSs. To avoid erroneous NAV settings and associated jitter inside remote BSSs, a rule should		After line 11, add that "L-SIG TXOP protection shall not be used when an overlapping BSS is detected".		Counter; an adopted resolution for CID 6788, where the L-SIG Duration is only used when HT-SIG CRC passes, significantly reduces the probability of misuse of the L-SIG Length field.  The probability with the adopted resolution of the misuse of the L-SIG i				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence						U

		6784		Morioka, Yuichi		9.15.1		106		15				Y		106		15		L-SIG TXOP Protection Rules at the Initiator		9.15.1		T				C		Yuichi						RTS_frame, RTS_MM_Preamble_Length, Non-HT_Preamble_Length are undefined		replace line 14 through 16 with the following;
"Under L-SIG TxOP Protection, the L-SIG Duration of an RTS shall be;

(T_RTS-PPDU - T_L-PLCP) + SIFS + T_CTS-PPDU – (EIFS – DIFS)
= (T_RTS-PPDU - T_L-PLCP) + T_CTS-PPDU – ACKTime

where T_RTS-PPDU is the leng		Counter; an adopted resolution in doc11-06/1333r2 adds sufficient text.  The document has been adopted in D1.04.				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence						U

		11999		Basson, Gal		9.15.3		106		34				N		106		34		L-SIG TXOP Protection Rules at Third Party HT		9.15.3		DT				C		Yuichi						When the HT-SIG cannot be demodulated, the L-SIG has a high probability of undetected error (as it is protected by only one parity bit--if the channel induces at least one error on the HT-SIG it may well to induce an even number of errors on the L-SIG).		Change the "shall" on line 35 to a "should".		Counter; an adopted resolution for CID 6788, where the L-SIG Duration is only used when HT-SIG CRC passes.				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence						U

		8278		Wentink, Menzo		9.15.3		106		35				Y		106		35		L-SIG TXOP Protection Rules at Third Party HT		9.15.3		DT				C		Yuichi						The L-SIG field may be received with a false positive parity, and copying such a value into the NAV will lead to very unpredictable results, because the NAV is a hard CCA which can not be augmented by other methods like Energy Detect. This effect will be		Change shall into should or may.		Counter; an adopted resolution for CID 6788, where the L-SIG Duration is only used when HT-SIG CRC passes, significantly reduced the probability of misuse of the L-SIG Length field.  The probability with the adopted resolution of the misuse of the L-SIG i				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence						U

		7116		Perahia, Eldad		20.3.8		221		31				N		221		31		Channel Numbering and Channelization		20.3.8		T				C								Do we to include channel number and channelization based on 11j?				Countered:  references already been changed to clause 17 and 18 (D1.04)				PLCP Regulatory		Coexistence		U				U

		400		Bjerke, Bjorn		20.3.8		221		32				Y		221		32		Channel Numbering and Channelization		20.3.8		DT				C								It is not mandatory for a STA to operate in both 2.4 and 5 GHz		Change first sentence to: "The STA may operate in either the 5 GHz band or the 2.4 GHz band, or both"		Countered (Accepted in principle):  In D1.04 page 215 line 21, change "The STA operates both in the 5GHz band and 2.4GHz band." to read "The STA operates in the 5GHz band and/or 2.4GHz band."				PLCP Regulatory		Coexistence		U				U

		456		Chaplin, Clint		20.3.8		221		32				Y		221		32		Channel Numbering and Channelization		20.3.8		T				C								"The STA operates both in the 5GHz band and 2.4GHz band." Not simultaneously, I hope.  At least, it shouldn't be required.		"The STA is capable of operating in both in the 5GHz band and 2.4GHz band."		Countered (Accepted in principle):  In D1.04 page 215 line 21, change "The STA operates both in the 5GHz band and 2.4GHz band." to read "The STA operates in the 5GHz band and/or 2.4GHz band."				PLCP Regulatory		Coexistence		U				U

		8051		Tokubo, Eric		20.3.8		221		32		E		N		221		32		Channel Numbering and Channelization		20.3.8		T				C								"The STA operates both in the 5GHz band and 2.4GHz band." This sentence implies concurrent operation by an HT-STA		Change sentence to … "The STA has the capability to operate in either the 5 GHz band or the 2.4GHz band."		Countered (Accepted in principle):  In D1.04 page 215 line 21, change "The STA operates both in the 5GHz band and 2.4GHz band." to read "The STA operates in the 5GHz band and/or 2.4GHz band."				PLCP Regulatory		Coexistence		U				U

		12036		Douglas, Brett		20.3.8		221		32				Y		221		32		Channel Numbering and Channelization		20.3.8		DT				C								The STA operates both in the 5 GHz band and 2.4 GHz Band.  This implies that every STA has 2 radios?		11N radios are intended to operate in either the 5 GHz band or the 2.4 GHz band		Countered (Accepted in principle):  In D1.04 page 215 line 21, change "The STA operates both in the 5GHz band and 2.4GHz band." to read "The STA operates in the 5GHz band and/or 2.4GHz band."				PLCP Regulatory		Coexistence		U				U

		12054		Douglas, Brett		20.3.8		221		32				Y		221		32		Channel Numbering and Channelization		20.3.8		DT				C								The STA operates both in the 5 GHz band and 2.4 GHz Band.  This implies that every STA has 2 radios?		11N radios are intended to operate in either the 5 GHz band or the 2.4 GHz band		Countered (Accepted in principle):  In D1.04 page 215 line 21, change "The STA operates both in the 5GHz band and 2.4GHz band." to read "The STA operates in the 5GHz band and/or 2.4GHz band."				PLCP Regulatory		Coexistence		U				U

		7542		Stephens, Adrian		20.3.8								Y		221				Channel Numbering and Channelization		20.3.8		DT				C								"The STA operates both in the 5GHz band and 2.4GHz band" implies that all .11n devices shall support both bands.  Is this true?				Countered (Accepted in principle):  In D1.04 page 215 line 21, change "The STA operates both in the 5GHz band and 2.4GHz band." to read "The STA operates in the 5GHz band and/or 2.4GHz band."				PLCP Regulatory		Coexistence						U

		7543		Stephens, Adrian		20.3.8								N		221				Channel Numbering and Channelization		20.3.8		ST				C								References to .11a/g should be references to clause 17 or 19 devices.				Countered:  references already been changed to clause 17 and 18 (D1.04)				PLCP Regulatory		Coexistence						U

		570		CYPHER, DAVID		3		2		15		T		Y		2		15				3		T				C						65		The term HT BSS is use, but is not included as a new term, itself		Include a term for HT BSS or rewite the definition without using this term		Countered:  Add definition as follows: "high throughput basic service set (HT BSS): A BSS in which beacons transmitted by HT STA include the HT Capabilities element."  Already implemented in D1.05

Edit Notes (D1.05) EMR: <I don't know whether the resolut		D1.05		General		Coexistence						U		Editor's counter accepted unanimously.

		3890		Kandala, Srinivas		9.23.7		131		1		T		Y		131		1				9.23.7		T				C						65		Don’t know what terminal means - not even sure if it is needed.		Delete it. Or if you think it is needed to express the function of cf-end, go ahead and add it for all occurrences of cf-end in this as well as the base standard.		Countered:  delete the word "terminal" as corrected in CID53.

Edit Notes (D1.05) ER: <CID 53 is not part of the approved comment set from the September meeting>, to resolution (D1.05):  Countered:  delete the word "terminal" as corrected in CID53.				Coexistence		Coexistence						U

		7365		Scarpa, Vincenzo		9.15		106		5-11		T				106		5				9.15		DT				C						65		L-SIG TXOP can suppress non-HT transmissions and could cause bandwidth waste when the initiator is not able to correctly predict the TXOP duration.		Do not allow L-SIG TXOP protection in mixed Legacy-HT BSS. Use CF-End to reset the NAV at HT-STAs when TXOP is not completely used by the TXOP owner (this makes sense in a pure HT BSS).		Countered:  Eliminate first sentence in proposed change and only use the following:  "An HT STA may transmit a CF-End when the TXOP is not completely used by the TXOP owner, in a BSS whose beacon contains an HT information element with the operating mode				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence						U

		1754		Ito, Takumi										Y		0		0		General		General		DT				R								20/40 MHz channelization is not resolved yet.				Rejected:  Channelization is defined in clause 21.3.14 (D1.04)				General		Coexistence						U

		4341		Lefkowitz, Martin		9.14		105		2		T		Y		105		2				9.14		DT				R								There is no mecahnism to handle fairness of 20/40Mhz interpoerability.		Impliment some sort of scheme.  Liason with K/V to get the proper statistics into either the n, v or k draft.		Rejected:  TGn is discussing mechanisms that address this issue already				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence						U

		3837		Kandala, Srinivas		9.15		26						Y		105				L-SIG TXOP Protection		9.15		DT				R		Yuichi						In practice, many existing implementations do not hold their CCA busy if their NAV is not set, and hence it is not clear if the mechanism is useful at all. If something needs to be protected use protection using non-HT rates. If it is in 2.4 GHz and there		Remove the mechanism		Reject; It is clearly specified in subclause 17.3.12 “Receive PLCP”of 802.11 REVma8.0 that the CCA shall be set to busy when a STA receives a valid signal field.  It is out of scope of the standard to take care of implementations that violate the spec.  T				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence						U

		3843		Kandala, Srinivas		9.15		106		5				Y		106		5		L-SIG TXOP Protection		9.15		DT				R		Yuichi						This paragraph is very illuminating - why bother putting this stuff anyway?

"L-SIG TXOP Protection should not be used and the Implementers of L-SIG TXOP Protection are advised to include a NAV based fallback mechanism, if it is determined that the mechan		Delete the mechanism - please force the producers to think that they should implement another questionable mechanisms. We have way too many as is in the standard.		Reject; the will of the group is that the mechanism (L-SIG TXOP) should remain in the draft, because, for example, the NAV can be set when the MAC portion of the packet is undecodeable.				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence						U

		3100		Ji, Lusheng		20.3.7		221		22				Y		221		22		Regulatory Requirements		20.3.7		ST				R								Regulatory DFS requirement not addresses		Add text addressing regulatory DFS requirements.		Rejected:  DFS is addressed in clause 11 in the D1.04 and Annex I & J in the baseline standard.				PLCP Regulatory		Coexistence		U				U

		3104		Ji, Lusheng		20.3.8		221		31				Y		221		31		Channel Numbering and Channelization		20.3.8		DT				R								Other than DFS, when selecting channel, a newly boot up HT AP should be able to detect nearby APs and only select an idle channel to start a new BSS.		Add text requiring  newly boot up HT AP to detect nearby APs and only select an idle channel to start a new BSS, if such an idle channel exists.		Rejected: Refer to clause 11 for starting a BSS.				PLCP Regulatory		Coexistence		U				U

		10383		Engwer, Darwin		20.3.8.1		222		4				Y		222		4		Channel Allocation in the 5 GHz Band		20.3.8.1		DT				R								The 802.11n channel number definition is too limiting.  Learn the lessons of the past.
   The application of 802.11n should not be artificially constrained or limited by a frame field format definition or a logical mapping of frequencies to channel number		Change the 802.11n/ HT OFDM PHY channel number from a short field offset or index value into an actual channel identifier.
   In frame formats and within the logical channel description text I suggest making it a 16 bit value that represents the actual ce		Rejected:  Adding a new channel offset to Annex J is the accepted method in bands other than 2.4GHz.  In addition there would be legacy issues if clause 21 used a different numbering scheme for the same bands as clauses 17and 18.				PLCP Regulatory		Coexistence		U				U

		8052		Tokubo, Eric		20.3.8.1		222		7-12				Y		222		7		Channel Allocation in the 5 GHz Band		20.3.8.1		ST				R								Table n78 is too constrictive for 40MHz Channel Allocation.		Change 40MHz Channel Allocation to be defined as (Ctrl CH, Ext CH) where 'Ctrl CH' = x and 'Ext CH' = x+4 --> 5GHz Channel Allocation should be similar to Table n79, which states 40MHz Channel Allocation at 2.4GHz.		Rejected:  Channel spacing for 5GHz is on non-overlapping 20MHz boundaries, which has proven to make coexistence much simpler.  Similarly, 40MHz channel spacing has been created on non-overlapping 40MHz boundaries.				PLCP Regulatory		Coexistence						U

