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Introduction

Interpretation of a Motion to Adopt

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

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

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

Summission Note: Notes to the reader of this submission are not part of the motion to adopt.  These notes are there to clarify or provide context.
CIDs 1875 and 1683
	CID
	Page
	Clause
	Comment
	Proposed Change

	1875
	16
	7.1.3.5.3
	The relationship between bit 6 of the Frame Control field and the meaning of the ACK Policy subfield (i.e when the combination [0,1] is used) of the QoS Control field is not clear.
	Clarify.

	1683
	16.36
	7.1.3.5.3
	What does bit 6 of the frame control field have to do with PSMP? I am quite confused.
	Please help.


Proposed resolution: Counter.

Insert the following note at the end of the “Meaning” entry for combination 0,1:

“NOTE-bit 6 of the frame control field indicates the absence of a data payload.   When set to 1, the QoS Data frame contains no payload, and any response is generated in response to a QoS CF-Poll or QoS CF-Ack+CF-Poll frame, but does not signify an acknowledgement of data.   When set to 0, the QoS Data frame contains a payload, which is acknowledged as described in 9.15.2.7 (PSMP Acknowledgement rules).”

CID 674
	674
	24
	7.2.1.7
	Table n9 : Value "0" cannot be used with in PSMP sequence
	Add text that the setting of the field to "0" is not allowed during PSMP sequence


Discussion

It is not clear whether an MTBA or MTBAR relate to immediate or delayed BA,  and whether a “Scheduled ack under PSMP” ack policy is limited to immediate or delayed.   The comment is a symptom of this confusion.   The proposed change below clears this up.
Also note that Table n44 describes Action No Ack as present in an A-MPDU during PSMP.  While we’re extending the list in 9.15.2.4,  we might as well make it consistent.

(reviewed with Naveen,  13 April 2007)

Proposed resolution: Counter.

Add to Table n44:   BAR & BA under HT-delayed policy.

Add to 9.15.2.4 to the list starting: “During the PSMP-DTT or PSMP-UTT, a STA shall only transmit a frame that is one of the following:” and entry for:

· BAR under HT-delayed policy

· BA under HT-delayed policy

· Action No Ack
Add to 9.15.2.7 after para 3 “If a block ack agreement exists…” the following new para:

“All TID values within an MTBA or MTBAR frame shall identify a Block Ack agreement that is HT-immediate.
QoS Data transmitted with Ack Policy set to scheduled acknowledgement under a PSMP session shall have a TID value that identifies a Block Ack agreement that is HT-immediate BlockAck.
Note – In this case, HT-immediate relates to the keeping of acknowledgement state for timely generation of MTBA.  It does not imply that there is any response mechanism for sending an MTBA after a SIFS interval.  The timing of any response is determined by the PSMP schedule.”

Also add the following to table n9, “Meaning” for value 0,  at the end:
“The value 0 shall not be used for data sent under HT-delayed BlockAck during a PSMP sequence.

Note-Acknowledgement during a PSMP sequence using MTBA and MTBAR relates ony to HT-immediate block ack agreements,  in which case this value is reserved.”

CID 2031

	2031
	25.07
	7.2.1.7.1
	Figure n5 includes a field that is always zero, but named. This is unnecessary.
	Replace "Fragment Number (0)" in figure n5 with "reserved" in 7.2.1.7.2, 7.2.1.7.3, 7.2.1.8.2 and 7.2.1.8.3 delete the sentences that refer to the fragment number field.


Discussion

As this Fragment Number subfield is not used anywhere, it is appropriate to mark it as reserved.
Proposed resolution: Accept

CID 2038

	2038
	25.45
	7.2.1.7.3
	"The frame control field, Duration/ID field, RA field, TA field and FCS field for the Multi-TID BlockAckReq frame have the same meaning as defined in 7.2.1.7 (Block Ack Request (BlockAckReq) frame format)." Seeing as this is defined in 7.2.1.7 and must be assumed to apply to all variants, there is no need to say anything about it here.
	Remove the quoted text.


Discussion:  
the coment identifies duplicated material.   Duplication is always bad in a standard and should be minimized.

Proposed resolution:  Accept

CID 668

	668
	29.1
	7.2.1.8.2
	No need for mentioning that the support of the format is manatory here. PICS entry HTM5.2 already indicates the required support level.
	Delete the cited sentence. 


Proposed resolution: Reject

The PICS, although normative, is not where features are defined as mandatory or optional.   It can only reflect what is written into the text elsewhere.   Therefore the cited sentence is necessary and the proposed change is rejected.
CID 3019

	3019
	61
	
	The definition of HT Information Element sub-element is not clear: not all fields are defined in full
	Re-structure the definition of the HT Information Element sub-element to provide the unambiguous and full information on all the fields.


CID 2829: resolution (for information)

EDITOR: 2007-03-23 15:19:52Z Counter - 

Replace the text and figures starting "The HT Capabilities sub-element contains..." up to the end of subclause 7.3.2.37 with the following:

"The HT Capabilities sub-element is the same as the HT Capabilities element as defined in 7.3.2.52 (HT Capabilities element), except that the first octet of the element is replaced by the Sub-Element ID as specified in Table 43b.

The HT Information sub-element is the same as the HT Information element as defined in 7.3.2.53 (HT Information element), except that the first octet of the element is replaced by the Sub-Element ID as specified in Table 43b.

The Secondary Channel Offset sub-element is the same as the Secondary Channel Offset element as defined in 7.3.2.20a (Secondary Channel Offset element), except that the first octet of the element is replaced by the Sub-Element ID as specified in Table 43b."
Proposed resolution: Counter
See resolution of CID 2829,  which replaces the referenced figure and text with a reference to the definition of the HT Information element.

CID 2141

	2141
	87.17
	7.4a.3
	"/* Octet offset from start of PPDU */" Actually, its an offset from the start of the PSDU
	PPDU->PSDU


Discussion
PPDUs are not an octet stream,  but a sequence of symbols and fields.  PSDUs are an octet stream from the MAC’s point of view,  and this is written from the MAC’s point of view.
Proposed resolution: Accept
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Abstract


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


1875, 1683, 674, 2031, 2038, 668, 3019, 2141





The changes marked in this document are based on TGn Draft version D2.0.





R1 – Updated during the FRAME ad-hoc on 20070510.
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