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	LB144  Comment Resolution


1
COMMENTS with Proposed Resolutions:

	ID
	Commenter
	Clause
	Pg
	Ln
	Type
	Comment
	Suggested Remedy
	Resolution
	Comment Resolution

	222
	Perahia, Eldad
	J
	32
	1
	TR
	If operation in 2.4GHz taught us anything, it is that partially overlapping channels are an incredible pain to deal with.  TGp currently has channel sets defined such that a channel exists every 5 MHz, just like in 2.4GHz.  This is not acceptable.
	Disallow partial overlapping channels.  Refer to 802.11-2007, 802.11y, and 802.11n D8.0 as to how to properly define channel sets.
	 Declined
	 Operation outside the context of a BSS has significant involvement of the higher layer, and also supports pre-assignment of the channels that may be in use in a geographic area.

	223
	Perahia, Eldad
	J
	32
	14
	TR
	What are the rules for 40 MHz operation?
	please clarify, or remove 40 MHz channelization
	 TBD
	 

	225
	Perahia, Eldad
	J
	32
	31
	TR
	If operation in 2.4GHz taught us anything, it is that partially overlapping channels are an incredible pain to deal with.  TGp currently has channel sets defined such that a channel exists every 5 MHz, just like in 2.4GHz.  This is not acceptable.
	Disallow partial overlapping channels.  Refer to 802.11-2007, 802.11y, and 802.11n D8.0 as to how to properly define channel sets.
	 Declined
	See 222 

	226
	Roy, Richard
	Annex J
	32
	32
	TR
	Table J-2 should have a 30MHz channel set for the European allocation.
	Add a 30 MHz channel set.
	 Declined
	 This request was previously dealt with in resolution to LB125, and declined.  To implement such a change requires not just an entry into a table in J, but also that the PHY characteristics for 30MHz channel spacing be defined.   This request is outside the scope of TGp.

	228
	Perahia, Eldad
	J
	32
	50
	TR
	ANA+4 uses a new emissions limit set for Part 90, but an existing behavior limits set defined for Part 15 devices
	please clarify
	 Accepted
	See resolution document xxx

	229
	Perahia, Eldad
	J
	32
	50
	TR
	How is coexistence addressed between TGp devices in the 5.47-5.725GHz band and 11a and 11n devices?
	Address coexistence with legacy 11a and 11n devices, or remove TGp operation in 5.47-5.725GHz band
	 TBD 
	 

	230
	Perahia, Eldad
	J
	32
	50
	TR
	The purpose of TGp is described as "communicate directly with another such device outside of an independent or infrastructure network".  The 5.47-5.725GHz band requires DFS, which is pretty much defined in terms of BSS and IBSS operation.  TGp does not appear to have addressed DFS and TPC in 11.8 and 11.9
	TGp needs to provide the means to perform DFS outside of an independent or infrastructure network, or remove TGp operation in 5.47-5.725GHz band
	 Declined
	 DFS and TPC are a function of the higher layer when do11OCBEnabled is TRUE.   The DFS and TPC functionality in 802.11 is not applicable.

	231
	Perahia, Eldad
	J
	32
	52
	TR
	ANA+5 uses a new emissions limit set for Part 90, but an existing behavior limits set defined for Part 15 devices
	please clarify
	  Accepted
	 See 228

	232
	Perahia, Eldad
	J
	32
	53
	TR
	What are the rules for 40 MHz operation?
	please clarify, or remove 40 MHz channelization
	  TBD
	 See 223

	233
	Perahia, Eldad
	J
	32
	53
	TR
	ANA+6 uses a new emissions limit set for Part 90, but an existing behavior limits set defined for Part 15 devices
	please clarify
	 Accepted
	 See 228

	234
	Kenney, John
	J.2.2
	33
	22
	E
	ULS is not in the abbreviation list in clause 4.
	Spell out what ULS stands for or put ULS into Clause 4.
	Counter
	 Accepted in principle.  Already done by IEEE 802.11y-2008 in J.2.1

	235
	Cypher, David
	J.2.2
	33
	31
	ER
	As per 11-09-0190-00-0000-jan-2009-closing-plenary-reports.ptt, Slide 12, third bullet; Booleans should be capitalized: TRUE and FALSE when “set to” 
	Change true to TRUE
	 Accepted
	 

	236
	Ecclesine, Peter
	J.2.3
	33
	42
	TR
	There is no "ANAR" in this text. Have you covered DFS and TPC requirements with these statements? I don't think so.
	Put the correct values in the draft.
	 Accepted
	 Will limit as accepted in 239

DFS and TPC are deferred to the higher layers which perform channel amangement when operating outside the context of a BSS???