		1545		Haisch, Fred		20.3.8.1		222		12		E		N		222		12		Channel Allocation in the 5 GHz Band		20.3.8.1		HE				R								Page 222, Clause 20.3.8.1 - In Table n78, add a Control Channel column to the table.		See Coment		Rejected:  The N_primary_ch column already provides the primary channel in D1.04 page 216, table n83				PLCP Regulatory		Coexistence						U

		10384		Engwer, Darwin		20.3.8.2		222		16				Y		222		16		Channel Allocation in the 2.4 GHz Band		20.3.8.2		DT				R								The 802.11n channel number definition is too limiting.  Learn the lessons of the past.
   The application of 802.11n should not be artificially constrained or limited by a frame field format definition or a logical mapping of frequencies to channel number		Change the 802.11n/ HT OFDM PHY channel number from a short field offset or index value into an actual channel identifier.
   In frame formats and within the logical channel description text I suggest making it a 16 bit value that represents the actual ce		Rejected:  There would be legacy issues if clause 21 used a different numbering scheme for the same bands as clause 18.				PLCP Regulatory		Coexistence						U

		1546		Haisch, Fred		20.3.8.2		223		9		E		N		223		9		Channel Allocation in the 2.4 GHz Band		20.3.8.2		HE				R								Page 223, Clause 20.3.8.2 - In Table n79, add a Control Channel column to the table.		See Coment		Rejected:  The N_primary_ch column already provides the primary channel in D1.04 page 216, table n82				PLCP Regulatory		Coexistence						U

		10315		Kwak, Joe		Annex A		267		HTM7		T		Y		267		0		PICS		Annex A		DT				R								Capability should be mandatory for HT-APs, optional otherwise.		Modify Status column accordingly.		Rejected:  No technical reason given for making it mandatory.				PICS		Coexistence						Yes=7
No=4
Abstain=2

		7348		Rudolf, Marian		A4.15.2		271		15		T		Y		271		15		PHY Enhancements for Higher Throughput		A4.15.2		DT				R								HTP2.3.4 40 MHz operation is only optional. With the current mandated set of 11n minimum mandatory capability (20 Mhz + min MCS set), a STA can claim to be 802.11n compliant even though it effectively  does only 55-60 Mbps. This does not meet the 11n PAR		Make HTP2.3.4 40 Mhz operation + Single Antenna the mandatory mode (alternatively, make one of the STBC 2x2 modes mandatory instead of the 40 MHz). 20 MHz + Single Antenna + MAC tweaks should still be allowed as optional mode.		Rejected:  FR10&FR11 were specifically added to allow at least 50mbps.				PICS		Coexistence						U

		10229		Zeira, Eldad		A4.15.2		271		15		T		Y		271		15		PHY Enhancements for Higher Throughput		A4.15.2		DT				R								40 MHz operation is only optional. With current mandated set of capabilities a STA may claim to be 11n compliant while not exceeding 70mbps PHY rate and far from meeting 11n PAR		Make 40 Mhz operation mandatory with single or multiple antennas		Rejected:  FR10&FR11 were specifically added to allow at least 50mbps.				PICS		Coexistence						U

		11377		Marshall, Bill		7.4.7.3		59		8		T		Y		59		8		PCO Phase Request  Management Action Frame		7.4.7.3		T				A		Adachi		06/1635r1				Size of "PCO Phase" is not specified. 1-bit, 8-bit, 16-bit, 32-bit?		As in comment		Accepted: see 06/1635r1				PCO		Coexistence						U

		1232		Fischer, Matthew		7.4.7.3								Y		59				PCO Phase Request  Management Action Frame		7.4.7.3		T				A		Adachi		06/1635r1				PCO Phase field needs to be defined		Define the PCO Phase field as a new subclause within 7.3.1 (i.e. as 7.3.1.x)		Accepted: see 06/1635r1				PCO		Coexistence						U

		7490		Stephens, Adrian		11.16						E		N		156				Phased Coexistence Operation		11.16		HE				A		Adachi		06/1632r2				Figure n48 is very "busy"		Redraw and simplify it.		Accepted: see 06/1632r2				PCO		Coexistence						U

		7783		SURINENI, SHRAVAN		11.6.1.		157		6				N		157		6		Rules for Operation at PCO AP		11.16.1		ST				A		Adachi		06/1632r2				It is not specified how PCO AP detects that the PCO is not providing a performance benefit		Specify if PCO performance is related to FCS errors/number of retries or implementation dependent i.e. locally administered		Accepted: see 06/1632r2				PCO		Coexistence						U

		7780		SURINENI, SHRAVAN		11.16.1		157		42-44				N		157		42		Rules for Operation at PCO AP		11.16.1		ST				A		Adachi		06/1632r2				Operation details of PCO AP in 20 MHz PCO mode are not specified		Specify PCO AP operational mode for 20 MHz PCO mode		Accepted: see 06/1632r2				PCO		Coexistence						U

		4530		Lojko, Peter		11.16.1		157						Y		157				Rules for Operation at PCO AP		11.16.1		DT				A		Adachi		06/1632r2				Information about requirements on protection during PCO phases are not specified.		Specify protection requirements during PCO phase.		Accepted: see 06/1632r2				PCO		Coexistence						U

		7492		Stephens, Adrian		11.16.1								N		157				Rules for Operation at PCO AP		11.16.1		ST				A		Adachi		06/1632r2				"If an AP chooses to maintain PCO mode and a 40/20 MHz capable non PCO capable STA is associated, the PCO AP shall choose the operation mode using 40 MHz channel width, in which PCO AP can receive and transmit 40 MHz frames during 20 MHz PCO phase. " - it		Add rules for the PCO AP in a comprehensible way.
Add informative description of effect on non-PCO STA.		Accepted: see 06/1632r2				PCO		Coexistence						U

		7778		SURINENI, SHRAVAN		11.16.1		157						Y		157				Rules for Operation at PCO AP		11.16.1		ST				A		Adachi		06/1632r2				Information about requirements on protection during PCO phases are not specified.		Specify protection requirements during PCO phase. Does the STA need any protection in both 20 Mhz and 40 Mhz modes? What would be the fall back in case of frame errors?		Accepted: see 06/1632r2				PCO		Coexistence						U

		10		Adachi, Tomoko		11.16.2		158		8-10				Y		158		8		Rules for Operation at the PCO non-AP STA		11.16.2		T				A		Adachi		06/1632r2				It will be unclear when the PCO capable STA knows that the related PCO parameters does not meet the values it has after the association succeeds. The association should be denied when the PCO AP decides not to extend its transition time to meet the value		Change "If the association succeeds but the related PCO parameters does not meet the PCO STA values, the non-AP STA shall regard the BSS as a 40/20 MHz BSS and shall operate as a 40/20 MHz STA." to "If the PCO AP decides not to extend its transition time		Accepted: see 06/1632r2				PCO		Coexistence						U

		7765		SUGAWARA, TSUTOMU		11.16.2		158		8-10				Y		158		8		Rules for Operation at the PCO non-AP STA		11.16.2		ST				A		Adachi		06/1632r2				When the PCO AP decides not to change the transition time to meet the value from the requesting STA, the AP shall deny the association request. The requesting STA can associate s a 40/20 STA thereafter.		Change the texts to reflect the comment.		Accepted: see 06/1632r2				PCO		Coexistence						U

		7907		Takeda, Daisuke		11.16.2		158		8-10				Y		158		8		Rules for Operation at the PCO non-AP STA		11.16.2		DT				A		Adachi		06/1632r2				The PCO STA does not know whether PCO parameters does not meet the request when the association succeed.		If PCO parameter does not meet the request, the AP shall deny the association request and the requesting STA can associate as a 40/20 STA.		Accepted: see 06/1632r2				PCO		Coexistence						U

		11		Adachi, Tomoko		11.16.2		158		11-13				Y		158		11		Rules for Operation at the PCO non-AP STA		11.16.2		T				A		Adachi		06/1632r2				It says that a PCO STA associated with PCO AP *may* switch its operating phase to 40 MHz, but if the AP wants to transmit to that STA in 40 MHz phase and the STA is not in 40 MHz when switching of channel bandwidth is required for PCO, the AP cannot trans		Change the sentence in lines 11-13 to "A PCO STA associated with PCO AP shall switch its operating phase to 40 MHz when it receives a beacon frame that contains the PCO phase request bit set to 1 or a PCO phase request action frame with the PCO phase set		Accepted: see 06/1632r2				PCO		Coexistence						U

		7908		Takeda, Daisuke		11.16.2		158		11-13				Y		158		11		Rules for Operation at the PCO non-AP STA		11.16.2		ST				A		Adachi		06/1632r2				When channel switching is required, then PCO STAs shall change the phase to 40 MHz according to the announcement from the AP. Because the AP cannot know whether the target STA is capable of receiving frames in 40 MHz or not.		Change the text to reflect the comment.		Accepted: see 06/1632r2				PCO		Coexistence						U

		7782		SURINENI, SHRAVAN		11.16.2		158		15-18				N		158		15		Rules for Operation at the PCO non-AP STA		11.16.2		ST				A		Adachi		06/1632r2				How does a STA recover from the error case where a STA misses a PCO phase request frame or a beacon frame with phase change is not provided		Provide error recovery for the case when STA missed PCO phase request frame or beacon that has this information		Accepted: see 06/1632r2				PCO		Coexistence						U

		7781		SURINENI, SHRAVAN		11.16.2		158		24-26				Y		158		24		Rules for Operation at the PCO non-AP STA		11.16.2		ST				A		Adachi		06/1632r2				PCO operation does not address rules for operation at the STAs that are in power save mode. During power save mode the STA may or may not receive all beacons (depending on the listen interval field in the STA association request). These STAs will fail to		Specify that PCO cannot be used in combination with Power Save or specify operation of PCO + Power save STAs.		Accepted: see 06/1632r2				PCO		Coexistence						U

		7236		Raissinia, Ali		7.3.2.47.5		46		Table n18		T		N		46		4				7.3.2.47.5		ST				A		Tomo		06/1632r2				The transition time as identified in the table needs to be referenced to a known time for peer STA, i.e. relative to the end of Beacon frame or PCO phase request MA frame received (good FCS)?		Specify it.		Accepted:  see 06/1632r2				HT Elements		Coexistence						U		11-06-0717

		4633		Matsuo, Ryoko		11.16.2		158		11-13				Y		158		11		Rules for Operation at the PCO non-AP STA		11.16.2		DT				A		Adachi		06/1632r2				"PCO STA associated with PCO AP "may" switch its operating phase to 40 MHz, but if the AP wants to transmit to that STA in 40 MHz phase and the STA is not in 40 MHz when switching of channel bandwidth is required for PCO, the AP cannot transmit to that ST		Change the text in lines 11-13 to "A PCO STA associated with PCO AP shall switch its operating phase to 40 MHz when it receives a beacon frame that contains the PCO phase request bit set to 1 or a PCO phase request action frame with the PCO phase set to 1		Accepted:  see 06/1632r2				Duplicate		Duplicate						U		Duplicate of CID11

		7766		SUGAWARA, TSUTOMU		11.16.2		158		11-13				Y		158		11		Rules for Operation at the PCO non-AP STA		11.16.2		ST				A				06/1632r2				If a PCO STA doesn't need to change the phase to 40 MHz when channel switching is required in PCO, then the AP cannot be sure that the STA it wants to transmit to is capable of receiving frames in 40 MHz. When channel switching is required, then PCO STAs		Change the texts to reflect the comment.		Accepted:  see 06/1632r2				Duplicate		Duplicate						U		Duplicate of CID11

