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	1702
	127.40
	40
	9.13.3.1
	According to Table n49 column 2, only GF or RIFS transmissions must be protected.
	Change "shall" to "may". Replace a)-d) with the following: "Under the conditions of column 2 of Table n 49, HT transmissions may be protected as follows: Using a non-HT or HT_MF preamble, transmit a first PPDU that requires a response that is sent as a non-HT frame or a non-HT duplicate frame." Keep the NOTE.
	Counter. Modify Tables 9-6 and 9-7 as per 07/2316r3 (which has already been accepted)

	2222
	127.55
	55
	9.13.3.1
	"Using a mixed format preamble, transmit first a PPDU that requires a response that is sent as a non-
HT frame or non-HT duplicate frame."  

The MAC doesn't know about mixed format preamble.
	Reword thus: "Using a PPDU with the TXVECTOR FORMAT parameter set to HT_MM, transmit an initial frame that requires a response that is sent as a non-HT frame or non-HT duplicate frame.
	Counter. Change the sentence (which now appears in Table 9-7) as proposed, but substituting HT_MM with HT_MF.

	1704
	476.01
	1
	Annex T


	Table T1 has several problems. Layers are confusing. It seems to me that the columns (2, 3) corresponding to the settings in OBSS are the input and the settings in columns (4, 5) and (6, 7) are the possible settings by the AP. Where is the case where the columns (2, 3) are no known. I assume that is the same as (0, 0). How does an AP know if it is under condition 1d or 2a, 2b, 2c? Isn't 3, the same as 1a, 1b or 1c or Unknown? What is the meaning of Layer 3 in the last row?


	While I think the table is useful, it would be better if it provided possible settings that an AP might use to accomplish protection, given what it observes from OBSS AP. A simpler table would be a lot more likely to be useful, certainly given that it is in an informative annex that can be ignored otherwise.


	Reject. The task group believes the table (which is now Table R.1 in Annex R.2) is sufficiently clear and useful.


TGn Editor: change the fifth row of Table 9-7 as shown below:
	Table 9-7-Applicable HT protection mechanisms

	HT protection mechanism

	

	

	

	Using a PPDU with the TXVECTOR FORMAT parameter set to HT_MF HT mixed format (#35), transmit first a PPDU that requires a response that is

sent as a non-HT PPDU (#821) or non-HT duplicate PPDU (#821). The remaining

TXOP following the first PPDU exchange may contain HT greenfield format and/or

RIFS sequences.





Abstract


This submission suggests resolutions of LB97 Coex comments related to the sub-topic Protection Mechanisms. The following CIDs are addressed: 1702, 2222, 1704.





The changes marked in this document are based on TGn Draft 2.06
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