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General discussion:

RIFS Accuracy
CID 1132
CID 1132:  Clause: 9.2.3.6, Page 96, Line 64
Comment:"is the allowable range really -0.1*aRIFSTime to 2.1*aRIFSTIME"
Proposed Change: change to "to vary by more than 10% of aRIFSTime."
Suggested Resolution: Accept. See resolution to CID 1131.
CID 1839
CID 1839:  Clause: 9.2.3.6, Page 96, Line 64
Comment: "There is no real good reason to constraint the RIFS spacing to be within +/-10% since it adds unnecessary complexity. It is expected that "+ limit" cannot be more than SIFS period (16us). The "- limit" should be bounded not requiring unnecessary complexity."
Proposed Change: "Please choose numbers in the range of <4us or so for "+ limit" and <1us or so for the "-limit" or justify the current specified range."
Suggested Resolution: Pass to PHY adhoc to discuss option of changing to range of 2 to 4 usec. MAC discussion: The commentor does not provide any justification as to why the current limit set is bad. The upper limit cannot be as high as SIFS, because PHY implementations do need to perform resets of various subblocks if the next reception is not going to be from the same transmitter. The lower limit was chosen based on the expectations that the processing of the end of the reception would include some delay.
	1132
	
	96.64
	9.2.3.6
	
	"is the allowable range really -0.1*aRIFSTime to 2.1*aRIFSTIME"
	change to "to vary by more than 10% of aRIFSTime."
	Accept: See resolution of CID1131.

	1839
	
	96.64
	9.2.3.6
	
	"There is no real good reason to constraint the RIFS spacing to be within +/-10% since it adds unnecessary complexity. It is expected that "+ limit" cannot be more than SIFS period (16us). The "- limit" should be bounded not requiring unnecessary complexity."
	"Please choose numbers in the range of <4us or so for "+ limit" and <1us or so for the "-limit" or justify the current specified range."
	MAC outcome: Have joint discussion with PHY adhoc to discuss option of changing to range of 2 to 4 usec. MAC discussion: The commentor does not provide any justification as to why the current limit set is bad. The upper limit cannot be as high as SIFS, because PHY implementations do need to perform resets of various subblocks if the next reception is not going to be from the same transmitter. The lower limit was chosen based on the expectations that the processing of the end of the reception would include some delay.
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Abstract


This document contains proposed resolutions for CID 1132 and 1839 of LB97 from the group of comments relating to RIFS accuracy.
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