		7876		Takagi, Masahiro		11.16.2		158		11				Y		158		11		Rules for Operation at the PCO non-AP STA		11.16.2		DT				A				06/1632r2				A PCO STA shall switch its operating phase if a PCO AP requested. Otherwise, the PCO AP cannot decide between 20MHz or 40MHz for transmission to the PCO STA.		Replace "may" by "shall" in "A PCO STA associated with PCO AP may switch its operating phase from 20 MHz channel width to 40 MHz channel width when it receives a beacon frame that contains the PCO phase request bit set to 1 or a PCO phase request action f		Accepted:  see 06/1632r2				Duplicate		Duplicate						U		duplicate of CID 11

		7374		Scarpa, Vincenzo		Generally						T				0				General		General		DT				C		Adachi		06/1635r1				1. PCO doesn't resolve the issue of overlapping 11g/b BSS: 11b/g devices do not understand duplicate packets (CTS-to-self in duplicated non-HT mode is useless). 2. How the AP detects that the PCO is not providing a performance benefit in order to deactiva		Remove PCO from the spec.		Integral response.  Items 1-3 rejected.  Item 4 countered
Countered:  see 06/1635r1				General		Coexistence						U

		10037		Yamaura, Tomoya		20.3.14.6						T		Y		226		9		Reduced Interframe Space (RIFS)		20.3.14.6		ST				C		Petranovich		06/1709r1				There is a description of "The receiver shall be able to decode a packet if it starts 2µsec after PHY-RXEND.indication is asserted for the previous packet." But according to 20.3.17 (PLCP receive procedure), PHY-RXEND.indication shall be issued when the l		Change this sentense to;
"The receiver shall be able to decode a packet if it starts 2µsec after theend of the previous packet at the air."		Countered as per 11-06/1709r1				RIFS		Coexistence						U		Coexistence

		7774		SURINENI, SHRAVAN		11.16		156		5-7				Y		156		5		Phased Coexistence Operation		11.16		T				C		Adachi		06/1632r2				The text suggests that BSS can operate only in 20 MHz or 40 MHz modes, alternating between modes		Change to :"BSS operates in 20Mhz and 40 MHz PCO controlled phases or 40/20 MHz phase"		Countered: see 06/1632r2				PCO		Coexistence						U

		7491		Stephens, Adrian		11.16								N		156				Phased Coexistence Operation		11.16		ST				C		Adachi		06/1632r2				"A PCO capable AP activates PCO if it considers PCO is more appropriate than 40/20 MHz mode and 20 MHz mode in the current circumstances".  How it makes this decision is not identified.		Add after this,  "How it make this decision is a matter of local policy."		Countered: see 06/1632r2				PCO		Coexistence						U

		7775		SURINENI, SHRAVAN		11.16		156						N		156				Phased Coexistence Operation		11.16		ST				C		Adachi		06/1632r2				How does admission control or bandwidth management work in PCO scenario? Does the AP assume BW for a 40 Mhz or for a 20 Mhz or some other number?		Specify that admission control and bandwidth management is locally adminstered.		Countered: see 06/1632r2				PCO		Coexistence						U

		1060		Fischer, Matthew		11.6.1		157		4				Y		157		4		Rules for Operation at PCO AP		11.16.1		T				C		Adachi		06/1632r2				this needs to be worded in a normative sense		reverse the order of the phrases within the sentence which begins "A PCO capable" and add a "shall"		Countered: see 06/1632r2				PCO		Coexistence						U

		4532		Lojko, Peter		11.6.1.		157		6				Y		157		6		Rules for Operation at PCO AP		11.16.1		DT				C		Adachi		06/1632r2				How does the PCO AP detect that the PCO is not providing a performance benefit?		Provide PCO performance specifics so it can be measured		Countered: see 06/1632r2				PCO		Coexistence						U

		4650		McCann, Stephen		11.16.1		157		6				Y		157		6		Rules for Operation at PCO AP		11.16.1		DT				C		Adachi		06/1632r2				How is it determined that the PCO is 'not providing a preformance benefit'. Surely to provide interoperable equipment, a parameter or figure has to be stated within this draft.		Provide a quantitavive value of the expected performance benefit		Countered: see 06/1632r2				PCO		Coexistence						U

		7779		SURINENI, SHRAVAN		11.16.1		157		10-12				Y		157		10		Rules for Operation at PCO AP		11.16.1		ST				C		Adachi		06/1632r2				The lines "If there is a 40/20 Mhz capable non PCO capable STA is associated, the PCO AP shall choose the operation mode using 40 MHz channel width, in which PCO AP can receive and transmit 40 Mhz frames using 20 Mhz PCO phase" suggets that if there is no		specify operation of PCO + Power save STAs or Specify that PCO cannot be used in combination with Power Save		Countered: see 06/1632r2				PCO		Coexistence						U

		7875		Takagi, Masahiro		11.16.2		158		6				Y		158		6		Rules for Operation at the PCO non-AP STA		11.16.2		DT				C		Adachi		06/1632r2				It is not clear how a non-AP STA knows if the related PCO parameters are met or not.		"In this case the PCO AP may decide to extend its transition time and to respond with this new transition time value in Association Reponse. The STA requesting the association shall confirm if the related PCO parameters are met by examining the PCO parame		Countered: see 06/1632r2				PCO		Coexistence						U

		7877		Takagi, Masahiro		11.16.2		158		15				Y		158		15		Rules for Operation at the PCO non-AP STA		11.16.2		DT				C		Adachi		06/1632r2				A PCO STA shall switch its operating phase if a PCO AP requested. Otherwise, the PCO AP cannot decide between 20MHz or 40MHz for transmission to the PCO STA. A PCO STA may interfere OBSS in extension channel.		Replace "may" by "shall" in "A PCO STA associated with a PCO AP may switch its operating phase from 40 MHz channel width to 20 MHz channel width when it receives a beacon frame that contains the PCO phase request bit set to 0 or a PCO phase request action		Countered: see 06/1632r2				PCO		Coexistence						U

		713		Doi, Yoshiharu		20.3.14.6		226		8				Y		226		8		Reduced Interframe Space (RIFS)		20.3.14.6		ST				C		Petranovich		06/1709r1				Transmitting RIFS should not be mandatory.
Transmitter can decide it.		Replace "shall" to "may".		Countered as per 11-06/1709r1				RIFS		Coexistence						U

		1516		Godfrey, Tim		9.23.1		129		23				Y		129		23		Rules for operation in 40/20Mhz BSS		9.23.1		DT				R		Adachi		06/1635r1				Sufficient rules and modes for 40/20MHz operation are described in 9.32.2. The PCO mode adds unnecessary complexity to the document for minimal benefit		Remove PCO here, in 11.16, and throughout the document		Rejected: see 06/1635r1				Coexistence		Coexistence						Yes=11
No=1
Abstain=9

		1556		Hartman, Chris		11.16		156		3				Y		156		3		Phased Coexistence Operation		11.16		DT				R		Adachi		06/1635r1				Current protection mechanisms do not do enough to protect legacy devices that happen to be running on an extension channel of a 40MHz HT system		Making PCO Mandatory will mitigate this situation somewhat		Rejected: see 06/1635r1				PCO		Coexistence						U

		4277		Leach, David		11.16		156		3				N		156		3		Phased Coexistence Operation		11.16		DT				R		Adachi		06/1635r1				PCO mode adds unnecessary complexity to the standard. There are sufficient rules for handling 40/20 operation.		Remove PCO mode		Rejected:  see 06/1635r1				PCO		Coexistence						U

		5		Adachi, Tomoko		11.16		156-158				E		N		156				Phased Coexistence Operation		11.16		HE				R		Adachi		06/1632r2				Should this be in clause 9?		Move it to clause 9.		Rejected: see 06/1632r2				PCO		Coexistence						U

		3605		Kandala, Srinivas		11.16								Y		156				Phased Coexistence Operation		11.16		T				R		Adachi						PCO is way too complex mechanism to manage co-existence when addition of a secondary CCA, some judicious scanning is sufficient. Let us not have another "me too" mechanism which requires extremely complex management and will never be implemented.		Delete all references to PCO		Rejected: see 06/1635r1				PCO		Coexistence						Yes=13
No=1
Abstain=7

		7197		Raissinia, Ali		11.16.1		157		10-12				Y		157		10		Rules for Operation at PCO AP		11.16.1		DT				R		Adachi		06/1635r1				The paragraph allows non-AP PCO STAs to be associated in PCO BSS. This scenario allows non-AP PCO STA to send CF-End frames in duplicated mode and thus impact the integrity of 40MHz transmission time as directed by AP PCO STA.		Add an HT capability for AP so that it could reject associating non-AP STAs that are not capable of PCO operation.		Rejected:  see 06/1635r1				PCO		Coexistence						U

		4432		Liu, Der-Zheng		20.3.14.6		226		8				Y		226		8		Reduced Interframe Space (RIFS)		20.3.14.6		T				C		Petranovich		06/1709r1				Transmitting RIFS is not mandatary.		Replace "shall" by "may"		Countered as per 11-06/1709r1				RIFS		Coexistence						U

		7905		Takahashi, Seiichiro		20.3.14.6		226		8				Y		226		8		Reduced Interframe Space (RIFS)		20.3.14.6		DT				C		Petranovich		06/1709r1				Transmitting RIFS should depend on transmitter		Change "shall" to "may".		Countered as per 11-06/1709r1				RIFS		Coexistence						U

		8044		Tokubo, Eric		20.3.14.6		226		8-10				Y		226		8		0		20.3.14.6		T				C		Petranovich		06/1709r1				I thought transmission of RIFS was optional, but reception of them is mandatory. According to D1.0, both transmission and reception of packets following RIFS is mandatory.		Please change 1st sentence in line 8 to be " The transmitter may be able …"		Countered as per 11-06/1709r1				RIFS		Coexistence						U

		10036		Yamaura, Tomoya		20.3.14.6		226		8				Y		226		8		Reduced Interframe Space (RIFS)		20.3.14.6		DT				C		Petranovich		06/1709r1				Why transmitting RIFS is mandatory ?
Any aggregating transmission would be depending on implementation of which scheme would be used.
Transmission of A-MSDU and A-MPDU are optional in D1.0, and RIFS shall be optional in same manner.
Receiving RIFS should		Replace "shall" to "may".
 As a result line-8 would become;
"The transmitter may  be able to transmit a packet 2usec after PHY-TXEND.confirm is asserted."		Countered as per 11-06/1709r1				RIFS		Coexistence						U

		10295		Hayes, Kevin		20.3.14.6		226		8				N		226		8		Reduced Interframe Space (RIFS)		20.3.14.6		DT				C		Petranovich		06/1709r1				Transmitting RIFS should not be mandatory.		Change "shall" to "may".		Countered as per 11-06/1709r1				RIFS		Coexistence						U

		3449		Jones, VK		20.3.14.6		226						Y		226				Reduced Interframe Space (RIFS)		20.3.14.6		T				C		Petranovich		06/1709r1				Is support of RIFS required for 11b modes?		Clarify		Countered as per 11-06/1709r1				RIFS		Coexistence						U

		7521		Stephens, Adrian		20.3.14.6								Y		226				Reduced Interframe Space (RIFS)		20.3.14.6		ST				C		Petranovich		06/1709r1				"The transmitter shall be able to transmit a packet 2usec after PHY-TXEND.confirm is asserted. " - this makes support for RIFS mandatory in the PHY.  However there is no rule within the MAC that forces the transmission of two packets within a RIFS.  It sh		Describe support for transmission using a RIFS gap as an option of the PHY.  Add indication of this support to the PHY read-only MIB.		Countered as per 11-06/1709r1				RIFS		Coexistence						U
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Motion Tab 1 - Deferred

