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            CID        Sec.         Pg.           Ln.                   Comment                               Proposal     
	187
	11.20.3
	63
	64
	"frames" means PPDUs here?
	Change to "PPDUs"


Proposed resolution: Accept
Instruction to Editor: On pg. 63, ln 64-65, please modify the text as follows: 

“NOTE—A STA need not set its NAV in response to 20/40/80 MHz frames PPDUs received on any channel that is not

or does not include the primary channel, even if it is capable of receiving those frames PPDUs.”

	1176
	22.3.11.5
	120
	34
	Equation (22-54) appears to be invalid for i_SS = 1 (at least the sum term doesn’t make sense)
	Replace with conditional assignment for i_SS=1 and otherwise. Line 47 could then be removed too.


Proposed resolution: Accept n Principle 
	1657
	22.3.11.5
	120
	33
	There is no description about range of i_ss in Equation (22-54)
	add in Equation (22-54) "i_ss=0, 1, … , N_ss"


Proposed resolution: Accept n Principle, see resolution to CID 1176. 
	210
	22.3.11.5
	120
	26-36
	Equations (22-53) and (22-4) seem to be in error. Instead of s in the denominator it should be S. Also first term in Eq (22-54) (summation) should be a function of k.
	Please verify the equations.


Proposed resolution: Accept n Principle, see resolution to CID 1176. 
Instruction to Editor regarding CIDs 1176, 1657, and 210: On pg. 120, instead of Equation (22-54) please write:
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Instruction to Editor: remove the following sentence on pg120 ln 47:
For iSS=1, the first term in Equation has a value of 0.
Instruction to Editor: delete Equation (22-54)
	217
	General
	
	
	There are numerous TBDs in the spec, Please perform search for TBDs and define them
	As in comment


Proposed resolution: Reject

Reason for the rejection: Many, if not all, TBDs are being addressed in the comment resolution process of the Draft 0.1. Few that may remain should be identified during the LB 1.0 comment resolution process and corrected. I will personally include such a comment then.    
	208
	22.3.11.5
	120
	27
	"Input k" is not clear.
	Please better define "input k", its meaning.


Proposed resolution: Accept n Principle 
Resolution was already addressed in CID 1654 and implemented in D0.3.
	1655
	22.3.11.5
	120
	26
	There is no description about range of k in Equation (22-53)
	add in Equation (22-53) "k=0, 1, … , N_CBPSS"


Proposed resolution: Accept
Already implemented in D0.3
	209
	22.3.11.5
	120
	47
	Equation number is missing
	Equation (22-54)


Proposed resolution: Accept 

Already implemented in D0.3
Abstract


This submission proposes resolutions to some of the CIDs submitted in the internal Task Group LB. The following CIDs are addressed: CID 187, 1655, 208, 1657, 1176, 209, 210, and 217.





The changes marked in this document are based on the TGac Draft 0.1
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