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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.
MAC CSM related comments
Discussion:
	CID
	Page
	Clause
	Comment
	Proposed Change

	328

	136.00
	E.3.1.4
	The format for carrying the channel schedule information does not require to have starting UTC time for each channel. Since, the schedule information for 48 hours will be required, offset time from the start, together with durations of availability should be more efficient.
	See comment - make it more applicable and simple

	515
	136.00
	E.3.1.4
	The format for carrying the channel schedule information does not require to have starting UTC time for each channel. Since, the schedule information for 48 hours will be required, offset time from the start, together with durations of availability should be more efficient.
	as per the comment


Proposed resolution:

Disagree. Without a unified starting time, STAs have to adjust their local time to the time used in the TVWS database. It is much more easy and efficient to use UTC compared with the efforts of time adjustment. In addition, UTC in current draft is optional. The device who only sticks to the local time adjustment may not use this option.
	CID
	Page
	Clause
	Comment
	Proposed Change

	551

	34.15
	8.4.2.af4
	channel schedule management element and its applicability is questionable.
the said element requires additional information such as location information and device type information to be functionaly working. Which then becomes indentical to Channel Availability Query frame.
	remove channel schedule management


Proposed resolution:

Disagree. There are clear distinct between CSM and CAQ. Location information is not needed, because it is specified in the standard that a CSM can only be performed right after CAQ is completed and before STA changes the location. Even if location is added to CSM, there are still clear distinct between CSM and CAQ. CAQ is provided to fulfill the regulatory requirements, no WLAN information is provided by CAQ. 
	CID
	Page
	Clause
	Comment
	Proposed Change

	600

	34.15
	8.4.2.af4
	Available channel list is determined by the location interested and device type. Channel Schedule Management frame does not have any location information in itself and does not have any device type information, rather it has device identification information. Device Indentification information described in Annex E.3.1.2 is dependent on the device class in Annex E.3.1.1. Therefore, it needs location, device class, device identification fields. If it has these, it becomes very similar to Channel Availability Query frame format. 
	Remove Channel Schedule Management element. 

	891

	34.15
	8.4.2.af4
	Available channel list is determined by the location interested and device type. Channel Schedule Management frame does not have any location information in itself and does not have any device type information, rather it has device identification information. Device Indentification information described in Annex E.3.1.2 is dependent on the device class in Annex E.3.1.1. Therefore, it needs location, device class, device identification fields. If it has these, it becomes very similar to Channel Availability Query frame format. 
	Remove Channel Schedule Management element. 


Proposed resolution:

Disagree. In order to obtain available channel list from authorized database, “who I am (FCC ID)”, “what I am (Device class)” and “where I am (location)” must be provided according to the rules. On the other hand, because it is assumed that CSM is performed after CAQ is performed, only “who I am ” information would be sufficient for a STA or a RLSS identify who the STA is and use the pre-received “what I am ” and “where I am information” to provide the channel schedule information. No strong objections to add location information to CSM, only some concerns on overhead. Even if location information is added, still there are obvious distinct between CSM and CAQ.  
	CID
	Page
	Clause
	Comment
	Proposed Change

	939

	54.35
	10.af2
	How does an enabling STA discover RLS? Do not describe the operation between RLS and an enabling STA. 
	remove these two paragraphs or be aligned with Channel Availability Query operation. 

	940
	54.35
	10.af2
	How does an enabling STA discover RLS? Do not describe the operation between RLS and an enabling STA. 
	remove these two paragraphs or be aligned with Channel Availability Query operation. 


Proposed resolution:

Disagree. No change is required. Discovering a RLSS is out of the scope.  CSM is a mechanism that utilizes RLQP. It is necessary to describe RLQP procedure between STA and RLSS when CSM is used.
	CID
	Page
	Clause
	Comment
	Proposed Change

	979

	33.51
	8.4.2.af4
	The purpose of Channel Schedule Management element is vague.
Obtaining the schedule information of an available channel in the TVWS is required only for Master devices, by the FCC 10-174A and the Ofcom geolocation consultation.  However, the interface where the Channel Schedule Management element is between the Master and its Client, where obtaining the schedule information is not required for a Client device.  If the assumption is that providing schedule information for another master through a proxy, then the proper way to handle it would be using the Channel Availability Query.  There's no need to create another element, where the purpose can be handled with a message that has superset of information signaling.
	Remove 8.4.2.af4


Proposed resolution:

Disagree. As specified in current draft, the CSM operation is between mode II/fixed device and RLLS, or between mode II /fixed device. CAQ is designed to convey available channel list not schedule information. These two functions should be clearly separated.  
	CID
	Page
	Clause
	Comment
	Proposed Change

	990

	41.39
	8.4.5.5
	The purpose of Channel Schedule Management element is vague.
	Remove 8.4.5.5

	992
	47.00
	8.5.8.af6
	The purpose of Channel Schedule Management frame is vague. 
	Remove 8.5.8.af6

	994
	54.01
	10.af2
	The purpose of Channel Schedule Management element is vague.
	Remove 10.af2


Proposed resolution:

Disagree. No change is required. The purpose of the Channel Schedule Management is to provide channel schedule information, required by regulatory requirement.
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This document contains proposed resolution of some of the comments categorized as MAC CSM in LB171 of P802.11af D1.0, shown in 802.11-11/027r10. Proposed resolutions are based on 802.11af  draft text D1.0.





This submission provides resolutions for comment CID 328, 515, 551, 600, 891, 939, 940, 979, 990, 992, 994, 
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