				Approved Unanimously								D1.0 Clause Title		D1.06

		7770		SURINENI, SHRAVAN		11.15		153		3		40/20 MHz Operation		11.16

		7772		SURINENI, SHRAVAN		11.15		154		3		40/20 MHz Operation		11.16

		1049		Fischer, Matthew		11.15.1		151		22		Basic functionality in BSS 40/20Mhz mode		11.16

		1050		Fischer, Matthew		11.15.1		151		24		Basic functionality in BSS 40/20Mhz mode		11.16

		1051		Fischer, Matthew		11.15.1		151		25		Basic functionality in BSS 40/20Mhz mode		11.16

		9887		Xhafa, Ariton		11.15.1		151		25		Basic functionality in BSS 40/20Mhz mode		11.16

		6866		Nanda, Sanjiv		11.15.1		152		5		Basic functionality in BSS 40/20Mhz mode		11.16

		6867		Nanda, Sanjiv		11.15.1		152		13		Basic functionality in BSS 40/20Mhz mode		11.16

		439		Chaplin, Clint		11.15.1		152		15		Basic functionality in BSS 40/20Mhz mode		11.16

		823		Ecclesine, Peter		11.15.1		152		15		Basic functionality in BSS 40/20Mhz mode		11.16

		12118		Hart, Brian		11.15.1		152		15		Basic functionality in BSS 40/20Mhz mode		11.16

		1052		Fischer, Matthew		11.15.1		152				Basic functionality in BSS 40/20Mhz mode		11.16

		7483		Stephens, Adrian		11.15.1						Basic functionality in BSS 40/20Mhz mode		11.16

		7485		Stephens, Adrian		11.15.1						Basic functionality in BSS 40/20Mhz mode		11.16

		7484		Stephens, Adrian		11.15.1						Basic functionality in BSS 40/20Mhz mode		11.16

		7486		Stephens, Adrian		11.15.1						Basic functionality in BSS 40/20Mhz mode		11.16

		6869		Nanda, Sanjiv		11.15.2		152		16		Operating Modes (40/20MHz)		11.16

		6868		Nanda, Sanjiv		11.15.2		152		16		Operating Modes (40/20MHz)		11.16

		9889		Xhafa, Ariton		11.15.2		152		19		Operating Modes (40/20MHz)		11.16

		824		Ecclesine, Peter		11.15.2		153		3		Operating Modes (40/20MHz)		11.16

		440		Chaplin, Clint		11.15.2		153		3		Operating Modes (40/20MHz)		11.16

		9890		Xhafa, Ariton		11.15.2		153		3		Operating Modes (40/20MHz)		11.16

		9891		Xhafa, Ariton		11.15.2		153		3		Operating Modes (40/20MHz)		11.16

		4579		Malinen, Jouni		11.15.2		153				Operating Modes (40/20MHz)		11.16

		7038		Perahia, Eldad		11.15.2		154		3		Operating Modes (40/20MHz)		11.16

		8042		Tokubo, Eric		11.15.2						Operating Modes (40/20MHz)		11.16

		2853		Ji, Lusheng		11.15.3		155		6		STA Capabilities (40/20MHz)		11.16

		10600		Marshall, Bill		11.15.3		155		6		STA Capabilities (40/20MHz)		11.16

		9892		Xhafa, Ariton		11.15.3		155				STA Capabilities (40/20MHz)		11.16





Motion Tab 2

				Approved Unanimously								D1.0 Clause Title		D1.06

		1556		Hartman, Chris		11.16		156		3		Phased Coexistence Operation		11.17

		4277		Leach, David		11.16		156		3		Phased Coexistence Operation		11.17

		7774		SURINENI, SHRAVAN		11.16		156		5-7		Phased Coexistence Operation		11.17

		7775		SURINENI, SHRAVAN		11.16		156				Phased Coexistence Operation		11.17

		5		Adachi, Tomoko		11.16		156-158				Phased Coexistence Operation		11.17

		7490		Stephens, Adrian		11.16						Phased Coexistence Operation		11.17

		7491		Stephens, Adrian		11.16						Phased Coexistence Operation		11.17

		4650		McCann, Stephen		11.16.1		157		6		Phased Coexistence Operation		11.17

		7779		SURINENI, SHRAVAN		11.16.1		157		10-12		Phased Coexistence Operation		11.17

		7197		Raissinia, Ali		11.16.1		157		10-12		Phased Coexistence Operation		11.17

		7780		SURINENI, SHRAVAN		11.16.1		157		42-44		Phased Coexistence Operation		11.17

		4530		Lojko, Peter		11.16.1		157				Phased Coexistence Operation		11.17

		7778		SURINENI, SHRAVAN		11.16.1		157				Phased Coexistence Operation		11.17

		7492		Stephens, Adrian		11.16.1						Phased Coexistence Operation		11.17

		7875		Takagi, Masahiro		11.16.2		158		6		Phased Coexistence Operation		11.17

		7876		Takagi, Masahiro		11.16.2		158		11		Phased Coexistence Operation		11.17

		7877		Takagi, Masahiro		11.16.2		158		15		Phased Coexistence Operation		11.17

		10		Adachi, Tomoko		11.16.2		158		8-10		Phased Coexistence Operation		11.17

		7765		SUGAWARA, TSUTOMU		11.16.2		158		8-10		Phased Coexistence Operation		11.17

		7907		Takeda, Daisuke		11.16.2		158		8-10		Phased Coexistence Operation		11.17

		11		Adachi, Tomoko		11.16.2		158		11-13		Phased Coexistence Operation		11.17

		7908		Takeda, Daisuke		11.16.2		158		11-13		Phased Coexistence Operation		11.17

		4633		Matsuo, Ryoko		11.16.2		158		11-13		Phased Coexistence Operation		11.17

		7766		SUGAWARA, TSUTOMU		11.16.2		158		11-13		Phased Coexistence Operation		11.17

		7782		SURINENI, SHRAVAN		11.16.2		158		15-18		Phased Coexistence Operation		11.17

		7781		SURINENI, SHRAVAN		11.16.2		158		24-26		Phased Coexistence Operation		11.17

		1060		Fischer, Matthew		11.16.1		157		4		Rules for Operation at PCO AP		11.17.1

		7783		SURINENI, SHRAVAN		11.16.1		157		6		Rules for Operation at PCO AP		11.17.1

		4532		Lojko, Peter		11.16.1		157		6		Rules for Operation at PCO AP		11.17.1

		11377		Marshall, Bill		7.4.7.3		59		8		PCO Phase Request Management Action Frame		7.4.8.6

		1232		Fischer, Matthew		7.4.7.3						PCO Phase Request Management Action Frame		7.4.8.6





Motion Tab 3

				Approved Unanimously								D1.0 Clause Title		D1.06

		3100		Ji, Lusheng		20.3.7		221		22		Regulatory Requirements (HT PLCP)		21.4.13

		7116		Perahia, Eldad		20.3.8		221		31		Channel Numbering and Channelization (HT PLCP)		21.4.14

		3104		Ji, Lusheng		20.3.8		221		31		Channel Numbering and Channelization (HT PLCP)		21.4.14

		7170		Petranovich, James		20.3.8		221		32		Channel Numbering and Channelization (HT PLCP)		21.4.14

		400		Bjerke, Bjorn		20.3.8		221		32		Channel Numbering and Channelization (HT PLCP)		21.4.14

		456		Chaplin, Clint		20.3.8		221		32		Channel Numbering and Channelization (HT PLCP)		21.4.14

		8051		Tokubo, Eric		20.3.8		221		32		Channel Numbering and Channelization (HT PLCP)		21.4.14

		12036		Douglas, Brett		20.3.8		221		32		Channel Numbering and Channelization (HT PLCP)		21.4.14

		12054		Douglas, Brett		20.3.8		221		32		Channel Numbering and Channelization (HT PLCP)		21.4.14

		3101		Ji, Lusheng		20.3.8		221		33		Channel Numbering and Channelization (HT PLCP)		21.4.14

		10381		Engwer, Darwin		20.3.8		221		33		Channel Numbering and Channelization (HT PLCP)		21.4.14

		10895		Marshall, Bill		20.3.8		221		33		Channel Numbering and Channelization (HT PLCP)		21.4.14

		7542		Stephens, Adrian		20.3.8						Channel Numbering and Channelization (HT PLCP)		21.4.14

		7543		Stephens, Adrian		20.3.8						Channel Numbering and Channelization (HT PLCP)		21.4.14

		1754		Ito, Takumi		20.3.8						Channel Numbering and Channelization (HT PLCP)		21.4.14

		10383		Engwer, Darwin		20.3.8.1		222		4		Channel Allocation in the 5 GHz Band (HT PLCP)		21.4.14.2

		10382		Engwer, Darwin		20.3.8.1		222		8		Channel Allocation in the 5 GHz Band (HT PLCP)		21.4.14.2

		1545		Haisch, Fred		20.3.8.1		222		12		Channel Allocation in the 5 GHz Band (HT PLCP)		21.4.14.2

		8052		Tokubo, Eric		20.3.8.1		222		7-12		Channel Allocation in the 5 GHz Band (HT PLCP)		21.4.14.2

		10384		Engwer, Darwin		20.3.8.2		222		16		Channel Allocation in the 2.4 GHz Band (PLCP)		21.4.14.1

		1546		Haisch, Fred		20.3.8.2		223		9		Channel Allocation in the 2.4 GHz Band (PLCP)		21.4.14.1





Motion Tab 4

				Approved Unanimously								D1.0 Clause Title		D1.06

		4341		Lefkowitz, Martin		9.14		105		2		Protection mechanisms for different HT PHY options		9.13

		3837		Kandala, Srinivas		9.15		26				L-SIG TXOP Protection		9.13.4

		870		Emeott, Stephen		9.15		105				L-SIG TXOP Protection		9.13.4

		869		Emeott, Stephen		9.15		105				L-SIG TXOP Protection		9.13.4

		3843		Kandala, Srinivas		9.15		106		5		L-SIG TXOP Protection		9.13.4

		7365		Scarpa, Vincenzo		9.15		106		5-11		L-SIG TXOP Protection		9.13.4

		8277		Wentink, Menzo		9.15		106		11-12		L-SIG TXOP Protection		9.13.4

		6784		Morioka, Yuichi		9.15.1		106		15		L-SIG TXOP Protection Rules at the Initiator		9.13.4.2

		11999		Basson, Gal		9.15.3		106		34		L-SIG TXOP Protection Rules at Third Party HT		9.13.4.2

		8278		Wentink, Menzo		9.15.3		106		35		L-SIG TXOP Protection Rules at Third Party HT		9.13.4.2

		7374		Scarpa, Vincenzo		Generally (9.16.1)						Protection mechanisms for Aggregation Exchange Sequences		9.14.2





Motion Tab 5

				Approved Unanimously								D1.0 Clause Title		D1.06

		7348		Rudolf, Marian		A4.15.2		271		15		PHY Enhancements for Higher Throughput		A.4.17.2

		10229		Zeira, Eldad		A4.15.2		271		15		PHY Enhancements for Higher Throughput		A.4.17.2

		570		CYPHER, DAVID		3		2		15		Definitions		3

		1077		Fischer, Matthew		3		2		16		Definitions		3

		7236		Raissinia, Ali		7.3.2.47.5		46		Table n18		Extended HT Capabilities Info field		7.3.2.46.8

		3874		Kandala, Srinivas		9.2.5.4.1		84		21		Dual CTS Protection		9.2.5.5a

		3873		Kandala, Srinivas		9.2.5.4.1						Dual CTS Protection		9.2.5.5a

		7659		Stephens, Adrian		9.2.5.4.1						Dual CTS Protection		9.2.5.5a

		7900		Takagi, Masahiro		9.23.7		131		1		CF-End in duplicated mode		9.21.7

		3890		Kandala, Srinivas		9.23.7		131		1		CF-End in duplicated mode		9.21.7

		53		Adachi, Tomoko		9.23.7		131		1-2		CF-End in duplicated mode		9.21.7





Motion Tab 6

				Approved Unanimously								D1.0 Clause Title		D1.06

		713		Doi, Yoshiharu		20.3.14.6		226		8		Reduced Interframe Space (RIFS)		21.4.20.6

		4432		Liu, Der-Zheng		20.3.14.6		226		8		Reduced Interframe Space (RIFS)		21.4.20.6

		7905		Takahashi, Seiichiro		20.3.14.6		226		8		Reduced Interframe Space (RIFS)		21.4.20.6

		10036		Yamaura, Tomoya		20.3.14.6		226		8		Reduced Interframe Space (RIFS)		21.4.20.6

		10295		Hayes, Kevin		20.3.14.6		226		8		Reduced Interframe Space (RIFS)		21.4.20.6

		8044		Tokubo, Eric		20.3.14.6		226		8-10		Reduced Interframe Space (RIFS)		21.4.20.6

		3449		Jones, VK		20.3.14.6		226				Reduced Interframe Space (RIFS)		21.4.20.6

		10037		Yamaura, Tomoya		20.3.14.6						Reduced Interframe Space (RIFS)		21.4.20.6

		7521		Stephens, Adrian		20.3.14.6						Reduced Interframe Space (RIFS)		21.4.20.6





Motion Tab 7

						Approved by Majority								D1.0 Clause Title		D1.06

				1516		Godfrey, Tim		9.23.1		129		23		Rules for operation in 40/20Mhz BSS		9.21.1

				3605		Kandala, Srinivas		11.16						Phased Coexistence Operation		11.17

				10315		Kwak, Joe		Annex A		267		HTM7		PICS		Page 267





Motion Tab 8

		

