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Introduction

Interpretation of a Motion to Adopt

A motion to approve this submission means that the editing instructions and any changed or added material are actioned in the TGm Draft.  This introduction, is not part of the adopted material.

Editing instructions formatted like this are intended to be copied into the TGm Draft (i.e. they are instructions to the 802.11 editor on how to merge the TGy amendment with the baseline documents).

TGm Editor:  Editing instructions preceded by “TGm Editor” are instructions to the TGm editor to modify existing material in the TGm draft.   As a result of adopting the changes, the TGm editor will execute the instructions rather than copy them to the TGm Draft.

Summission Note: Notes to the reader of this submission are not part of the motion to adopt.  These notes are there to clarify or provide context.

Clause 11
	CID
	Page
	Clause
	Comment
	Proposed Change

	1544
	659.05
	11.11.2.2
	It is unnecessary to indicate the type,  subtype, category and action fields for this message.   It suffices to say that it formats a DSE Enablement frame.  Further the direction "from requester to responder" is unnecessary,  because the procedure is describing a frame transmitted by the requester.
	In bullet a),  change "enablement message" to "DSE Enablement frame".   Delete the Dashed list items for message type and subtype and direction of message.

This now leaves a single dashed list entry.  Collapse that entry into item 1) as follows:   "Specific information items in the enablement message are as follows:",  and promote the four bulleted items up one level of nesting,  while changing the style to the proper style for a 3-nested ordered list.

Make matching changes in 11.11.2.3 and 11.11.2.4

	1545
	659.58
	11.11.2.3
	No value is specified for the Enablement identifier
	Specify how this is set.

	1546
	659.58
	11.11.2.3
	No value is specified for the Reason result code
	Specify how this is set.

	1547
	660.03
	11.11.2.4
	A confirm should be indicated for every .request,  including when the enablement state variable is not set to Enabled.
	Change the logic so that a confirm is issued in all cases.

	1548
	659.21
	11.11.2.2
	According to this logic, the confirm is issued at the end of the management frame transmission,  before receiving any Ack,  and regardless of whether an Ack is ever received or not.
	Assuming that the DSE Enablement frame is acknowledged:
1.  Add "On receipt of an Ack frame that acknowledges the DSE Enablement frame, " before item b).
2.  Add a new item c) "If no acknowledgement is received for the DSE Enblement frame within a period of EnablementTimeLimit TUs measured from the receipt of the MLME-ENABLEMENT.request primitive,  issue an MLME-ENABLEMENT.confirm primitive with ResultCode set to TIMEOUT.

	1549
	660.24
	11.11.2.4
	Under what conditions can the deenablement not be successful?  According to the logic shown,  there are no such conditions.
	Define in items 1) and 2) what comprises successful deenablement.  For instance,  is this the receipt of an Ack frame to the DSE Denablement frame within an unspecified timeout?

	1550
	661.04
	11.11.3
	"A registered STA that is not an enabling STA may operate as an AP in an infrastructure BSS and relay Public Action frames (specifically, DSE Enablement, DSE Deenablement, DSE Measurement Request, DSE Measurement Report, DSE Power Constraint) from a dependent STA to its enabling STA."

This is underspecified.   During the "relay" what fields of the DSE frames are preserved, and what updated?    Is the scope of the relay within the AP's BSS,  or its BSA?
	Describe in more detail what this relay is.


CIDs: 1544, 1545, 1546, 1547, 1548, 1549, 1550
Discussion:

In 11mb/D1.0: All these clause 11 Regulatory comments are not required comments.
CID 1548 suggests “Assuming that the DSE Enablement frame is acknowledged:
1.  Add "On receipt of an Ack frame that acknowledges the DSE Enablement frame, " before item b).”, but the format of the paragraph requires that the added text be inserted within item(b), not before it. Propose to Accept in Principle CID 1548 and change item (b) with the added text. Additionally, will add text for the case where one or more invalid request parameters are present.

