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	CID
	Comment
	Proposed Change by Commenter
	Resolution
	Resolution Notes

	50
	What is the Metric field? It is not clearly explained. 
	Add descriptions. Add which place to refer. 
	Counter
	Resolution on Path Selection Metric framework addressed this problem

	221
	The TTL value has an example field for what the TTL should be. Why does an implementation detail need to be here? That should be left out.
	Remove "e.g., HWMP_NET_DIAMETER"
	Defer
	See CID 222, and 223. We should have a consistent approach. (1) use "eg" or "=" (see case A & B tables), (2) use "informative" symbolic names or MIB variable names?, ...

	223
	The Lifetime value has an example field for what Lifetime should be. Why does an implementation detail need to be here? That should be removed.
	Remove "e.g., HWMP_ACTIVE_ROOT_TIMEOUT"
	Defer
	See CIDs 221, 222.

	421
	The cases for handling equal DSNs include also clause 11A.5.3.6 of the general rules section.
	Change the last sentence to: These cases are noted in clause 11A.5.3.6 and in the applicable IE descriptions.
	Counter
	Already resolved by referring to the IE description (11A.8.4.5)

	432
	The clause does not specify whether the IE is unicast or broadcast. The RANN is actually broadcast.
	Add paragraph with text "The RANN information element is broadcast to all neighboring MPs." right after each of the two tables.
	Counter
	CID 172 addressed this issue

	437
	Sending a gratuitous RREP to the root MP is not done as response to receiving a RANN.
	Remove line 19. Remove the numbering of lines 17/18 and concatenate them with line 15.
	Counter
	D1.05 has already addressed this problem and the case is no longer there

	441
	DO=0 does not exclude the destination from answering to a RREQ with a RREP. This is not clear from the description.
	In row "Per Destination Flags" of table s32 in paragraph on Bit 0 insert after "to the corresponding destination" and before "shall respond" the following text: or the destination
	Reject
	Nitpicking

	442
	A route discovery has to be initiated if an MP does not have valid forwarding information for the desired destination. This is not mentioned.
	Change the bullet text in lines 7 and 8 to two bullets: * The MP needs to establish an on-demand route to one or more destiantions because it wants to send mesh frames to these destinations and it has no valid forwarding information for them. * There is no ongoing route discovery initiated by this MP for these destinations.
	Reject
	Mechanism described in forwarding section

	450
	The proactive tree building with RANNs does not specify an interval triggered confirmation of paths to the root MP (cf. clause 11A.5.3.1.2). However, it specifies the possibility of sending a unicast RREQ upon reception of a RANN. This should be reflected in the conditions for case C. Case C is also reference in the rules for processing a RANN (cf. clause 11A.5.4.4.2)
	Change text above table to: Case C: Unicast RREQ for Path to Root MP // All of the following applies: // * the MP has received a RANN from a Root MP // * The MP wants to create or refresh the path to the root MP
	Counter
	Change conditions page 155 "Case C: Root path confirmation to " One of the following apply:
- the MP has received a RANN from a root MP and does have a path to a root MP
- the MP has a path to a root MP and HWMP_PATH_CONFIRMATION_INTERVAL has expired

	459
	The current specification of the RREQ works for intra-mesh frames, but not for frames that have source and/or destination outside the WLAN mesh. Specifically, the current RREQ specification does not support the 6-address scheme of this draft. The problem is that the original source / destination might not be the mesh source / mesh destination which is used by HWMP.
	Extend the specification of the RREQ so that it supports the specified 6 address scheme of this draft. A separate submission will provide text for this extension. The general idea is to introduce a new flag in the RREQ similar to the AE flag in the mesh data frame. This flag is set for sources outside the mesh. The effect of the flag is, that the RREQ will contain to originator addresses if it is set. One originator address is the original (non-mesh 802) source, the other is the originator of the HWMP route discovery, the mesh source.
	Counter
	HWMP Proxy update resolved this comment

