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SB0 (Initial Sponsor Ballot)
Comments recycled from D7.04 edits

	CID
	Page
	Clause
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Resolution
	Edit Status
	Edit Notes

	81
	334.26
	20.4.2
	Surely ChannelAgility (i.e. frequency hopping in 2.4) is incompatible with use of 20MHz channels, let alone 40 MHz channels.
	Require ChannelAgilityPresent and Enabled to be false or remove the variables (I don't know if this is possible).
	AGREE IN PRINCIPLE (PHY: 2009-01-22 15:08:21Z) - As in Document 11-09-0147r1: Agree in principle. Change both entries from "Implementation dependent" to "false/boolean" and from "static" to "dynamic".
	EMR
	EDITOR: 2009-02-03 14:46:33Z The edit as specified cannot be carried out as the enabled variable is already marked "dynamic". I believe the intent was to mark them both static so that a value of true will never be seen for either variable in an HT STA. I have made these edits in D7.04, and request review by the CRC that this was the intent.


Proposed Resolution:

Agree in principle. Change both entries from "Implementation dependent" to "false/boolean" and from "dynamic" to "static".
	93
	118.5
	9.6.0e.2
	"If a Basic BlockAckReq or Basic BlockAck is carried in a non-HT PPDU, the transmitting STA MAY transmit the frame using a rate supported by the receiver STA, as reported in the Supported Rates element and/or Extended Supported Rates element in frames transmitted by that STA." What does the MAY mean? Can the transmitting STA may also transmit the frame using a rate not supported by the receiver STA? I think SHALL should be used here.
	Clarify it.
	AGREE IN PRINCIPLE (MAC: 2009-02-02 16:46:12Z) - TGn editor to change "may" to "shall" in the cited location
	EMR
	EDITOR: 2009-02-03 11:12:41Z There's an implied conditional to the "shall" which is "if known". The may allowed the get-out of "I don't know it". The shall needs the get-out to be made explicit. Reworded thus: "If a (#5462) Basic BlockAckReq or (#5462) Basic BlockAck (#7211)is carried in a non-HT PPDU, the transmitting STA shall(#93) transmit the frame using a rate supported by the receiver STA, (#93)if known (as reported in the Supported Rates element and/or Extended Supported Rates element in frames transmitted by that STA)(#93). "


Proposed Resolution:

Change the cited sentence to read:  (tags show location of changes)

“If a Basic BlockAckReq or Basic BlockAck is carried in a non-HT PPDU, the transmitting STA shall(#93) transmit the frame using a rate supported by the receiver STA, (#93)if known (as reported in the Supported Rates element and/or Extended Supported Rates element in frames transmitted by that STA).”
	134
	177.21
	9.19.3
	"A beamformee that sets the Explicit Transmit Beamforming CSI Feedback field of its HT Capabilities element to either 2 or 3 shall transmit an immediate or aggregated feedback as a response to a non-NDP request for feedback in a frame that is appropriate for the current frame exchange sequence as follows:" Are these rules not applicable for compressed and non-compressed feedback? Change text as suggested
	A beamformee that sets the Explicit Transmit Beamforming CSI Feedback field or Explicit Non-compressed Beamforming Feedback Capable or Explicit Compressed Beamforming Feedback Capable of its HT Capabilities element to either 2 or 3 shall transmit an immediate or aggregated feedback as a response to a non-NDP request for feedback in a frame that is appropriate for the current frame exchange sequence as follows:
	AGREE (PHY: 2009-01-22 16:12:39Z) - As in Document 11-09-0150r2.
	EIR
	EDITOR: 2009-02-03 11:21:38Z This should be a "P", not an "A". Edits under CIDs 133, 134 and 135 in this doc are flagged with CID 133.

	135
	177.43
	9.19.3
	"A beamformee that sets the Explicit Transmit Beamforming CSI Feedback field of its HT Capabilities element to either 2 or 3 shall transmit immediate or aggregated feedback as a response to an NDP request for feedback in a frame that is appropriate for the current frame exchange sequence as follows:" Are these rules not applicable for compressed and non-compressed feedback? Change text as suggested
	A beamformee that sets the Explicit Transmit Beamforming CSI Feedback field or Explicit Non-compressed Beamforming Feedback Capable or Explicit Compressed Beamforming Feedback Capable of its HT Capabilities element to either 2 or 3 shall immediate or aggregated feedback as a response to an NDP request for feedback in a frame that is appropriate for the current frame exchange sequence as follows:
	AGREE (PHY: 2009-01-22 16:13:07Z) - As in Document 11-09-0150r2.
	EIR
	EDITOR: 2009-02-03 11:22:44Z This should be a "P", not an "A". Edits under CIDs 133, 134 and 135 in this doc are flagged with CID 133.


Proposed Resolution (to both CIDs):

AGREE IN PRINCIPLE - As in Document 11-09-0150r2.



Abstract


During sponsor ballot of P802.11n,  the editor may need to recycle comments approved by the comment resolution committee (CRC) for further work,  for example,  if they conflict with other resolutions or contain obvious errors.





This document will accumulate all such comments during the entire sponsor ballot process.
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