	237
	Malarky, Alastair
	J.2.3
	33
	48
	E
	Missing comma after "dot11SpectrumManagementRequired"
	Add comma
	 Accepted
	 

	238
	Cypher, David
	J.2.4
	33
	53
	ER
	As per 11-09-0190-00-0000-jan-2009-closing-plenary-reports.ptt, Slide 12, third bullet; Booleans should be capitalized: TRUE and FALSE when “set to” 
	Change true to TRUE
	 Accepted
	

	239
	Stephens, Adrian
	J.2.4
	33
	53
	TR
	"STAs shall have the following elements set to "true":"

You probably want to limit this.  For example,  it requires that 802.11 STAs supporting only the infrared PHY also support spectrum management.
	Add a statement that limits it to something.   The heading may give a clue as to what to put in this statement.
	 Accepted
	 Change to “ STAs in Regulatory Classes <ANAR> through <ANAR+3> shall have the following elements set to

"TRUE"

	240
	Stephens, Adrian
	J.2.4
	33
	53
	E
	set to "true"

Two problems:
1.  It is not necessary to quote 'immediate values'.  
2.  The immedate value is represented in upper case

Same issue in J.2.2
	replace with: set to TRUE
	 Accepted
	


2
Discussion
Discussion on Comments 222 & 225
It is understood that the BSS and IBSS, i.e. with channel scanning, are an incredible pain to deal with.  Thus for BSS or IBSS operation it is agreed that non-overlapping channel sets are important.  However operation outside the context of a BSS does not involve scanning and has significant involvement of the higher layer in channel configuration, although such involvement is outside the scope of 802.11.  Further such higher layer management supports pre-assignment of the channels that may be in use in a geographic area.  Such assignment would be on a non-overlapping basis. Therefore it is not appropriate to limit the channel possibilities in 802.11.

Discussion on Comments 223 & 232
TBD  Need guidance on this one.
Discussion on Comment 226

This request was previously dealt with in resolution to LB125, and declined.

To implement such a change requires not just an entry into a table in J, but also requires that the PHY requirements for 30MHz channel spacing be defined. 

This request is outside the scope of TGp.  The PAR scope states “The amendment will support communications in the 5 GHz bands; specifically 5.850-5.925 GHz band within North America with the aim to enhance the mobility and safety of all forms of surface transportation, including rail and marine”.  While TGp has included support for operation outside North America, defining significant new PHY requirements for a European specific requirement is not considered in scope.  The required changes are significant enough that a study group should be formed or a PAR raised to introduce them.

Discussion on Comments 228, 231 & 233
TBD  This is a European issue – Dick to tell us what they want to do.
Discussion on Comments 229
TBD  Need guidance on this one.
Discussion on Comments 230 & 236
Operation outside the context of a BSS requires the higher layer to become more involved in a number of items, including the provision of security, and also DFS and TPC. , The DFS and TPC functionality in 802.11 is not applicable to operation of data frames outside the context of a BSS.

3
Proposed Modifications to P802.11pD6
TBD
4
Motion

Move to accept the Recommended Resolutions to these comments, and incorporate the Proposed Modifications to P802.11pD6 noted above and instruct the editor to make these changes to the latest P802.11p draft:
Motion by: ____________________Date: _________________
Second:  ______________________

	Approve:
	Disapprove:
	Abstain:


References:




Abstract


This document addresses LB 144 CIDs numbers 222, 223, 225, 226 and 228-240 all of which apply to Annex J. 





Comment resolutions and changes to the draft 802.11p amendment are provided and a motion prepared to incorporate the changes and accept the comment resolutions proposed.
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