				CIDs Approved Unanimously		D1.0						Clause Title		D1.06				CIDs Approved Unanimously		D1.0						Clause Title		D1.06

				91		9.2.5.4.1		84		10		Dual CTS Protection		9.2.5.5a				91		9.2.5.4.1		84		10		Dual CTS Protection		9.2.5.5a

				12110		9.2.5.4.1		84		10		Dual CTS Protection		9.2.5.5a				12110		9.2.5.4.1		84		10		Dual CTS Protection		9.2.5.5a

				12220		9.2.5.4.1		84		10		Dual CTS Protection		9.2.5.5a				12220		9.2.5.4.1		84		10		Dual CTS Protection		9.2.5.5a

				12244		9.2.5.4.1		84		10		Dual CTS Protection		9.2.5.5a				12244		9.2.5.4.1		84		10		Dual CTS Protection		9.2.5.5a





Coexistence Summary

				Coexistence Comment Tally for 724r40

				Resolution Status		Number of Comments		% Complete

				Accepted		51		15.69

				Countered		51		15.69

				Deferred (w/assignees)		184		56.62

				Rejected		23		7.08

				Transferred		16		4.92

				Withdrawn		0		0.00

				Duplicates		0		0.00

				Not addressed (NA)		0		0.00

				Total Comments		325		100.00





Submission Assignments

				Comment Key

				deferred

				approved

		Srinivas
Kandala		D1.0		D1.06		Shravan
Sureini		D1.0		D1.06		Srini
Assaf		D1.0		D1.06		Tomoko
Adachi		D1.0		D1.06		Richard
van Nee		D1.0		D1.06		Assaf
Kasher		D1.0		D1.06		Bjorn Bjerke
Sanjiv Nanda		D1.0		D1.06		Jim
Petranovich		D1.0		D1.06		Douglas
Chan		D1.0		D1.06		Matt
Fischer		D1.0		D1.06		Yuichi
Morioka		D1.0		D1.06		Bjorn
Bjerke		D1.0		D1.06		Solomon
Trainan		D1.0		D1.06

		8281		General		General		1049		11.15.1				52		9.23		9.21		7374		General				7376		20.3.2		21.4.2		112		General		General		1061		11.9.5.1		11.9.8.1		713		20.3.14.6				91		9.2.5.4.1		9.2.5.5a		743		9.14.1		9.13.3.1		7890		9.16.2		9.14.2.1		3102		20.3.8.1		21.4.14.2		3884		9.23.5		9.21.5

		6905		7.3.2.48		7.3.2.47		1050		11.15.1				7898		9.23		9.21		11377		7.4.7.3				3006		20.3.2		21.4.2		7375		General		General		12112		11.9.5.2		11.9.8.2		4432		20.3.14.6				12110		9.2.5.4.1		9.2.5.5a		1320		9.16.1		9.14.2

		6907		7.3.2.48		7.3.2.47		1051		11.15.1				1523		20.3.8		21.4.14		1232		7.4.7.3				8186		20.3.2		21.4.2		1065		11.9.5.3		11.9.8.3		1521		11.9.5.2		11.9.8.2		7905		20.3.14.6				12220		9.2.5.4.1		9.2.5.5a		1322		9.16.2		9.14.2.1

		3846		9.16		9.14		9887		11.15.1				12251		20.3.8		21.4.14		1516		9.23.1				3010		20.3.2		21.4.2		2820		11.9.5.3		11.9.8.3		12113		11.9.5.2		11.9.8.2		8044		20.3.14.6				12244		9.2.5.4.1		9.2.5.5a

		6768		9.23		9.21		7483		11.15.1				10380		20.3.8		21.4.14		1060		11.6.1				3471		20.3.2		21.4.2		12115		11.9.5.3		11.9.8.3		12247		11.9.5.2		11.9.8.2		10036		20.3.14.6

		2733		9.23		9.21		7484		11.15.1				3105		20.3.8		21.4.14		4532		11.6.1				1560		20.3.3		21.4.9		6880		11.9.5.3		11.9.8.3		12114		11.9.5.2		11.9.8.2		10295		20.3.14.6

		4791		9.23		9.21		7485		11.15.1				10902		20.3.8		21.4.14		9888		11.15.2				7312		20.3.3		21.4.9		12116		11.9.5.3		11.9.8.3		12248		11.9.5.2		11.9.8.2		3449		20.3.14.6

		1655		9.23		9.21		7486		11.15.1				426		20.3.8		21.4.14		1556		11.16				7313		20.3.3		21.4.9		1066		11.9.5.3		11.9.8.3		1062		11.9.5.2		11.9.8.2		7521		20.3.14.6

		49		9.23.2		9.21.2		6866		11.15.1				12038		20.3.8		21.4.14		4277		11.16				706		20.3.4		21.4.10		4533		11.9.5.3		11.9.8.3		3614		11.9.5		11.9.8

		295		9.23.2		9.21.2		6867		11.15.1				12056		20.3.8		21.4.14		7774		11.16				1493		20.3.4		21.4.10		6881		11.9.5.3		11.9.8.3

		704		9.23.2		9.21.2		439		11.15.1				7193		20.3.8		21.4.14		5		11.16				7925		20.3.4		21.4.10		7511		11.9.5.3		11.9.8.3

		1750		9.23.2		9.21.2		823		11.15.1				7315		20.3.8		21.4.14		3605		11.16				1558		20.3.4		21.4.10		7512		11.9.5.3		11.9.8.3

		2737		9.23.2		9.21.2		12118		11.15.1				449		20.3.15		21.4.21		7490		11.16				104		20.3.4		21.4.10

		4640		9.23.2		9.21.2		1052		11.15.1				8045		20.3.15		21.4.21		7491		11.16				258		20.3.4		21.4.10

		6813		9.23.2		9.21.2		1728		11.15.1		11.16.1		14		20.3.15		21.4.21		7775		11.16				288		20.3.4		21.4.10

		6938		9.23.2		9.21.2		10296		11.15.1		11.16.1		174		20.3.15		21.4.21		4650		11.16.1				431		20.3.4		21.4.10

		7178		9.23.2		9.21.2		286		11.15.1		11.16.1		175		20.3.15		21.4.21		7783		11.16.1				3501		20.3.4		21.4.10

		7319		9.23.2		9.21.2		430		11.15.1		11.16.1		1661		20.3.15		21.4.21		7197		11.16.1				3502		20.3.4		21.4.10

		7767		9.23.2		9.21.2		689		11.15.1		11.16.1		3115		20.3.15		21.4.21		7779		11.16.1				4571		20.3.4		21.4.10

		7839		9.23.2		9.21.2		705		11.15.1		11.16.1		7879		20.3.15		21.4.21		7780		11.16.1				7010		20.3.4		21.4.10

		7893		9.23.2		9.21.2		2848		11.15.1		11.16.1		10767		20.3.15		21.4.21		4530		11.16.1				7314		20.3.4		21.4.10

		7894		9.23.2		9.21.2		3602		11.15.1		11.16.1		12202		20.3.15		21.4.21		7492		11.16.1				8138		20.3.4		21.4.10

		10016		9.23.2		9.21.2		4570		11.15.1		11.16.1		4007		20.3.15		21.4.21		7778		11.16.1				8194		20.3.4		21.4.10

		106		9.23.2		9.21.2		4649		11.15.1		11.16.1		12201		20.3.15		21.4.21		7875		11.16.2				8282		20.3.4		21.4.10

		291		9.23.2		9.21.2		7195		11.15.1		11.16.1		3117		20.3.15		21.4.21		10		11.16.2

		712		9.23.2		9.21.2		7871		11.15.1		11.16.1		7878		20.3.15		21.4.21		7765		11.16.2

		1503		9.23.2		9.21.2		12117		11.15.1		11.16.1		7913		20.3.15		21.4.21		7907		11.16.2

		1517		9.23.2		9.21.2		9886		11.15.1		11.16.1		8021		20.3.15		21.4.21		11		11.16.2

		1559		9.23.2		9.21.2		6868		11.15.2				8263		20.3.15		21.4.21		7908		11.16.2

		1625		9.23.2		9.21.2		9889		11.15.2				11975		20.3.15		21.4.21		7782		11.16.2

		1635		9.23.2		9.21.2		7770		11.15.2				3118		20.3.15		21.4.21		7877		11.16.2

		1657		9.23.2		9.21.2		440		11.15.2				4032		20.3.15		21.4.21		7781		11.16.2

		2738		9.23.2		9.21.2		824		11.15.2				8264		20.3.15		21.4.21

		3882		9.23.2		9.21.2		8042		11.15.2				12200		20.3.15		21.4.21

		4084		9.23.2		9.21.2		9890		11.15.2				1069		20.3.15		21.4.21

		4188		9.23.2		9.21.2		9891		11.15.2				3452		20.3.15		21.4.21

		4574		9.23.2		9.21.2		4579		11.15.2				3453		20.3.15		21.4.21

		6769		9.23.2		9.21.2		7772		11.15.2				8127		20.3.15		21.4.21

		7012		9.23.2		9.21.2		7038		11.15.2

		7282		9.23.2		9.21.2		2853		11.15.3

		7473		9.23.2		9.21.2		9892		11.15.3

		7922		9,23.2		9.21.2		6869		11.15.2

		8200		9.23.2		9.21.2		1561		11.15.2

		8284		9.23.2		9.21.2		423		11.15.2

		10293		9.23.2		9.21.2		3373		11.15.2

		10379		9.23.2		9.21.2		12119		11.15.2

		1449		9.23.2		9.21.2		12250		11.15.2

		1524		9.23.2		9.21.2		7182		11.15.2

		4792		9.23.2		9.21.2		7773		11.15.3

		12111		9.23.2		9.21.2

		12245		9.23.2		9.21.2

		7923		9,23.2		9.21.2

		11730		9.23.2		9.21.2

		1450		9.23.2		9.21.2

		1495		9.23.2		9.21.2

		3513		9.23.2		9.21.2

		3514		9.23.2		9.21.2

		3515		9.23.2		9.21.2

		4804		9.23.2		9.21.2

		7673		9.23.2		9.21.2

		7926		9.23.2		9.21.2

		10017		9.23.2		9.21.2

		10018		9.23.2		9.21.2

		7873		9.23.2		9.21.2

		2730		9.23.2, 9.23.3		9.21.2, 9.21.3

		7372		9.23.2, 9.23.4		9.21.2, 9.21.3

		7320		9.23.4		9.21.3

		7840		9.23.4		9.21.3

		10388		9.23.4		9.21.3

		10020		9.23.5		9.21.5

		7897		9.23.5		9.21.5

		69		9.23.6		9.21.5

		12265		9.23.6		9.21.5

		11739		9.23.6		9.21.5

		3885		9.23.6		9.21.5

		1519		9.23.6		9.21.5

		6943		9.23.6		9.21.5

		6799		9.23.6		9.21.5

		10021		9.23.6		9.21.5
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Remaining Topics

