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	The spec needs clarification in several subclauses. It is much easier to list them in separate documents.
	Contributions will be submitted to clarify the spec.


Proposed Resolution: Accept
Discussion 1: 

Comments on 9.25.4.2:
1) P201L32: ", it should transmit an Announce frame to the responder in an AT period", but the AT period may not be present
2) P202L20: for this to be correct, the TDDTT field should be set to one which indicates support to SP.

Comments on 9.25.4.3: a few editorials that need to be resolved
Proposed Change: 

1) This is an optional statement and not a normative behaviour. Hence, propose the following:

a. In P201L32, replace "should" by "can".
b. Insert at the end of the para: "Alternatively, the responder can transmit an SPR frame to the PCP/AP in accordance with the channel access rules."
2) In P202L21, insert "and the TDDTT field within the PCP/AP's mmWave Capabilities element is set to one" after ".. SS frame set to one".

3) In P203L13, replace "an AT period (9.23.3)" by "one"
4) In P203L23, delete "in an AT period". The STA will follow channel access rules anyway.

5) In P203L38, replace "SP allocated" by "allocation"

Discussion 2:
Comment on P173L24, 9.23.7.1: "appropriate IFS" need to be defined, e.g. via reference.
Comment on P174L30, 9.23.7.2: it makes more sense for the PCP/AP to transmit the last Grant frame to the source of the SP. This way, the source gets the frame and the SP starts right away. Also, the destinations would be ready by then. 
Proposed Change:

1) Include a reference to "(9.2.3)" here (P173L24) and elsewhere in the spec where this applies

2) Insert in P174L30: "The PCP/AP should transmit the last Grant frame within a GP to the source of the dynamically allocated SP if the source of the dynamically allocated SP is not the PCP/AP."

Discussion 3:

Comment on P216L23, 9.25.5.3: the language can be improved and made clearer.

Proposed Change: In P216L23, replace the para with "Beam refinement packets shall not be aggregated."
Discussion 4:

Comment on 9.25: the BF protocol has been designed (in terms of bit-field sizes, such as CDOWN, L-RX, etc.) to support a maximum number of antennas, maxium sectors per antenna, etc. This should be clearly stated, so that the reader knows what those are.

Proposed Change: In 9.25, P186L9, insert a new para: "The number of sectors per antenna shall not be greater than 64. The total number of sectors across all antennas in a STA shall not be greater than 128."
Discussion 5:

Comment on 21.7: Need to clarify how STAs can find out each other's capabilities so that it can use the LP SC PHY. Also, this PHY mode is intended to operate over SPs only and this needs to be specified.

Proposed Change: 
1) In P343L25, insert "that is used only within SPs (11.4.1)" after "SC mode"

2) Insert at the end of the pagraph in P344L4: "A STA can use the procedure described in 11.31.1 to discover the capabilities of another STA."
3) In P71 Figure 41 (extended schedule element) and P74 Figure 45 (Extended mmWave TSPEC element), insert a new field of 1 bit named "LP SC used" and defined as "The LP SC used subfield is set to one to indicate that the low power SC PHY described in 21.7 is used in this SP. It is set to zero otherwise."
4) In 11.4.1, insert a new para at the end as follows "An mSTA transmitting an Extended mmWave TSPEC shall set the LP SC used subfield within the Extended mmWave TSPEC to one to indicate that the low power SC PHY described in ‎21.7 will be used in the SP. The mSTA shall only set the LP SC used subfield to one if the mSTA identified in the Destination AID field within the Extended mmWave TSPEC supports the low power SC PHY (7.3.2.91.1 mmWave STA Capability Information field). In all other cases, the LP SC used subfield shall be set to zero."

Discussion 6:

Comment on 9.23.3: The use of CCA in the AT needs to be clarified. Does the PCP/AP employ CCA during the AT?
Proposed Change:

1) In P162L27, insert at the end of the paragraph "A PCP mSTA and an AP mSTA may delay the transmission of a request frame if the medium is determined by the CCA mechanism to be busy"

2) In P232L21, replace "carrier-sense" by "CCA" so that the entire spec is consistent with the use of CCA.
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