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	“Sponsor Ballot” Comment Resolution


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

	1071


	Kenney, John


	17.3.10.2


	18
	33
	T
	The sentence "If dot11ACRType = 2, the optional enhanced receiver performance specifications given in Table 17-13a shall apply" is confusing because it mixes "optional" and "shall". I believe the intent is to say that if a STA sets this to 2 it indicates that it supports the optional enhanced values.


	Replace this sentence with: "A STA that sets dot11ACRType = 2 indicates that it supports the optional enhanced receiver performance specifications given in Table 17-13a."


	Principle. Change sentence to read: If a STA has dot11ACRType=2, the adjacent channel rejection shall be no less than specified in Table 17-13a.

	1072


	Kenney, John


	17.3.10.2
	19
	36
	T
	The sentence beginning "For a conformant PHY meeting the optional" is confusing because the "shall" is met by definition when the condition is met, i.e. meeting the optional specification means that the measured rejection is no less than specified in the table. The requirement should be stated in terms of a STA that sets dot11ACRType to 2.


	Change "For a conformant PHY meeting the optional enhanced receiver performance specifications" to "For a STA that sets dot11ACRType = 2"


	Principle.

Delete sentence 4 in 17.3.10.2.

	1073


	Kenney, John


	17.3.10.2


	19
	37
	T
	This inserted paragraph is written as if there would be two separate tests conducted for channel rejection, one outlined in the baseline 802.11-2007 paragraph and a second outlined in this paragraph. In reality there would be one measurement, and the result would be compared against table 17-13 as indicated in the first paragraph and also (perhaps) against table 17-13a. The sentences that create the misimpression are the third and fifth of this paragraph. The third sentence repeats the requirement that the signal is a conformant OFDM signal and unsynchronized with the other signal. These requirements are stated in the baseline paragraph and it is not necessary to repeat them. Repeating them creates a misimpression that there is a second test. The fifth and final sentence states that the minimum sensitivities are those from table 17-13. Again, that requirement is stated in the baseline paragraph and repeating it here creates a misimpression.


	Change the third sentence to: "The results in Table 17-13a are applicable when the interfering signal in the adjacent channel conforms to transmit mask M (see Figure I.2)." Delete the fifth sentence.


	Disagree.                 All 802.11 devices should meet the ACR and AACR values in the base document. For enhanced performance, additional tests meeting the values in 17-13a are needed, using transmit mask M applied to the interfering signal (which is different from the test in the baseline document), for each specific bandwidth/coding rate/modulation rate being employed. The fifth sentence cannot be deleted because it points to the receiver sensitivities that are used for each bandwidth/coding rate/modulation combination.

	1074


	Kenney, John


	17.3.10.3


	20
	14
	T
	The sentence "If dot11ACRType = 2, the optional enhanced receiver performance specifications given in Table 17-13a shall apply" is confusing because it mixes "optional" and "shall". I believe the intent is to say that if a STA sets this to 2 it indicates that it supports the optional enhanced values.


	Replace this sentence with: "A STA that sets dot11ACRType = 2 indicates that it supports the optional enhanced receiver performance specifications given in Table 17-13a."


	Principle. Change sentence to read: If a STA has dot11ACRType=2, the nonadjacent channel rejection shall be no less than specified in Table 17-13a

	1075


	Kenney, John 
	17.3.10.3


	20
	17
	T
	The sentence beginning "For a conformant PHY meeting the optional" is confusing because the "shall" is met by definition when the condition is met, i.e. meeting the optional specification means that the measured rejection is no less than specified in the table. The requirement should be stated in terms of a STA that sets dot11ACRType to 2.


	Change "For a conformant PHY meeting the optional enhanced receiver performance specifications" to "For a STA that sets dot11ACRType = 2"


	Principle.

Delete sentence 4 in 17.3.10.3.

	1076


	Kenney, John
	17.3.10.3


	20
	37
	T
	This inserted paragraph is written as if there would be two separate tests conducted for channel rejection, one outlined in the baseline 802.11-2007 paragraph and a second outlined in this paragraph. In reality there would be one measurement, and the result would be compared against table 17-13 as indicated in the first paragraph and also (perhaps) against table 17-13a. The sentences that create the misimpression are the third and fifth of this paragraph. The third sentence repeats the requirement that the signal is a conformant OFDM signal and unsynchronized with the other signal. These requirements are stated in the baseline paragraph and it is not necessary to repeat them. Repeating them creates a misimpression that there is a second test. The fifth and final sentence states that the minimum sensitivities are those from table 17-13. Again, that requirement is stated in the baseline paragraph and repeating it here creates a misimpression.


	Change the third sentence to: "The results in Table 17-13a are applicable when the interfering signal in the nonadjacent channel conforms to transmit mask M (see Figure I.2)." Delete the fifth sentence.


	Disagree.                 All 802.11 devices should meet the ACR and AACR values in the base document. For enhanced performance, additional tests meeting the values in 17-13a are needed, using transmit mask M applied to the interfering signal (which is different from the test in the baseline document), for each specific bandwidth/coding rate/modulation rate being employed. The fifth sentence cannot be deleted because it points to the receiver sensitivities that are used for each bandwidth/coding rate/modulation combination.              
Note:  Appears to be identical to CID# 1073  

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	1111


	Mcnew, Justin


	17.3.8.8


	19


	26


	T
	this applies to PHY i.e. chip/board level


	Note about applicability of temp. range of the PHY - i.e. chip/board level (e.g. not the entire system)


	Agree in Principle.

Superceeded by events. 

	1109


	Mcnew, Justin


	17.4.1


	20


	35


	E
	Since the editing instructions specify "insert", there's no need to underscore the entries in the table
	Remove the underlining from the entries in the row to be inserted
	Accepted per Suggested Remedy.  The proposed text change reads as follow:

“dot11ACRType – Implementation dependent – Dynamic”


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

(And instructions to the editor.)
Move to accept the Recommended Resolutions to these comments and the recommended changes to P802.11p D9.0 noted above and instruct the editor to make these changes to the latest version of  P802.11p.
Motion by: _______Carl Kain___________________Date: _____1/19/10______
Second:  ___Wayne Fisher___________________

	Approve: 8
	Disapprove: 0
	Abstain: 0
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Abstract


This paper addresses the comments: 1071, 1072, 1073, 1074, 1075, 1076, 1111, and 1109.
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