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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 TGaf Draft.  This introduction is not part of the adopted material.

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

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

Submission 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.

	CID
	Clause Number(C)
	Page(C)
	Line(C)
	Comment
	Proposed Change

	207
	8.5.8.af4
	46
	28
	The minimum value for the Length field (=2) seems to be wrong. We have one fixed length field and 4 variable length fields.
	Delete "The minimum value of the Length field is 2"


Discussion: 

Agree with the comment that the minimum value is not correct. The sentence is not necessary, and deleted as proposed by the commenter. 

Propose Accepted for CID 207 as per the editorial instructions in this document- 11/0644r2.

	CID
	Clause Number(C)
	Page(C)
	Line(C)
	Comment
	Proposed Change

	430
	8.4.5.2
	39
	29
	Why is a reason result code needed for a query?  Shouldn't a result code be in a response?
	Rename this field or remove it from the query.


Discussion:

The reason result code field has been used here to include both the “reason code” for sending the query request, in addition to the “result code” for the query response. The channel availability query frame is transmitted both during a request and a response that may have different fields and usage for the reason result code. The present text was not reflecting the use of “result”, which is clarified by the proposed change in this document. 
Propose Revised for CID 430. The use of the field is clarified to include both the reason for sending the query request, and also the result of the query response, as per the editorial instructions in this document- 11/0644r2. 
	CID
	Clause Number(C)
	Page(C)
	Line(C)
	Comment
	Proposed Change

	659
	8.4.5.3
	39
	3
	Channel Query Info field is not needed, because device class filed already indicates whether the location information should be provided or not
	Remove Channel Query Info field

	660
	8.5.8.af4
	46
	7
	Channel Query Info field is not needed, because device class filed already indicates whether the location information should be provided or not
	Remove Channel Query Info field


Discussion:
It is true that the device class field can already indicate if the location information should be provided or not based on some regulations like FCC. However, in some other regulatory domains, the rules may be different (e.g., ECC report 159). The query info field should be independent of any particular regulation, and provide the required information. It is also necessary to provide the number of device location field when multiple location information is included. 
Propose Rejected for CIDs 659 and 660 as the Channel Query Info field is necessary to indicate whether the device identification information and device location information are present or not. It is also required to provide the number of device location field when multiple location information is included. 
	CID
	Clause Number(C)
	Page(C)
	Line(C)
	Comment
	Proposed Change

	725
	8.5.8.af4
	46
	8
	Using the term "WSM element body fields" in Figure 8-58af4, seems a bit of a short cut that could cause confusion in implementation. Does the inclusion of the WSM element imply the "Element ID and Length" are to included or not? If not, there is a problem parsing the included WSM informaiton field, which itself is variable in length.  This needs to be spelled out specifically within the text.  Other figures (e.g. Figure 8-45af2) appear to include all of the WSM element, which is inconsistent.
	Remove the word "fields" from "WSM Element Body fields" from Figure 8-58af4.  Then add the following sentence " The WSM Element Body is defined as the WSM Type and WSM Information fields as shown in Figure 8-42af1."  Then an extra length field needs to be added somewhere, for the included variable length WSM information field.


Discussion:
Agree with the comment that there was some ambiguity to what is contained when using “WSM element body fields”.  The name of the field has been changed to “WSM Information” as per the approved resolution for editorial CID 195. The WSM information field currently has many subfields using TLV format that contains the required length information of them. 
Propose Revised for the CID 725 as per the changes made in D1.02. No action is necessary as it has been already addressed by the approved resolution to CID 195. 
	CID
	Clause Number(C)
	Page(C)
	Line(C)
	Comment
	Proposed Change

	741
	8.5.8.1
	42
	38
	Why is another Action Frame required for Channel Availabilty Query? Why can't ANQP be used? ANQP already provides a Query protocol.
	Implement this Action as part of ANQP


