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	LB110  Comment Resolution


1. COMMENT:  [From Spreadsheet]  INSERT Original Comment Here:
	ID
	Commenter
	Clause
	Pg
	Ln
	Type
	Comment
	Suggested Remedy
	Recommended Resolution

	251


	Hamilton, Mark


	7.3.2.36


	6
	37
	TR
	The usage of the WSIE is never described, except to say it outside the scope of the Standard.  Why are we adding an IE that serves no purpose to 802.11?  If there is higher-layer information to be exchanged, it should use data exchange techniques.


	Remove all references to the WSIE from the amendment.


	Rejected – The WIE is proposed to be redefined in Clause 3 (3.168b in the amendment).  The WAVE information element (WIE) is required within a WAVE beacon to establish a WAVE BSS.  Clause 2 – CID# 251 of this document specifies the proposed definition of WIE.

	252


	jalfon, marc


	7.3.2.26


	6
	38
	TR
	the semantics of WSIEs (or at least some fo them) should be defined in the specification, or at least a pointer to the specification should be provided.  If there is no 802.11 semantic associated with WSIE, then this info should be transmitted in data frames


	specify or provide reference


	Rejected – It is assumed that the comment is related to 7.3.2.36; not 26. The WIE is proposed to be redefined in Clause 3 (3.168b in the amendment).  The WAVE information element (WIE) is required within a WAVE beacon to establish a WAVE BSS.  Clause 2 – CID# 251 of this document specifies the proposed definition of WIE.

	259


	Fischer, Matthew


	7.3.2.36


	6


	38
	TR
	Wow! What an element! This is a standard? Unless there is some explicit indication of what is contained in this element, it is worthless. We already have a vendor specific IE which serves this purpose, only better, because it has OUI field.


	Delete this element.


	Rejected – 7.3.2.36 that the WAVE information element (WIE) contains management information indicating the details to the SME.  The WIE is not vendor specific information.  Clause 2 – CID# 251of this document proposes a definition for WIE.

	261


	Tolpin, Alexander


	7.3.2.26


	6
	38
	TR
	the semantics of WSIEs (or at least some fo them) should be defined in the specification, or at least a pointer to the specification should be provided.  If there is no 802.11 semantic associated with WSIE, then this info should be transmitted in data frames


	specify or provide reference


	Rejected – It is assumed that the comment is related to 7.3.2.36; not 26. The WIE is proposed to be redefined in Clause 3 (3.168b in the amendment).  The WAVE information element (WIE) is required within a WAVE beacon to establish a WAVE BSS.  Clause 2 – CID# 251 of this document specifies the proposed definition of WIE.

	263


	Rai, Vinuth


	7.3.2.36


	6
	39
	TR
	The WSIE ID value should be included in an updated Table 7-26, not in this section.   


	Delete the sentence: "The WSIE ID is:69" and insert new line into baseline document table 7-26 with the same information


	Accept - Accepted as per suggested remedy.

	264


	Emmelmann, Marc


	7.3.2.36


	6
	40
	TR
	"The WISE .... is prenent only in the On-demand-beacon frame." It is unclear if the WISE is a mandatory component of the on-demand beacon. I would suggest making it optional as it might be useful to transmit on-demand beacons without WSIE.


	Change 1st sentence to: "The WSIE, when used in management frames, may only be present in the On-demand beacon frame."


	Accept – (Accepted in principle).  See discussion related to CID# 264 in Clause 2 of this document.

	342


	Myles, Andrew


	7.3.2.16


	6
	43
	TR
	It appears from 7.3.2 that a WSIE has at least one octet of information

However, 7.3.2.16 does not specify this 


	Change so that 7.3.2.16 specifies content of information field to be at leat one octet in length


	Accept – (Accepted in principle).  It is assumed that the subclause reference for this comment is 7.3.2.36. - See discussion related to CID# 342 in Clause 2 of this document.

	353


	Stephenson, Dave


	7.3.2.36


	6
	50
	TR
	There is no text describing what value should be used in the length field.


	Add the text


	Rejected – The WIE is an information element as defined in subclause 7.3.2 of the base standard. The length is 1 octet, as for any information element  and thus value 1 to 255 may be assigned the the length field

	40


	Stephenson, Dave


	7.3.2.36


	6
	50
	TR
	There is no text describing what should go in the content field.  Given the statement that it is out-of-scope, at a minimum a normative external reference should be cited.


	Add the text


	Rejected - As specified in this subclause, the WIE  content field contains management information indicating details to the SME.  The WIE content is peer-to-peer information transparent to the 802.11 MAC sub-layer

	148


	Emmelmann, Marc


	10.37.1..2


	14
	52
	TR
	This service primitive may be used to announce a BSS or WBSS (line 9ff). Hence all the parameter should be valid if one whishes to announce a BSS. This is not true for WSIE as it is only part of the (on-demand) beacon if dot11WAVEServiceEnabled is ture. The latter is not necessarely the case for all possible BSSs.