		40/20		40/20 in 2.4GHz		CCA		CCA on secondary		channel selection		dual CTS		RIFS		Misc

		8281		112		3118		2730		3614		91		743		1322				3873		3873				10037		10037				1754		1754

		2733		7376		4032		49		1061		12110				3846				870		870				7374		7374				4341		4341

		4791		1728		8264		295		12112		12220				1320				53		53				1077		1077				3837		3837

		1655		1561		12200		704		1521		12244				3884				7170						3874		3874				3843		3843

		52		286		1069		1750		12114						6905				3101						869		869				6768		6768

		7898		689		3452		2737		12248						6907				10381						8277		8277				3100		3100

		1523		2848				4640		1062										10895						6784		6784				3104		3104

		12251		3602				6813		1065										10382						11999		11999				10383		10383

		117		7871				6938		2820										7659						8278		8278				8052		8052

				9886				7178		12115										7900						1049		1049				1545		1545

				423				7319		6880										11377		11377				7484		7484				10384		10384

				3373				7767		1066										1232		1232				7486		7486				1546		1546

				12119				7839		4533										3873						6866		6866				10315		10315

				12250				7893		7511										870						6868		6868				7348		7348

				7182				7894		7512										53						1052		1052				10229		10229

				9888				10016		12117										1051		1051				7770		7770						1754

				3006				106		3102										9887		9887				440		440						4341

				8186				291		12113										7483		7483				9890		9890						3837

				3010				712		12247										7485		7485				9891		9891						3843

				3471				1503		12116										6867		6867				4579		4579						6768

				1560				1517		6881										439		439				7772		7772				1516		1516

				7312				1559		12246										823		823				9892		9892				1050		1050

				7313				1625												12118		12118				7774		7774				2853		2853

				706				1635												6869		6869				7491		7491				1556		1556

				1493				1657												9889		9889				7775		7775				4277		4277

				7925				2738												824		824				1060		1060				5		5

				1558				3882												7038		7038				4532		4532				3605		3605

				104				4084												7490		7490				4650		4650				7197		7197

				258				4188												7783		7783				7779		7779						3100

				288				4574												7780		7780				7875		7875						3104

				431				6769												4530		4530				7877		7877						10383

				3501				7012												7492		7492				7116		7116						8052

				3502				7282												7778		7778				400		400						1545

				4571				7473												10		10				456		456						10384

				7010				7922												7765		7765				8051		8051						1546

				7314				8200												7907		7907				12036		12036						10315

				8138				8284												11		11				12054		12054						7348

				8194				10293												7908		7908				7542		7542						10229

				10380				10379												7782		7782				7543		7543				10600		10600

				3105				1449												7781		7781				713

				10902				1524												7170		7170				4432

				426				4792												3101		3101				7905

				12038				12111												10381		10381				8044

				12056				12245												10895		10895				10036

				7193				7923												10382		10382				10295

				7315				11730												7659		7659				3449

				8282				1450												7900		7900				7521

				430				1495												7236		7236				570		570

				705				3513												4633		4633				3890		3890

				4570				3514												7766		7766				7365		7365

				7195				3515												7876		7876				8042		8042

				7375				4804

				6768				7372

								7673

								7926

								10017

								10018

								7320

								7840

								10388

								10020

								69

								7873

								449

								8045

								14

								174

								175

								1661

								3115

								7879

								10767

								12202

								4007

								12201

								3117

								7878

								7913

								8021

								8263

								11975

								3453

								8127





Old Motion Tab 1

				TGn Coexistence AdHoc Motion (11-06-0724-15-000n-tgn-d1-0-lb84-coexist-com-res.xls)  #1

				Motion#17 to accept the comment resolutions for the listed CIDs (ref. P802.11n-D1.0)

				CID		RECOMMENDATION		CONCENSUS				CID		RECOMMENDATION		CONCENSUS

				4509		R		U				6765		C		U

				2087		R		U				7336		R		U

				2088		R		U				removed

				813		R		U				868		A		U

				3415		R		U				1299		A		U

				4521		A		U				1300		A		U

				2235		R		U				2555		R		U

				1209		C		U				1301		A		U

				10167		R		U				3840		R		U

				1234		A		U				5152		C		U

				2249		R		U				1303		A		U

				1233		R		U				3841		C		U

				3421		A		U				7308		A		U

				3804		C		U				removed

				1423		C		U				7609		A		U

				7655		C		U				1304		A		U

				46		R		U				1307		A		U

				7654		C		U				1329		A		U

				1426		A		U				1328		A		U

				1428		R		U				6781		A		U

				4565		A		U				1306		C		U

				removed								671		A		U

				7275		A		U				1308		A		U

				7276		A		U				6782		A		U

				3873		A		U				1311		C		U

				7658		A		U				removed

				4343		A		U				36		C		U

				11996		A		U				4638		A		U

				10023		A		U				7889		C		U

				6806		R		U				9999		R		U

				4567		R		U				7337		C		U

				removed								1313		A		U

				1297		A		U				6786		C		U

				4078		R		U

						removed to correct error								removed for submission





Old Motion Tab 2

				TGn Coexistence AdHoc Motion (11-06-0724-15-000n-tgn-d1-0-lb84-coexist-com-res.xls)  #1

				Motion #18 to accept the comment resolutions for the listed CIDs (ref. P802.11n-D1.0)

				CID		RECOMMENDATION		CONCENSUS				CID		RECOMMENDATION		CONCENSUS

				1314		C		U				11734		C		U

				removed								296		R		U

				1318		C		U				2740		R		U

				6788		A		U				11736		R		U

				6789		A		U				50		A		U

				removed								1453		A		U

				1309		R		U				7895		A		U

				7612		A		U				2742		R		U

				removed								3883		C		U

				9983		A		U				51		A		U

				1316		R		U				1454		C		U

				1317		C		U				7768		A		U

				3848		C		U				7896		A		U

				781		R		U				7924		A		U

				68		R		U				7283		A		U

				293		R		U				1456		A		U

				1321		A		U				1455		A		U

				3849		A		U				1457		A		U

				1323		C		U				7841		A		U

				10002		R		U				1458		A		U

				2570		C		U				1459		A		U

				2571		R		U				1460		A		U

				2572		C		U				3889		A		U

				7338		A		U				3887		A		U

				10003		R		U				7284		A		U

				1326		C		U				2744		R		U

				1327		C		U				11741		R		U

				2734		R		U				7675		A		U

				1445		A		U				1461		A		U

				5122		C		U				7679		C		U

				7340		A		U				4018		R		U

				2739		C		U				6759		R		U

				10019		C		U				7155		R		U

						removed for submission





Old Motion Tab 3

		CID		Name of Commenter(Ed)		Clause Number(C)		Page(C)		Line(C)				Part of No Vote(Y/N)		Page(Ed)		Line(Ed)		Clause Title(Ed)		Clause(Ed)		Type E/HE/T/ST/DT(Ed)		Duplicate of CID		Resn Status		Assignee		Submission		TGn approval		Comment		Proposed change		Resolution		Edited in draft		Topic lookup		Topic Group Lookup		Related Comment		Technical Area		Concensus of resolution		NOTES

																																				This is a dummy entry.  Please do not delete or sort out of the top of the sheet. This is a dummy entry.  Please to not delete or sort out of the top of the sheet.This is a dummy entry.  Please to not delete or sort out of the top of the sheet. This is a		This is a dummy entry.  Please do not delete or sort out of the top of the sheet. This is a dummy entry.  Please to not delete or sort out of the top of the sheet.This is a dummy entry.  Please to not delete or sort out of the top of the sheet. This is a		This is a dummy entry.  Please do not delete or sort out of the top of the sheet. This is a dummy entry.  Please to not delete or sort out of the top of the sheet.This is a dummy entry.  Please to not delete or sort out of the top of the sheet. This is a				Dummy Entry						This is a dummy entry.  Please do not delete or sort out of the top of the sheet. This is a dummy entry.  Please to not delete or sort out of the top of the sheet.This is a dummy entry.  Please to not delete or sort out of the top of the sheet. This is a

		115		Bagby, David		General						T		Y		0						General		DT				R								IT does not seem to this reviewer that the interaction of TGh and TGn has been adequately considered. This cpuld be  particularly helpful with the 20/40 issues raised in another comment made by this reviewer. I suggest that Tgn consider extending the TGh		Extend the TGh mechanisms to provide a dynamic channel allocation mechanism; utilize the mechanism to dynamically avoid 20/40 channel conflicts.		Rejected:  The suggestion is not specific enough to be addressed.				General		Coexistence

		67		Adachi, Tomoko		General						T		Y		0						General		DT				R								As there are regulatories where 40 MHz is not allowed, 40 MHz shall not be used in IBSS. If a 40 MHz capable STA comes into such regulatory, how can it detect that the place is not allowing 40 MHz and avoid starting an IBSS allowing 40 MHz transmission?		Add a restriction that 40 MHz shall not be used in an IBSS.		Rejected:  The regulatory operating issues are already covered in rev ma.				General		Coexistence

		8268		Wallace, Brad		General						T		Y		0						General		ST				C								Channelization in 40MHz is unclear		Clarify operation in appropriate sections		See CID 7154 - Ref 21.3.14				General		Coexistence

		570		CYPHER, DAVID		3		2		15		T		Y		2		15				3		T				C								The term HT BSS is use, but is not included as a new term, itself		Include a term for HT BSS or rewite the definition without using this term		Countered:  An HT BSS is a BSS in which its beacons contain an HT information element.				General		Coexistence

		1079		Fischer, Matthew		3		2		26		T		Y		2		26				3		ST				C								term definition is inaccurate		add the word "associated" to the end of the definition		Countered:  The HT-pure mode definition has been removed (ref D1.03)				General		Coexistence

		3743		Kandala, Srinivas		7.3.2.20A		38		20		T		Y		38		20				7.3.2.20A		DT				R						17		Most of the fields are made padded to get a multiple 2-byte or 4-byte words. Why not for this field?		Add a reserved byte		Rejected:  because other fields are odd or even and changing this one will not make a significant difference.				Coexistence		Coexistence

		10163		Zaks, Artur		7.4.7.1		58		4		T				58		4				7.4.7.1		T				A								Define TBD in Table n21				Accepted:  All TBDs were removed (ref D1.03 Table n23)				Coexistence		Coexistence

		1527		Grandhi, Sudheer		9.2.5.4.1		84		10-23		T		Y		84		10				9.2.5.4.1		DT				A		Levy						The Section “9.2.5.4.1 Dual CTS Protection” (P802.11n-D1.0 ) has no specifications as to the truncation of TXOP under Dual CTS protection. The current specification under Section “9.16.3 Truncation of TXOP” (P802.11n-D1.0 ) will not work since it will lea		The recommended change is provided in  IEEE 802.11-06/0587r0 inorder to resolve this issue.		Accepted				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence

		8280		Wentink, Menzo		9.2.5.4.1		84		14-15		T		Y		84		14				9.2.5.4.1		DT				A						17		CTS1 and CTS2 are separated by PIFS in case of STBC RTS. But SIFS is sufficient in this case, because the receiver of the STBC RTS will not be a legacy device.		In table n51, the right lower entry, change PIFS+CTS2+SIFS into SIFS+CTS2+SIFS, and add "CTS1 and CTS2 are separated by SIFS".