Discussion:
The RLQP elements have been introduced in 802.11af to use the interworking function through the RLSS. It is true that ANQP can provide query services as specified from 802.11u amendment. However, for the purpose of TVWS operation in which the stations operate under the control of a geolocation database, the use of new query protocol allows to define all related actions uniquely. 
Proposed Rejected for CID 741 as the RLQP provides flexibility for interworking with RLSS in TVWS band. 
	CID
	Clause Number(C)
	Page(C)
	Line(C)
	Comment
	Proposed Change

	984
	8.4.5.3
	39
	1-13
	The "WSM element body fields" shouldn't appear when the Reason Result Code field is set to "1", i.e., when the element is used to query.
	Make the "WSM element body fields" to be optional or clarify that it doesn't appear when the element is used for a query in the semantic definition.


Discussion:

It is true that the WSM information is present only in the response frame, not when the reason result code is set for the query. Clarifying text is added to state the conditions when this field may appear. 
Propose Revised for the CID 984 as per the editorial instructions in this document- 11/0644r2. 
	1022
	8.5.8.af4
	46
	8
	How are the variable length fields parsed? Are these information elements?
	Clarify


Discussion:

Further details to these variable length fields are provided in 8.2.6 (TLV Values). Each of these fields is specified using TLV format, which has length information defined. The TLV values have been moved from Annex E to subclause 8.2.6 in the draft 1.02.
Proposed Revised for the CID 1022 as per the above discussion for the clarification. 
	1023
	8.5.8.af4
	46
	27
	What is the length field doing here? Surely information elements should be used if there is any variability in length.
	Use information elements


Discussion:

The length information in the frame is to indicate the length of the remaining fields. It is true that information fields can be used in such cases with variability of the lengths. However, .11af has adopted to use TLV format in order to be able to specify fields for different regulatory domains.
Proposed Rejected for the CID 1023 as the length field here is useful to indicate the length of the remaining fields in the frame. 
	1166
	E3.1.3
	135
	48
	"It is set from the dot11STALCITable MIB object."

This is supposed to be defining the structure of the TLVs, not how to set those values.
	Remove cited text.


Discussion:

Agree with the comment that the cited text is not necessary. The text has been removed by approved submission 11-11/664r6. 
Propose Accepted for the CID 1166. The suggested action is already incorporated with the editing changes per 11-11/664r6. No further action is needed.  
Editing instructions:
8.4 Management frame body components
8.4.5 Registered Location Query Protocol elements
8.4.5.4 RLQP Channel Availability Query element
TGaf Editor: Change the seventh paragraph in subclause 8.4.5.4 (RLQP Channel Availability Query element) as follows:
The Reason Result Code field is used to indicate the reason that a RLQP Channel Availability Query was generated.  It also indicates the result of a response whether the query is successful or not, and the reason if it is not successful.

The length of the Reason Result Code field is 1 octet. The reason result codes that have been allo​cated are shown in Table 8-189b (Reason Result Code field values).
TGaf Editor: Change the last paragraph of the subclause 8.4.5.4 (RLQP Channel Availability Query element)    as follows:
The remaining fields are as WSM Information field is described in the White Space Map element (see 8.4.2.129 (White Space Map element)). The element is present only when the reason result code field value is set to 2 or 3, as the successful result of the query. 
8.5 Action frame format details
8.5.8 Public Action details
8.5.8.28 Channel Availability Query frame format
TGaf Editor: Change the fourth paragraph of subclause 8.5.8.28 (Channel Availability Query frame format) as follows:
The Length field indicates the length of the remaining frame fields in octets, and the value is variable. The minimum value of the Length field is 2.



Abstract


This submission proposes resolutions to some comments on frame format for CAQ from first WG letter ballot on 802.11af D1.0. 





This document is based on IEEE 802.11af-D1.02.





Submission addresses the following CIDs: 207, 430, 659, 660, 725, 741, 984, 1022, 1023 and 1166.
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