	Require a WSIE length of 0 if dot11WAVEServiceEnabled is false. If the length of the SWIE is set to 0, the on-demand-beacon shall not contain a WSIE.


	Accepted – (accepted in principle).  It is assumed that the reference of the comment is 10.3.37.1.2.   -  For details see Clause 2 – relating to CID # 148 of this document.

	172


	Rai, Vinuth


	10.3.37.1.2


	14
	52
	TR
	• The WSIE is listed as if it is always present.  It should be noted that it is optionally present, and only when the STA is in WAVE mode


	• In the Description column of the WSIE entry, append “(optional if the STA is in WAVE mode, not present otherwise)”


	Accepted – Accepted as per suggested remedy.

	214


	Rai, Vinuth


	10.3.37.3.2


	16
	45
	TR
	It should be clarified that zero or more instances of the WSIE may be present.


	In the Description column of the WSIE entry, insert “(zero or more instances)” after “WAVE Service Information”


	Accepted – Accepted as per suggested remedy.


2. Background, Explanation, Discussion, etc.:

These Comments are associated with comments related to “WSIE Issue” classification
Relating to CID # 251
The proposed definition of WAVE information element (WIE), reads as follow: “An information element that contains information provided to the MAC through the MLME_SAP.  Note: Zero or more WIEs are included in the WAVE beacon.
Relating to CID # 264

Based on the comments received, new definitions related beacons used in WAVE mode, new definitions are proposed.  The on-demand beacon is defined as  “a beacon frame for which the on-demand beacon bit of the Extended Capabilities information element (see 7.3.2.27) is set to 1.   Note – Only one on-demand beacon frame is transmitted per MLME-ONDEMANDBEACON.request from the SME”.  It should be noted that the on-demand beacon is NOT exclusive to the P802.11p amendment.  The on-demand beacon, when used in WAVE mode, is defined as a WAVE beacon.  Zero or more WIEs are included in the WAVE beacon.  The WAVE beacon is defined as “a on-demand beacon frame for which the WAVE indication bit of the Extended Capabilities information is set to 1, sent by a WAVE mode STA”.
Relating to CID # 342

It is proposed to add a paragraph after the second paragraph of subclause 7.3.2.36.  The proposed paragraph reads “When WIE is included in a WAVE beacon, the content of the length field is greater than zero.”
Relating to CID # 148
The on-demand beacon is not exclusive to P802.11p.  The proposed definition of on-demand beacon is defined in CID #264 above.  The proposed WAVE beacon, also defined in CID# 264, is an on-demand beacon that may contain zero or more WIEs.  Therefore, no WIE is required in a on-demand beacon used in WAVE mode (WAVE beacon).
3. Recommended Resolution of the Comments:

See the right column above for the resolutions of the individual comments.
4. Recommended Changes to P802.11p D3.0:

3.
Definitions
Insert the following new definitions to read:
3.168b  WAVE information element (WIE): An information element that contains information provided to the MAC through the MLME_SAP.  

Note - Zero or more WIEs are included in the WAVE beacon.
3.168d  on-demand beacon: A beacon frame for which the on-demand beacon bit of the Extended Capabilities information element (see 7.3.2.27) is set to 1.   
Note – Only one on-demand beacon frame is transmitted per MLME-ONDEMANDBEACON.request from the SME
3.168e  WAVE beacon: A on-demand beacon frame for which the WAVE indication bit of the Extended Capabilities information is set to 1, sent by a WAVE mode STA.
7.3.2.36 WAVE information element (WIE)
Change the the text directly below Figure 7-95a to read:

The WIE content field contains management information indicating details to the Station Management Entity (SME) that are outside the scope of this standard. There may be multiple WIEs required to convey all the management information to the SME.
Add the following new paragraph after the second paragraph [aboce] of this subclause in P80211p/D3.0:
When WIE is included in a WAVE beacon, the content of the length field is greater than zero.
10.3.37.1.2 Semantics of the service primitive
Change the WISE row in the table to read:
	Name
	Type
	Valid Range
	Description

	WIE
	As defined in 7.3.2.36
	As defined in 7.3.2.36
	WAVE information element (optional in WAVE mode, not present otherwise)


10.3.37.3.2           Semantics of the service primitive
Change the WISE row in the table to read:
	Name
	Type
	Valid Range
	Description

	WIE
	As defined in 7.3.2.36
	As defined in 7.3.2.36
	WAVE information element (zero or more instances)


5. Motion (if technical and/or significant):

Move to accept the Recommended Resolutions to these comments and the Recommended changes to P802.11p D3.0 noted above and instruct the editor to make these changes to P802.11p D3.0.
Motion by: ___Francois Simon________________Date: 
Second:  ______________________

	Approve:
	Disapprove:
	Abstain:
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Abstract


This paper addresses the comments addressing “WSIE Issue” classification.  It includes responses to CR#: 40, 148, 172, 214, 251, 252, 259, 261, 263, 264, 342, and 353.
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