In line 13, change PIFS into PIFS/SIFS.		Accepted				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence

		3875		Kandala, Srinivas		9.2.5.4.1		84		22		T		Y		84		22				9.2.5.4.1		DT				A								The text, 

"STBC control frames shall be transmitted in response to received STBC frames if the Dual CTS Protection
23 bit is set. Non-STBC control frames shall be used otherwise."

 appears to indicate that even the acknowledgement frames to STBC frames		Resolve the conflict.		Accept:  see CID6935				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence

		6935		Nanda, Sanjiv		9.2.5.4.1		84		22		E		N		84		22				9.2.5.4.1		ST				C								These are STA rules when using STBC Control frames		The rest of the section applies to AP only. This should be clarified.		Countered:  Remove lines 36/37, page 71, D1.03.   (ref 06/1402r1)
{Note to the commenter: a proposal on the use of MCS with STBC encoders for response frames is made in 802.11-06/1405r0 as a resolution proposal involving text modification in section 9.6}				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence

		1749		Inoue, Yasuhiko		9.2.5.4.1		84				T		Y		84						9.2.5.4.1		ST				R						17		The order of CTS1 and CTS2 should be reversed.				Rejected:  there is a logical reason for CTS1 preceeding CTS2				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence

		7659		Stephens, Adrian		9.2.5.4.2						T		Y		84						9.2.5.4.1		DT				C								The dual-CTS mechanism is designed to provide protection in the case that the STBC device is outside normal range of the AP.  However due to varying link conditions, this may not be the case.   If it is capable of receiving non-STBC transmissions, then at		I think the safest solution is to say the following:  "An STBC capable STA shall choose between STBC or non-STBC control frame operation.  In non-STBC control frame operation, it discards any STBC control frames it receives.   In STBC control frame operat		Countered:  replace the “shall” by a “may” on lines 27 to 30, page 71 in draft D1.03.  (ref 06/1402r1)
{Reason for counter: Because a STA cannot decide whether it will operate with STBC or not (the capabilities are set from the beginning and the STA has t				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence

		6780		Morioka, Yuichi		9.15		105		22-30		T		Y		105		22				9.15		DT				C								Optionality of L-SIG TXOP  is unclear.		Replace line 22 through 30 with the following;
"A STA should not use L-SIG TXOP Protection if the intended recipient, that is addressed in the initial frame of a TXOP (e.g. RTS),  does not support it. Support at the recipient can be checked either through		Countered:  see 06/813r5 for detailed text and instructions for revison of clause 9.13.4.1. (ref D1.03)				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence

		1302		Fischer, Matthew		9.15		105		26		T		Y		105		26				9.15		T				C								not sure if "its peer" is precise enough - other language problems		Replace the text on lines 22 through 30 with the following text: "An infrastructure STA may use L-SIG TXOP Protection if the AP with which it is associated sets L-SIG TXOP Protection Full Support to 1, because the AP has already checked that all possible		Countered ref 813r4
Incl:CID1301 CID1302  CID3838  CID3839
CID5152 CID7335  CID7364				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence

		3838		Kandala, Srinivas		9.15		105		26		T		Y		105		26				9.15		T				C								It should be stronger than a "should" else the station may transmit an RTS expecting the peer to take a certain action which may not be forthcoming thus wasting all the clever ways of protecting the channel.		Replace it with a "shall" and delete Note 2.		Countered ref 813r4
Incl:CID1301 CID1302  CID3838  CID3839
CID5152 CID7335  CID7364				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence

		3839		Kandala, Srinivas		9.15		105		26		T		Y		105		26				9.15		T				C								This should be made really much stronger - there is no point if some of the stations in the BSS do not support the mechanism.		Replace the referred sentence with, 

"A STA shall not use L-SIG TXOP Full Protection in the Additional HT Information Element is set to 0."		Countered ref 813r4
Incl:CID1301 CID1302  CID3838  CID3839
CID5152 CID7335  CID7364				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence

		7364		Scarpa, Vincenzo		9.15		105		26		T				105		26				9.15		DT				C								L-SIG TXOP protection shouldn't be allowed at the transmitter when the peer receiver doesn't support it.		Change "should" with "shall" in line 26.		Countered ref 813r4
Incl:CID1301 CID1302  CID3838  CID3839
CID5152 CID7335  CID7364				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence

		7335		Rosdahl, Jon		9.15		105		27		T		Y		105		27				9.15		ST				C								Note 2 does not seem to be complete.  It says that a "STA should check", and then the STA "might not", and finally the paragraph ends with "this technicque does not achieve adequate protection."  I believe that this note has some apriori info that I don't		Rewrite the note to clarify why the technique is not adequate, and check for proper usage of "should" and "might".		Countered ref 813r4
Incl:CID1301 CID1302  CID3838  CID3839
CID5152 CID7335  CID7364				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence

		9996		Xhafa, Ariton		9.15		105		31		T		Y		105		31				9.15		T				R								"Under L-SIG TXOP Protection operation, the L-SIG field with a Mixed Mode PHY header shall contain a duration value equivalent (except in the case of RTS as described below) to the MAC duration included in the MAC header." As it stands, for EIFS cancellat		Change to "Under L-SIG TXOP Protection operation, the L-SIG field with a Mixed Mode PHY header shall contain a duration value till the end of TxOP, while the MAC duration shall contain a duration value till the end of TxOP+(EIFS-DIFS).  "		Rejected:  CID7308 was accepted and is more approriate for the condition.				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence

		7365		Scarpa, Vincenzo		9.15		106		5-11		T				106		5				9.15		DT				C						17		L-SIG TXOP can suppress non-HT transmissions and could cause bandwidth waste when the initiator is not able to correctly predict the TXOP duration.		Do not allow L-SIG TXOP protection in mixed Legacy-HT BSS. Use CF-End to reset the NAV at HT-STAs when TXOP is not completely used by the TXOP owner (this makes sense in a pure HT BSS).		Countered:  Eliminate first sentence in proposed change and only use the following:  "Use CF-End to reset the NAV at HT-STAs, when TXOP is not completely used by the TXOP owner, in a pure HT BSS."				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence

		1310		Fischer, Matthew		9.15.1		106		17		T		Y		106		17				9.15.1		T				C						17		"accurate prediction" is not accurate enough for "shall". When a shall is employed, the required behavior must be completely specified - the term "accurate" is subjective, and therefore fails to meet this requirement.		Strike the word "accurate" and change the preceding "an" to "a"		Countered:  replace "shall" with "should"				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence

		9998		Xhafa, Ariton		9.15.1		106		21		T		Y		106		21				9.15.1		T				R								"… contain an L-SIG Duration up to the endpoint of the MAC duration." This is part of the proposed approach for canceling EIFS when L-SIG protection is used.		Change to "contain an L-SIG duration up to the endpoint of the MAC duration + (EIFS-DIFS)."		Rejected:  contradicts CID 7308 and similar to rejected CID 9996				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence

		10000		Xhafa, Ariton		9.15.2		106		30		T		Y		106		30				9.15.2		T				R								"shall contain an L-SIG Duration up to the endpoint of the MAC duration." Need to change to accommodate the proposed approach for L-SIG protection.		Change to "shall contain an L-SIG duration up to the endpoint of the MAC duration - (EIFS-DIFS)."		Rejected:  see CID9996				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence

		7258		Raissinia, Ali		9.15.3		106		36		T		Y		106		36				9.15.3		DT				C								3rd party HT sets its NAV using L-SIG when MAC duration fails. A premature NAV setting caused by positive false detect on L-SIG creates fairness issue for the HT devices.		Use HT SIG CRC to also cover L-SIG data in order to improve on error delectability.		Countered:  already addressed in D1.03 page 95, line 25-30.				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence

		10001		Xhafa, Ariton		9.15.3		106		36		T		Y		106		36				9.15.3		T				R								"to L-SIG duration - HT-SIG duration." This also needs change to accommodate the proposed approach.		Change to "to L-SIG duration + (EIFS+DIFS)."		Rejected:  see CID9996 & CID10000				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence

		7613		Stephens, Adrian		9.15.1						T		N		106						9.15.1		ST				A								If my comment replacing RTS/CTS with an initial exchange is approved,  it is necessary to fix up other text areas that explicitly refer to RTS or CTS.		Change RTS to first frame of an L-SIG TXOP protected sequence.
Change CTS to the second frame of an L-SIG TXOP protected sequence.
Change RTS/CTS handshake to "Initial handshake".
Add the sentence to 9.15:  "An L-SIG TXOP protected sequence starts with an		Accepted				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence

		674		CYPHER, DAVID		9.16.2		107		20-23		T		Y		107		20				9.16.2		T				A								Properly format lines 21 through 23 to differentiate which events apply and which do not		Format appropriately, perhaps use IEEE Standards Sytle Manual		Accepted:  Formatting corrected (ref D1.03)				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence

		783		Durand, Roger		9.16.2		107		22		T		Y		107		22				9.16.2		ST				R						18		What priority is training feedback? How is it scheduled?		"the adpatation of transmit parameters by training feedback " should not be allowed during a txop without justification.		Rejected:  priority of duration not relevant here.  Comment does not apply to this section.				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence

		7614		Stephens, Adrian		9.16						T		N		107						9.16		T				C								There's a structural problem in the organization of the protection sections.  Section 9.16 should either also include 9.14 and 9.15,  or it should not include 9.16.		Move 9.13, 9.14. 9.15 under 9.16 and renumber appropriately.		Countered:  Details were reformatted under 9.13 instead of 9.16 (ref D1.03)				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence

		7615		Stephens, Adrian		9.16.1						T		N		107						9.16.1		T				A								This section summarises behaviour defined elsewhere.  It is not necessary.		Remove 9.16.1		Accept				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence

		7325		Miller, Robert		19.16.3		108		5		T		Y		108		5				9.16.3		T				R								A QSTA may not send a CF end, as this may be interpreted by HCCA-operating QSTAs as the end of a CFP, possibly disrupting CFP polling operations (particularly in adjacent cells)		Use a different frame type to signal completion of EDCA transmission in a TXOP.		Rejected:  CF-end is required because it is the only frame that resets the NAV in legacy STAs.  Furthermore, in HCCA there is a BSS ID check on the CF-end for resetting the NAV.				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence

		11566		Marshall, Bill		9.16.3		108		8		T		Y		108		8				9.16.3		T				R								A QSTA can't send a CF end, as this may be interpreted in adjacent cells by HCCA-operating QSTAs as the end of a CFP, disrupting CFP polling operations		Use a different frame type to signal completion of EDCA transmission in a TXOP.		Rejected:  See CID7325				Protection Mechanisms		Coexistence

		1444		Fischer, Matthew		9.23.1		129		23		T		Y		129		23				9.23.1		T				A						18		missing words		change "the rules" to "according to the rules"		Accepted				Coexistence		Coexistence

		294		Benveniste, Mathilde		9.23		129-130				T		Y		129						9.23		DT				R								When a 20 MHz station is transmitting or receiving on the control channel, none of the other channels can be used for other transmissions in the BSS. It is possible, however, to increase the BSS throughput even beyond what is achievable by a 40 MHz channe		Provide a way for other channel(s) to be used simultaneously with the control channel in a BSS, while observing CCA and virtual carrier sense on all channels.  The CCC MAC makes this possible.		Rejected:  the CCC reduces throughput in 2.4MHz band				Coexistence		Coexistence

		7899		Takagi, Masahiro		9.23.6		130				T		Y		130						9.23.6		ST				R								A 40MHz capable HT STA shall be able to distinguish between reception of 40MHz PPDU and reception of 20MHz PPDU.		Add text to reflect the comment.		Rejected: because there is no defined way to differentiate between non-HT duplcate and legacy transmission on the control channel.				Coexistence		Coexistence

		10021		Xhafa, Ariton		9.23.6		130				T		Y		130						9.23.6		DT				C								A 20/40 MHz BSS could consists of HT STAs, some 20 MHz capable only, and the others 20/40 MHz capable. How is the protection mechanism done in this scenario?		Need to add HT duplicate packet transmission for protection in 20/40 MHz BSS that consists of HT devices only.		Countered: a description of non-HT duplicate transmission providing protection is already contained in lines 26 & 27 of page 119 (D1.03).
Add definition:  20/40MHz BSS is a BSS with member stations consisting of: at least one 40MHz HT STA and at least one				Coexistence		Coexistence

		2745		Ji, Lusheng		9.23.7		131		1		T		Y		131		1				9.23.7		ST				R								Allowing STA sending CF-END is dangerous as it may stop CFP established by PCF/HCCA APs.		Define a new frame for terminating unused portion of TXOPs.		Rejected:  See CID7325				Coexistence		Coexistence

