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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.
CID 136

	136
	19.04
	7.1.3.5a
	"A responder may choose to provide feedback for a previous request at any time, in which case, the MFB and MFSI values correspond to the previous request, even though they may be provided in a frame which is an immediate response to a more current request." Whew! Is that a complicated sentence or what?
	Change to: "A responder may provide feedback for an outstanding request at a later time with the MFB and MFSI values of the previous request. Feedback for any outstanding MCS request may be provided as a response to a later MCS request."
	LINK ADAPT


Background information:  CID 2015

	CID
	Page
	Clause
	Resn Status
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Resolution
	Owning Ad-hoc

	2015
	19.01
	7.1.3.5a
	A
	The whole paragraph starting at line 1 needs work: 1. The first two sentences are duplicated in the list that follows 2. The last sentence duplicates the statement at line 19.
	Delete the first paragraph (lines 1-6).
	Accept
	EDITOR


Discussion

The paragraph starting “When a responder…” on page 19, line 1 existed before the list  starting on line 8 was added.  My guess is that the intent of the submission was to replace the imprecise text with the more precise list of conditions.  Certainly it’s an imprecise “duplicate” of the text that follows.
Proposed Resolution: Counter

See resolution to CID 2015, which deletes the referenced text because it is duplicated at line 19 of the same page.

CID 137

	137
	19.12
	7.1.3.5a
	This contradicts the previous statement at line 2 "When a responder responds immediately to an MRQ and sets MFB to all-ones it also sets MFSI to 7."
	Perhaps this sentence means that this combination is allowed when NOT responding immediately, in which case such a condition should be added to the text.
	LINK ADAPT


Proposed Resolution: Counter

See resolution to CID 2015, which deletes the paragraph containing the referenced text.

CID 134

	134
	16.25
	7.1.3.5.3
	There should be reference to RD, 9.14.3, since this ACK policy is valid together with a RD grant.
	Add reference to 9.14.3 or a more correct section of 9.14.
	RD


Proposed Resolution: Counter

Add a reference to 9.14 (Reverse Direction Protocol) to the list.
CID 1072

	1072
	67.41
	7.3.2.49.5
	Support for RD responder should be moved to the Extended Capabilities ID in 7.3.2.27
	as in comment
	RD


Proposed Resolution: Reject
The commenter provides no technical rationale for the proposed change.
The implication of what’s being considered is to decouple support for the RD protocol from support for HT, enabling a non-HT STA to support RD.   However RD is there specifically to support higher throughput through reduction in the number of channel access attempts and aggregation of control (ack) and data in both directions.  While RD may be of some value with a non-HT PHY and without the ability to aggregate control and data, supporting RD in isolation would require additional substantial changes to decouple RD and HT (i.e. to move the RD signalling out of the HT control field) that would add complexity to the standard and implementations.  On balance these undoubted costs outweigh the unproven benefits.
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Abstract


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


134, 136, 137, 1072





These comments relate to the following comment groups:


LINK ADAPT


RD





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