CID 1549 says “Under what conditions can the deenablement not be successful?  According to the logic shown,  there are no such conditions.”. Table 7-57f2 in 7.4.7.4 shows Reason result code 5 indicates Request not successful as one or more parameters have invalid values. Propose to Accept in Principle CID 1549 and add new procedure item (a) to both deenablement request and enablement request specifying the conditions to issue a confirm indicating INVALID_PARAMETERS. Also add deenablement TIMEOUT test and text per proposed resolution to CID 1548m but with DIFS timeout period as there is no confirm message. When a deenablement responder STA issues an MLME-DEENABLEMENT.indication primitive and the enablement state variable for the deenablement requester STA is set to Unenabled, the responder STA cannot transmit anything until attempting enablement with another enabling STA. If no other enabling STA is found, it is time for a power reset.
CID 1550 says about relaying “This is underspecified.   During the "relay" what fields of the DSE frames are preserved, and what updated?    Is the scope of the relay within the AP's BSS,  or its BSA?” The 802.11y published amendment has no guidance about relaying frames. Propose to Accept in Principle CID 1550, inserting this sentence: “The specification of the algorithm by which Public Action frames are relayed is beyond the scope of this standard.”
Propose Accept Comments 1544, 1545, 1546 and 1547 without discussion.

Proposed Resolution:

Accept: 1544, 1545, 1546 and 1547
Accept in Principle based on discussion and editorial instructions in 09/1111r0: 1548, 1549 and 1550
Editing Instructions:
Change  text for 7.4.7.4 Table 7-57f2 value 4 from “Reserved” to “Handshake timeout”
Change text in 10.3.38.2.2 Result code, Valid range, as follows:

SUCCESS, TIMEOUT, INVALID_PARAMETERS
Change the text and style to the proper style for a 3-nested ordered list in 11.11.2.2(a)as follows:

a) If one or more request parameters are invalid, issue an MLME-ENABLEMENT.confirm primitive with ReasonResultCode set to INVALID_PARAMETERS; else 
b) Construct and transmit a DSE enablement frame requesting enablement.
1) Specific items in the enablement message are as follows.

— Message type: Management

— Message subtype: Action, Public Action, DSE Enablement

— Information items:
· STA identity assertion (in RequesterSTAAddress)

· Enabling STA identity assertion (in ResponderSTAAddress)

· Reason result code = 2

· Enablement identifier = 0

— Direction of message: From requester to responder
Renumber and change the first sentence of 11.11.2.2(b) as follows:

c) On receipt of an Ack frame that acknowledges the DSE Enablement frame, Iissue an MLME-ENABLEMENT.confirm
Insert text after the last sentence of 11.11.2.2(b) as follows:

d) If no acknowledgement is received for the DSE Enblement frame within a period of EnablementTimeLimit TUs measured from the receipt of the MLME-ENABLEMENT.request primitive, issue an MLME-ENABLEMENT.confirm primitive with ResultCode set to TIMEOUT.

Change the text in the last sentence of 11.11.2.3(a) as follows:

and with a unique dependent enablement identifier chosen to be unique among all dependent enablement identifiers that have been assigned if enablement was successful. The enablement responder shall transmit the ResultCode parameter from the .comfirm primitive mapped as specified in Table 7-57f1 (Reason  result codes) of 7.4.7.3 to indicate the result of the enablement request.
Change the text and style to the proper style for a 3-nested ordered list in 11.11.2.3(a)(1) as follows:

1) Specific items in the enablement message response are as follows:

— Message type: Management

— Message subtype: Action, Public Action, DSE Enablement

— Information items:

· STA identity assertion (in RequesterSTAAddress)

· Enabling STA identity assertion (in ResponderSTAAddress)

· The result of the requested enablement as defined in 7.4.7.3 (DSE Enablement frame

· format)

· Enablement identifier

— Direction of message: From responder to requester
Change the text and style to the proper style for a 3-nested ordered list in 11.11.2.4 as follows:

Upon receipt of an MLME-DEENABLEMENT.request primitive with the enablement state variable for the

deenablement responder STA set to Enabled, the deenablement requester STA shall perform the following

procedure:

a)  If one or more request parameters are invalid, issue an MLME-ENABLEMENT.confirm primitive with ReasonResultCode set to INVALID_PARAMETERS; else 
b) Create and transmit a DSE Deenablement frame to the deenablement responder STA.
1) Specific items in the deenablement message are as follows:

— Message type: Management

— Message subtype: Action, Public Action, DSE Deenablement

— Information items:

· Enabling STA identity assertion (in RequesterSTAAddress)

· STA identity assertion (in ResponderSTAAddress)

· Reason result code = 2

— Direction of message: From requester to responder
Renumber and change the first sentence of 11.11.2.4(b) as follows:

c) On receipt of an Ack frame that acknowledges the DSE Deenablement frame, Iissue an MLME-DEENABLEMENT.confirm
Insert text after the last sentence of 11.11.2.4(b) as follows:

d) If no acknowledgement is received for the DSE Deenblement frame within a DIFS period, issue an MLME-DEENABLEMENT.confirm primitive with ResultCode set to TIMEOUT.

Insert text in 11.11.3 before final sentence:

The specification of the algorithm by which Public Action frames are relayed is beyond the scope of this standard.
Annexes D, I and J
	CID
	Page
	Clause
	Comment
	Proposed Change

	1054
	923.30
	18.4.6.2
	The frequency plan specified here is obsolete, and is not used in current products that claim 802.11 conformance. Amendment 1, 11k, added 2.4 GHz band Regulatory Classes for US, ETSI and Japan.  This clause should be like 17.3.8.3.3, "The set of valid operating channel numbers by regulatory domain is defined in Annex J."
	Deprecate this table and add Regulatory Classes for China in Annexes I and J. Add a requirement to support J.1 class 12, J.2 class 4, J.3 classes 30 and 31, and the China 2.4 GHz class.
	
	
	
	

	1055
	810.18
	15.4.6.2
	The frequency plan specified here is obsolete, and is not used in current products that claim 802.11 conformance. Amendment 1, 11k, added 2.4 GHz band Regulatory Classes for US, ETSI and Japan.  This clause should be like 17.3.8.3.3, "The set of valid operating channel numbers by regulatory domain is defined in Annex J."
	Deprecate this table and add Regulatory Classes for China in Annexes I and J. Add a requirement to support J.1 class 12, J.2 class 4, J.3 classes 30 and 31, and the China 2.4 GHz class.
	
	

	1059
	1316.40
	D
	Country string third character values "space", "I", and "O" do not allow the possbility of complying with some environments of the country but not all. The distinction is obsolete, and I know of no products introduced since 2004 that use "I" or "O" or correctly use "space".
	Change the description of the third character to allow only "space" for a country or "X" for a non-country.

	1203
	1488.20
	I Table I.2
	Reference for 5.25 - 5.35 and 5.47 - 5.725 bands missing
	In the row labeled “4 Part 15 License Exempt bands” add “, 15.407” in the column labeled “United States”

	1204
	1489.30
	I Table I.3
	Reference for 5.25 - 5.35 and 5.47 - 5.725 bands missing
	In the row labeled “10 Part 15 License Exempt bands” add “, 15.407” in the column labeled “United States”

	1205
	1490.36
	I Table !.4
	Power limit is incorrect
	In the row labeled “5.25–5.35“ change “200” to “250” in the column labeled “United States (Maximum output power with up to 6 dBi antenna gain) (mW)”

	1206
	1490.38
	I Table !.4
	No power limit shown
	In the row labeled “5.470–5.725 “insert “250 (12.5 mW/MHz)” in the column labeled “United States (Maximum output power with up to 6 dBi antenna gain) (mW)”

	1216
	1493.12
	J.1
	Annex J defines regulatory classes for a subset of regions (US, Europe, Japan). In theory, providing information only for some regions in 802.11 seems reasonable. However, the way that regulatory classes are now used in couple of frames and will be used in future amendments introduce a serious limitation to the applicability of the standard in major areas like China, Australia, South America, Africa, and so on. Furthermore, the way that the regulatory class numbers are defined by using a separate numbering space for each region can make it difficult to use this number with a channel number as an identifier for a channel since STAs would always need to know in which region they are (which may or may not be that clear depending on whether there are Beacon frames available with Country IE).
	Specify how 802.11 frames that include Regulatory Class octet are to be used in places outside the three regions (US, EU, JP) defined in Annex J or make Annex J define regulatory classes for all countries.