		3890		Kandala, Srinivas		9.23.7		131		1		T		Y		131		1				9.23.7		T				C								Don’t know what terminal means - not even sure if it is needed.		Delete it. Or if you think it is needed to express the function of cf-end, go ahead and add it for all occurrences of cf-end in this as well as the base standard.		Countered:  delete the word "terminal" as corrected in CID53.				Coexistence		Coexistence

		7900		Takagi, Masahiro		9.23.7		131		1		T		Y		131		1				9.23.7		ST				A								In 40MHz phase of PCO, CF-end shall be sent in 40MHz HT PPDU.		Add text to reflect the comment.		Accepted: see CID53				Coexistence		Coexistence

		2746		Ji, Lusheng		9.23.8		131		3		T		Y		131		3				9.23.8		T				R								This text belongs in the same clause as normal protection measures		Make change indicated in comment		Rejected:  this clause is primarily to describe 20/40MHz operation, not protection.				Coexistence		Coexistence

		11742		Marshall, Bill		9.23.8		131		3		T		Y		131		3				9.23.8		T				R								This text belongs in the same clause as normal protection measures		as in comment		Rejected:  this clause is primarily to describe 20/40MHz operation, not protection.				Coexistence		Coexistence

		2747		Ji, Lusheng		9.23.9		131		11		T		Y		131		11				9.23.9		T				R								This text belongs in 9.6 with other multi-rate procedures		Integrate this text into 9.6		Rejected:  this clause is primarily to describe channel width switching rather than rate selection.				Coexistence		Coexistence

		1464		Fischer, Matthew		9.23.9		131		15		T		Y		131		15				9.23.9		T				C								we need an explicit statement regarding extension channel transmissions		add a sentence stating that a a STA associated with a 40MHz BSS shall not transmit 20MHz frames in the extension channel		Countered:  add the following sentence after line 65 in 9.20.7 (D1.03), "A non-AP STA that is a member of a 40MHz BSS shall not transmit 20MHz frames in the secondary channel."				Coexistence		Coexistence

		1465		Fischer, Matthew		9.23.9		131		20		T		Y		131		20				9.23.9		T				A								make text normative		change "The STA uses" to "The STA shall use"		Accepted: ref page 120, line 6 (D1.03)				Coexistence		Coexistence

		1467		Fischer, Matthew		9.23.9		131		25		T		Y		131		25				9.23.9		T				C								I cannot tell what is meant by this paragraph.		rewrite to make more sense - and delete the text "NOTE" as part of the rewrite		Countered: delete the word "NOTE" and replace lines 12, 13 & 14 on page 120 (D1.03) with:  A STA should be aware that recommending a transmission width of 20MHz has no effect on the BSS requirements regarding protection of 40MHz transmissions.  To obtain				Coexistence		Coexistence

		6758		Mittelsteadt, Cimarron		11.9.5.2		150		14		T		Y		150		14				11.9.5.2		DT				C								Based upon the current channel assignments, it likely that adjacent BSS's assign overlapping frequencies causing coexistance problems especially for 40 MHz channeliztion.		Definite channelization separately for 20 and 40 MHz which eliminate the possibility for overlapping.		See CID 7154 - Ref 21.3.14				Coexistence		Coexistence

		6879		Nanda, Sanjiv		11.9.5.2		150		14		T		Y		150		14				11.9.5.2		ST				C								The recommended practice here is contradictory with the mandatory requirement for the 5 GHZ band in the PHY		Replace this paragraph to make it consistent with the PHY		See CID 7154 - Ref 21.3.14				Coexistence		Coexistence

		7154		Petranovich, James		11.9.5.2		150		14		T		Y		150		14				11.9.5.2		DT				C								The 20/40 channel coexistence--and indeed much else in the draft--works best if channels align on 20 MHz and 40 MHz centers.  As the channel selection for 20/40 is written, it is likely that neighboring BSSs will often asssign partially overlapping freque		Require that 11n APs (and STAs in an IBSS) operating in 20 MHz mode select their frequency channel only from a set of explicitly specified (in the standard, as a function of regulatory region) set of channels that are seperated by 20 MHz (instead of allow		Countered:  Remove lines 64 & 65 from page 136 and lines 1, 2 & 3 from page 137 and insert a note to reference section 21.3.14 (D1.03)				Coexistence		Coexistence

		7200		Raissinia, Ali		11.9.5.2		150		14-16		T		N		150		14				11.9.5.2		ST				C								Text does not match the rule stated in the tables n78 and n79 within PHY sections (20.3.8.1 and 20.3.8.2).		Fix it.		See CID 7154 - Ref 21.3.14				Coexistence		Coexistence

		9894		Xhafa, Ariton		11.16.1		17		22-23		T		Y		157		22				11.16.1		T				A								"shall include the transition time between 20 MHz channel width and 40 MHz channel width operation." This gives the impression that only one transition time is included in time reservation, while from Figure n48, it needs to take into consideration both,		Change it to: "shall include the transition times from 20 MHz channel width to 40 MHz channel width and from 40 MHz channel width to 20 MHz channel width."		accepted				PCO		Coexistence

		10272		McFarland, Bill		20.1.3		161		15		T				161		15				20.1.3		DT				R								The duplicate Non-HT mode doesn't provide protection for 11b devices.		Add duplicated CCK		Rejected because additional modes are not necessary.				PHY General		Coexistence

		3500		Jones, VK		20.3.4.8		214				T		N		214						20.3.4.8		DT				R								Does the non-HT duplicate mode need an MCS?  Certainly MCS 32 cannot be used to reference this mode since MCS 32 has a short GI (which isn't legacy).		Add one if so.		Rejected:  non-HT duplicate mode has to be compatible with non-HT STAs and have a rate that is part of the supported rates element and therefore does not need any MCS.				Coexistence		Coexistence

		3960		Kasher, Assaf		20.3.4.8		215		1		T		Y		215		1				20.3.4.8		DT				A								Qk should be used in a non-HT transmission - it does not preserve compatibility		remove Qk from the formula.		Accepted				Coexistence		Coexistence

		7101		Perahia, Eldad		20.3.4.8		215		1		E		N		215		1				20.3.4.8		T				C								N_SR needs to be 26 for this case, however N_SR is already defined differently in Table n62		modify table n62, or change equation to use 26 instead of N_SR		Countered:  replace N_SR with 26 in all occurances in the formula in eq. 21-59 (D1.03)				Coexistence		Coexistence

		10061		Yamaura, Tomoya		20.3.4.8		215		1		T		Y		215		1				20.3.4.8		ST				C								T_cs is CSD component and it is explicitly included in the equation. However, line 6 said CSD is also included in Qk.
This is misleading.		Remove line-6, and state "CSD shall be applied using T_cs as Table n65, and additional CSD shall not be applied in [Qk]."		Countered:  removing lines 53-58 from page 203. (D1.03)				Coexistence		Coexistence
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				7am Friday				Resolution status				TGn approval

				Component		Total		resolved		unresolved		approved		unapproved

				beam		143		56		87		0		143

				ca		25		24		1		0		25

				coex		293		41		252		0		293

				dup		2		0		2		0		2

				edited		375		375		0		375		0

				edited in D1_05		624		624		0		624		0

				editorials		12		0		12		0		12

				frame		115		9		106		0		115

				general		20		17		3		0		20

				mac		200		76		124		0		200

				no edit required		876		876		0		876		0

				phy		375		213		162		0		375

				psmp		40		25		15		0		40

				Totals		3100		2336		764		1875		1225

				4am Saturday				Resolution status				TGn approval

				Component		Total		resolved		unresolved		approved		unapproved

				beam		143		81		62		0		143

				ca		25		24		1		0		25

				coex		293		67		226		0		293

				dup		2		0		2		0		2

				edited		375		375		0		375		0

				edited in D1_05		624		624		0		624		0

				editorials		12		0		12		0		12

				frame		115		9		106		0		115

				general		20		17		3		0		20

				mac		200		87		113		0		200

				no edit required		876		876		0		876		0

				phy		375		228		147		0		375

				psmp		40		25		15		0		40

				Totals		3100		2413		687		1875		1225
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				Summary of Estimated Budget								(Based on an estimated 35 attendees)												Friday, November 10, 2006

				Current Exchange Rate is:				1£		1.981		US$												1 British Pound = 1.981 US Dollar

								$1US		0.546		£												1 US Dollar (USD) = 0.546 British Pound (GBP)

																								Interbank rate +/- 4%

				This estimated budget is based on: full 3 days of meetings, 3 lunches, and 6 refreshment breaks

																								Cost

												(in £'s)						(in US$)						Per Attendee

						Delegates Package						£9,857.66						$19,528.03						$557.94

						AV Equipment						£0.00		(includes 1 screen/3days)				$0.00						$0.00

						NetworkServices						£470.00						$931.07						$26.60

						Power Setup/Teardown Svs						£0.00						$0.00						$0.00

						Power Bar Rentals						£0.00						$0.00						$0.00

						Meeting Space						£4,230.00						$8,379.63						$239.42

						Speaker Phone						£0.00						$0.00						$0.00

						Office Supplies						£0.00						$0.00						$0.00

						Shipping Expenses						£0.00						$0.00						$0.00

						Misc. OS Expenses						£0.00						$0.00						$0.00

						FTF Mtg Fees						£1,092.00						$2,000.00						$57.14

						FTF Mtg Expenses						£0.00						$0.00						$0.00

						Meeting Contingency						£109.20						$200.00						$5.71

						Website Svs						£273.00						$500.00						$14.29

				*		CC Trans Fees & Bank/Acct Svs						£907.73		(to be confirmed  5%)				$1,662.50						$47.50

				TOTAL ESTIMATED BUDGET								£16,939.59						$33,557.32

				Based on # of  Attendees**								35						35						$47.50		est CC Fees (Mtg fee * 5%)

				COST /ATTENDEE								£483.99						$958.78						$950.00		Max Meeting Fee

																								34		est attendance

														Expected										$32,300.00		Revenue

														Meeting Fee		$950.00								($1,257.32)		surplus/short

														Revenue		$33,250.00

														Surplus/Short		($307.32)
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				am1				X		Ad hocs		Ad hocs

				am2				Ad hocs		X		Ad hocs

				pm1		X		Ad hocs		Ad hocs		Full TGn

				pm2		Full TGn		Full TGn		Full TGn		Full TGn
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				Summary of Estimated Budget								(Based on an estimated 35 attendees)												Friday, November 10, 2006

				Current Exchange Rate is:				1£		1.981		US$												1 British Pound = 1.981 US Dollar

								$1US		0.546		£												1 US Dollar (USD) = 0.546 British Pound (GBP)

																								Interbank rate +/- 4%

				This estimated budget is based on: full 3 days of meetings, 3 lunches, and 6 refreshment breaks

																								Cost

												(in £'s)						(in US$)						Per Attendee

						Delegates Package						£9,857.66						$19,528.03						$557.94

						AV Equipment						£0.00		(includes 1 screen/3days)				$0.00						$0.00

						NetworkServices						£470.00						$931.07						$26.60

						Meeting Space						£4,230.00						$8,379.63						$239.42

						FTF Mtg Fees						£1,092.00						$2,000.00						$57.14

						Meeting Contingency						£109.20						$200.00						$5.71

						Website Svs						£273.00						$500.00						$14.29

				*		CC Trans Fees & Bank/Acct Svs						£907.73		(to be confirmed  5%)				$1,662.50						$47.50

																								$124.64

				TOTAL ESTIMATED BUDGET								£16,939.59						$33,557.32

				Based on # of  Attendees**								35						35						$47.50		est CC Fees (Mtg fee * 5%)

				COST /ATTENDEE								£483.99						$958.78						$950.00		Max Meeting Fee

																								34		est attendance

														Expected										$32,300.00		Revenue

														Meeting Fee		$950.00								($1,257.32)		surplus/short

														Revenue		$33,250.00

						food		558						Surplus/Short		($307.32)

						rooms		239

						network		27

						admin		125

								949