	460
	The current specification of the RREP works for intra-mesh frames, but not for frames that have source and/or destination outside the WLAN mesh. Specifically, the current RREP specification does not support the 6-address scheme of this draft. The problem is that the original source / destination might not be the mesh source / mesh destination which is used by HWMP.
	Extend the specification of the RREP so that it supports the specified 6 address scheme of this draft. A separate submission will provide text for this extension. The general idea is to introduce a new flag in the RREP similar to the AE flag in the mesh data frame. This flag is set for destinations outside the mesh. The effect of the flag is, that the RREP will contain two destination addresses if it is set. One destination address is the original (non-mesh 802) destination for which the route discovery is, the other is the MP that answers with a RREP on behalf of the non-mesh 802 destination. This MP is the mesh destination.
	Counter
	HWMP Proxy update resolved this comment

	553
	11A.2.4.4 Broadcast Forwarding:  It states that "the frame is queued for transmission as a four address frame to all neighboring MPs that are associated and authenticated to the MP."  Does that imply that one copy of the frame will be transmitted for each neighbor? Or will it be one transmission for all neighbor MPs communicating on the same channel?   
	Explain how many transmissions will be sent by a device/radio.
	Reject
	The text is purposely flexible to allow implementers to either broadcast in the medium or send unicast frames to a small set of neighboring MPs.  

	554
	11A.2.4.4 Broadcast Forwarding: For neighbors that communicate on different channels through different radios, will a device that has two or more radios send multiple copies of broadcast messages?
	If so, this should be described. 
	Reject
	The text describes behavior in terms of MPs that are logical entities, not physical devices.  Multiple interfaces should therefore be treated as separate logical entities, although implementations may find ways to merge them.  

	555
	11A.2.4.4 Broadcast Forwarding:  Will a device that has two or more radios receive multiple copies of a broadcast? 
	If so, this is inefficient.  Modify to reduce the number of copies of broadcast/multicast transmissions.
	Reject
	While this may be inefficient if all devices have multiple interfaces, it is essential that the frame be transmitted on all interfaces if neighboring devices have only one interface.

	558
	Maximum number of hops allowed for this IE
	Specify
	Defer
	MIB Variable "MAX_TTL" will be added in TBD clause. Common for all uses of TTL. 

	686
	In Figure s108: Route Reply Element, the mandatory mesh address extension for the Route Reply IE is not illustrated.  Please refer to the 6-address scheme described in Clauses 7.1.3.5a.4 and 11A.2.4.
	Redraw Figure s108: Route Reply Element to use the mesh address extension.
	Counter
	The HWMP frames now have proxy addresses

	1030
	The value "2147483648" (note - no minus sign) is described as "the most negative possible integer in [32-bit twos-complement arithmetic]"... The concept being expressed in this paragraph is thus unclear - is roll-over to happen as if signed or unsigned arithmetic is in use?
	Review this paragraph and re-word such that the intention is clear. My initial suggestion is to remove the whole of the sentence in the text which begins "On the other hand, …" as it adds nothing to the concept being explained.
	Counter
	This paragraph is gone, thank goodness!

	1306
	Normally an element would be listed within frame formats to indicate which frames may legally carry the element. I see no text indicating which frames may legally carry any of the elements described in this subclause.
	Create normative text modifications to the appropriate frames that may carry the elements contained in this subclause which shall be moved to subclause 7 where they really belong
	Counter
	Appropriate frame formats were added and are now present in D1.05

	1328
	The current RREP IE does not support the mesh address extension based on a 6-address scheme described in Clauses 7.1.3.5a.4 and 11A.2.4.
	Extend the RREP IE to support the mesh address extension.
	Counter
	See CID 686

	1435
	The proactive RREQ accomplishes the same task as the proactive RANN.  Both operations lead to needless implementation complexity.  Therefore, remove proactive RREQ.
	Remove section 11A.5.1.3.1.
	Reject
	This is not explained anywhere but here's the gist of it: the proactive RREQ has very limited overhead and the proactive RANN is very robust because it uses unicast messages.  Both have specific pros and cons.  The complexity is mitigated by the fact that both use the same basic mechanisms.

	1437
	When the text states the "IE will be discarded," does that mean the entire frame containing the IE is discarded, or just the IE?
	Please clarify.
	Defer
	There are too many confusing "discarded" in the text.  We recommend "the IE will not be processed" instead of discarded.

	1439
	What is the lifetime field measured in?  Seconds, TU, or something else?
	As in comment.
	Counter
	Add " The lifetime is measured in TUs" in the end of the sentence describing the lifetime in clauses 7.3.2.7.4 and 7.3.2.7.5.  Remove Lifetime from 7.3.2.7.3 and 11A.8.8 (all tables).
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