	1300
	1490.38
	I.2.2
	there is no tx power or EIRP level for US in Table I.4 for the 5.47-5.725 band.  It may be implied that operation in this band in the US is not permitted, which is not true.
	add tx power or EIRP level

	1301
	1494.01
	J.1
	we have transmit power regulatory information in both Annex I (Tables I.4-6) and Annex J (Tables J.1-3).
	pick one location and unify information in the draft


CIDs: 1054, 1055, 1059, 1203, 1204, 1205, 1206, 1216, 1300, 1301
Discussion:
In 11mb/D1.0: All Regulatory comments except 1059, 1216, 1300 and 1301 are not required comments.

Regulatory comment CIDs 1206 and 1300 ask for 5.47-5.725 GHz transmit power limit to be specified in Annex I.2.2, and we accept doing this.

Regulatory comment CID 1205 notes the 5.25-5.35 GHz Table I.4 transmit power limit is incorrect, indeed all the U-NII bands are incorrect. Propose to Accept in Principle CID 1205 and correct the transmit power levels for the U-NII bands in the United States.
Regulatory comment CID 1301 asks for transmit power to be specified in one place, not two, and we accept putting it in Annex I and removing it from Annex J.

Regulatory comment 1216 asks for a more scaleable way to convey Country Information and Regulatory Classes, and we accept doing this. The method combines this comment with the resolution of CIDs 1054, 1055 and 1059 by allowing the third character to be an Annex J table number e.g., Table J.1 is table number one. Propose to Accept in Principle CID 1059 and CID 1216, inserting a fifth possibility for the third octet of the Country String: “5. the Regulatory Class table number currently in use, from the tables defined in Annex J, e.g., Table J.1 is table number one."

General comments 1054 and 1055 ask for Annex J to be modified to support DSSS and ERP operation in China, and to modify clause 15 and 18 to allow the use of Regulatory Classes in China. Given the proposed resolution for CIDs 1059 and 1216, China operations can use Table J.1 and J.2 by setting the country string octets to x43, x4E, x01 or x43, x4E, x02 as appropriate.
Propose Accept Comments 1203 and 1206 without discussion.

Proposed Resolution:

Accept: 1203, 1204, 1205, 1206, 1300 and 1301
Accept in Principle based on discussion and editorial instructions in 09/1111r0: 1054, 1055, 1059, 1205 and 1216

In 11mb/D1.0:
Change text in Annex D dot11CountryString description as shown:
The third octet shall be one of the following:

1. an ASCII space character, if the regulations under

which the station is operating encompass all
environments for the current frequency band in the country,

2. an ASCII 'O' character, if the regulations under

which the station is operating are for an Outdoor

environment only, or

3. an ASCII 'I' character, if the regulations under

which the station is operating are for an Indoor

environment only.

4. an ASCII 'X' character, if the station is operating

under a non-country entity. The first two octets of the

non-country entity shall be two ASCII 'XX' characters.

5. the Regulatory Class table number currently in use, from the tables defined in Annex J, e.g., Table J.1 is table number one."
Change text in Annex I Table I.2 United States description as shown:

4 Part 15 License Exempt bands
FCC CFR47 [B8], 15.247, 15.407
Change text in Annex I Table I.3 United States description as shown:

4 dynamic frequency selection
15.407Reserved
Change text in Annex I Table I.4 United States description as shown:
5.15-5.25
5040
5.25-5.35
250200

5.470-5.725
250---

5.725-5.825
1 000800
Delete seventh paragraph text and Table Columns labelled “Transmit power limit” in Annex J.1 
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