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CID       Sec.       Pg.    Ln.             Comment                                  Proposal                      Proposed Resolution

	25
	9.13.3.1
	127
	8
	There is no difference between 20 MHz transmission and 40 MHz transmission in Table n49. 
	Delete type of transmission from Table n49. 
Change the sentence in l.1, p.127 from "The type of protection that is required depends on the type of transmission as well as the type of the non-HT STAs that are present in the BSS." to "The type of protection that is required depends on the type of transmission, i.e., 20 MHz transmission or 40 MHz transmission, as well as the type of the non-HT STAs that are present in the BSS."
	Counter, accept in principle.


Editor: on page 132, table 9-6, D.2.07, delete the second table row and in the first column modify the text as follows:
”20 MHz transmission or 40 MHz transmission:”
	1538
	9.13.3.1
	127
	15
	The two rows in the table for 20MHz and 40MHz seems to be saying the same thing.
	Collapse into one row, so it is easier to follow.
	Counter, accept in principle. See CID 25.


	1539
	9.13.3.1
	127
	26
	The row about 40MHz transmission implies that 40MHz can be protected when a protection frame is sent in Clause 15/18 rate.  However, the second channel will not be protected in this case.
	Disallow the use of 40MHz transmission when Use Protection = 1.
	Counter: New 20-40 MHz coexistence mechanisms in 07/0614r10 addresses this issue. 


	1848
	9.13.3
	127
	32-35
	The suggested protection mechanism only protects transmission on the primary channel although the intended transmission is for 40MHz.
	Add non-HT duplicate DSSS waveform to the spec and suggest using it as a protection mechanism for  40MHz transmission when use protection bit is set to one.
	Reject. Reason for rejection: New 20-40 MHz coexistence mechanism in 07/0614r10 addresses this issue. Non-HT duplicate DSSS protects only STA that is transmitting the duplicate DSSS mode from legacy devices, in some cases (depending of the offset between channels and link budget). Coexistence mechanisms in 07/0614 have more general scope.


	2906
	9.20.4
	164
	
	The protection mechanism is inadequate for OBSSs, particularly during the scanning period started once an OBSS is detected.
	Add duplicate DSSS to allow for the well-known MAC protection mechanisms in 20/40 MHz operation in 2.4 GHz.
	Reject. Reason for rejection: New 20-40 MHz coexistence mechanism in 07/0614r10 addresses this issue. Non-HT duplicate DSSS protects only STA that is transmitting the duplicate DSSS mode from legacy devices, in some cases (depending of the offset between channels and link budget). Coexistence mechanisms in 07/0614 have more general scope.





Abstract


This submission suggests resolutions of LB97 COEX comments related to the sub-topic Protection Mechanisms. The following CIDs are addressed: 25, 1538, 1539, 1848, and 2906.








The changes marked in this document are based on the TGn Draft 2.07.
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