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	323
	11.1.2.1a
	232
	23
	TR
	Clarify why is it ok to transmit a beacon/announcement frame when PCP/AP is either the source or the destination: "…the PCP/AP shall ensure that the BT, A-BFT and AT do not overlap in time with pseudo-static SPs for which the PCP/AP is neither source nor destination."
	Clarify and explain why those cases are exceptions


Discussion: If the PCP/AP is either the source of the pseudo-static SP, overlap between the pseudo-static SPs and BT, A-BFT, or AT due to delay of the beacon trasmission time is not an issue as the PCP/AP is the initiator of the SP anyways.
Proposed Resolution: Counter
Reword the sentence as follows: “When delaying a mmWave Beacon transmision, the PCP/AP shall ensure that the BT, A-BFT and AT do not overlap in time with pseudo-static SPs for which the PCP/AP is not the source” 

	422
	4
	26
	
	TR
	"BT" is defined as "beacon time", but "BT" is already used as "bit time" in 802.11-2007.
	Use another acronym.


Proposed Resolution: Accept

Change “BT” to “BTT” (beacon transmission time)

	445
	Annex J
	356
	23
	TR
	In Japan, TX power limitation is defined by TX power itself, not EIRP. The TX power limit is 10 dBm. Antenna gain also must be no more than 47 dBi. These are separate rules. We can not transmit 20 dBm using less antenna gain, such as 37 dBi.
	Define 10 dBm for "Transmit power limit (dBm)" and delete 57 dBm for EIRP.


Proposed Resolution: Accept

Update Table J.3 as follows:

Table J.3 Regulatory classes in Japan
	Regula-tory class
	Channel starting frequency (GHz)
	Channel spacing (MHz)
	Channel set
	Transmit power limit (dBm)
	Transmit power limit (EIRP)
	EIRP

(mW/MHz)
	Emissions limits set
	Behavior limits set

	58
	58.32
	2160
	2, 3, 4
	10 dBm
	---
	---
	0
	0


	326
	11.1.3.2.2
	238
	38
	TR
	Insufficient details: "Perform beamforming as defined in 9.25 when operating in UB"
	Beamforming (SLS) in requires either BT/A-BFT or TXOP/SP. More details should be specified to explicitly define who/how determines these time intervals to perform beamforming are determined in case of Active Scanning and who is Initiatory/Responder which device is the peer-entity. Relates to Figure 116 in which both STAs are sending mmWave Beacons in discovery mode and it is not clear who takes the role of initiator.


Discussion: This item (d) cannot be read in isolation. If the commenter refers to the previous item (c), it is clear that in the DBand the STA will transmit mmWave Beacon. Once that is the case, there is nothing else to be said here since subclause 9.25 already describes the roles of each STA, how BF is done, etc.
The fact that more than one STA is sending beacons does not impact the role of initiator or responder or the BF protocol behaviour. Whoever responds to the BF (e.g., in the A-BFT) becomes the responder and the other STA becomes the initiator. There is no ambiguity and, once again, subclause 9.25 specifies how this procedure works.
Proposed Resolution: Reject
	328
	11.2.3
	242
	17
	TR
	Not consistent with Table 60: "A STA shall be in the Awake state, except that when in Active mode the STA can switch to Doze state in an Awake BI at the BT, at the A-BFT, and in the SPs indicated in Table 60. "
	Remove BT: "A STA shall be in the Awake state, except that when in Active mode the STA can switch to Doze state in an Awake BI at the BT, at the A-BFT, and in the SPs indicated in Table 60. "


Discussion: There is no inconsistency. As described in P242L29, Table 60 “lists the power states for a non-PCP/non-AP STA in PS mode and a PCP in PS mode”. In other words, it has nothing to do with the Active mode which is what the commenter is referring to.

Proposed Resolution: Reject
	332
	11.34.1
	282
	7
	TR
	Clarification: "The initiator shall set the STT to zero at the transmission of an ACK frame sent in response to a received FST Setup Response frame with the value of the status code field equal to 0."
	If STT is set 0, it will instantly transition back to Initial State which is undesirable.


Discussion: There is a misunderstanding of the normative text. In P282L2, it is stated: “The STAs shall move to the Initial state when the STT moves from one to zero, or upon reception or transmission of an FST Tear down frame”. However, this is not the case in the text highlighted by the commenter. The text highlighted by the commenter is about resetting of the timer, NOT about when the timer is running and hence when it may transition from 1 to 0.

Proposed Resolution: Reject
	333
	11.34.1
	281
	4
	TR
	Needs more details: "To transfer an FST session from the Initial State to the Setup Completion state of the FST setup protocol (Figure 125), an initiator and responder shall exchange FST Setup Request and FST Setup Response."
	Other than this sentence, the clause does not provide exact trigger for the state transition from Initial State -> Setup Completion State. Since the initiator and responder each have their independent State Machine, more clarifications are needed. Is it true that after FST Setup Request message is sent, Initiator transitions to Setup Completion State or it has to receive FST Setup Response message with status code 0?


Discussion: the procedure is described in detail starting from P282L21. All the steps that the initiator and responder go through to move from one state to another state are clearly described. 

Also, the response to the commenter’s question is stated clearly in items (4), (5), (6) and (7) in P282.

Proposed Resolution: Reject
	375
	7.4a
	
	
	TR
	Aggregation is good choose to improve throughput, while subframes (MSDUs/MPDUs) in aggregation including important information need to be protected highly in the case of video transmission that enable to reduce re-transmission.
	Apply the aggreation method proposed in 498r3/499r2, which enables to protect subframes including important information by using the different MCS in each subframe that could reduce re-transmission effectively.


Discussion: The combination of A-MSDU, A-MPDU and A-PPDU already present in D0.1 provides the same gains/features as the proposed aggregation. Also, CID336 is on the same topic and was withdrawn. 
Proposed Resolution: Reject
	433
	7.3.2.107
	85
	6
	TR
	Session type in the new band seems to be able to change from session type in the old band during FST setup by specifying session type field in the Session Transition element. However, session-type change procedure is not clear. For example, how can I change the session type from Infrastructure BSS to IBSS?
	Define session-type change procedure.


Discussion: there is no need to have a session type change procedure, since nothing changes in the old band. In other words, there is no “session type change”, but rather the STAs establish a new role (STA role field) in the new band: in fact, there could be two separate roles in different bands (assuming both bands are active). Finally, the 802.11 spec already defines the rules for all “session types” (e.g., TDLS, IBSS, Infrastructure BSS, etc.) and the STA will use those rules when changing roles. 
Proposed Resolution: Reject
	175
	7.3.2.30
	61
	11
	TR
	"may" sounds like normative language. 11mb has gone to great lengths to remove normative language from clause 7, and this does not help.
	Search clause 7 for shall and may, and find a home for this normative material in clauses 9 or 11. Also, related language such as "must be", "required", etc


Discussion: Accept to move all the normative language in clause 7 to the respective clauses. Since there are about 20 of them and we need to find the correct placement of each, it will take another week to complete this work.

Assignee: Chao-Chun Wang (MediaTek)

Proposed Resolution: Open
	13
	9.2.5.4
	153
	2
	TR
	Will the sensitivity difference come from the use of "transmit" beamforming?  Why would the third party STA use different beampattern for receiving RTS and the subsequent data?
	Change receive to transmit beamforming.


Discussion: For the third party STA, it will continue in quasi-omni mode after the RTS. As for the TXOP holder, in many cases it can transmit the data using the same antenna pattern that was used for the RTS. In other words, in many cases there won’t be sensitivity differences. 
Proposed Resolution: Counter
Delete the note. Subclause 9.2.5.1 already describes the access rules and is enough.

	100
	11.32.2
	274
	N/A
	TR
	The PCP/AP has the ability to change the BI duration, while STAs create a new TSPEC using Extended mmWave TSPEC element which states the Allocation Period (period over which channel time allocation repeats) as a integral multiple of the Beacon Interval (BI duration). The behaviour of the PCP/AP is not defined for the case that the PCP/AP changes the BI duration such that the Allocation Periods of existing TSPEC are no longer an integer multiple of it.
	Define the behaviour of the PCP/AP for this case.


Discussion: The Allocation Period is specified in terms of BI size simply to facilitate coding. But, in effect, it is a time duration which is not impacted by a future change in the BI size. So, for example, if the BI =100ms and the Allocation Period is 2xBI=200ms, the Allocation Period does not change even if the the PCP/AP changes the BI after that. The scheduler maintains the allocation period regardless, since it has to do with traffic pattern at the STA. 
In addition, during regular operation the STA always has the option to send another TSPEC to the PCP/AP to update its TSPEC parameters in case it is not satisfied with its current allocation.
Proposed Resolution: Reject
	288
	9.2.5.2
	152
	16-20
	TR
	During the frame transmission from STA A to STA E, STA C transmits an RTS to STA B. In the example topology depicted in Figure 9-6a, STA B and STA E are adjacent, and  STA C is next to STA A. In view of STA E, the RTS transmission from STA C causes the severe interference to the frame transmission from STA A, which makes it impossible for STA E to send the ACK frame back to STA A.    
	We need some means to let STA C know if STA A is sending data.


Discussion: The assertion of the commenter depends on many factors, such as beamwidth, distance between STAs, etc. So, it is not correct to generalize it as “RTS transmission from STA C causes the severe interference to the frame transmission from STA A, which makes it impossible for STA E to send the ACK frame back to STA A”
That said, in the simulation results presented in 802.11-10/435r0 which uses the TGad EVM doc, this behaviour/issue was not at all observed. 

In fact, STA E would be in receive beamforming towards STA A. When that happens, the interference caused by the RTS transmission from STA C into the frame reception at STA E is not enough to cause packet drops at STA E. Therefore, the issue the commeter brings up does not seem to be valid.
Proposed Resolution: Reject
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