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Abstract

This document provides resolutions for the following comments to 11ac spec draft D1.0:

CIDs 2793, 2794, 3283, 3284, and 3548.
8.4.1.37 VHT MIMO Control field

	2793
	8.4.1.37
	33
	12
	What does "the remaining segment number" mean?
	"the number of segments following this segment (not necessarily in the A-MPDU in which the segment is carried, however)"?

	3283
	8.4.1.37
	33
	12
	What does "the remaining segment number" mean?
	"the number of segments following this segment"?


Discussion

Agree. The sentence needs to be clarified.

Editor: Please make the following change in 7th row of Table 8-ac4
	Remaining Segments
	Indicate the number of remaining segments number for the associated VHT Compressed Beamforming frame.

Set to 0 for the last segment of a segmented frame or the only segment

of an unsegmented frame.

In case of a retransmitted segment, the field is set to the same value associated with the segment in the original transmission.

In case of a VHT Compressed Beamforming frame not carrying the Compressed Beamforming Report field, the field is set to all ones.


8.3.1.12 Beamforming Report Poll frame format
	2794
	8.3.1.12
	27
	51
	See previous CID, but is the intent really that b0 is set to ask for retransmission of the last segment, then b1 for the penultimate one, and so on?  This is somewhat counterintuitive
	Add a Note, maybe?

	3284
	8.3.1.12
	27
	51
	See comment on page 33 line 12--"What does "the remaining segment number" mean?" , but is the intent really that b0 is set to ask for retransmission of the last segment, then b1 for the penultimate one, and so on?  This is somewhat counterintuitive
	Add a Note, maybe?


Discussion

Disagree. The segment indication rule with Segment Retransmission Bitmap field is defined with no ambiguity in the current spec text. There is no need to change or add texts as long as the rule is clearly defined.
	3548
	8.3.1.12
	27
	33
	I suspect that the segment retransmission bitmap is not useful without a reference to a specific instance of feedback.   This would ensure that the STA hasn't updated its local estimate and revised feedback between sending an initial full feedback and then being polled for missed segments.
	Put a sounding sequence number in this frame.


Discussion
Disagree. It’s not likely that a STA is implemented with huge memory to store previous feedback data. Most STAs might store and transmit only the lastly computed feedback data. Thus, there is no need for AP to poll previous sounding feedback. 

If a STA hasn’t computed VHT Compressed beamforming frame from the last NDP, the STA will report out-dated feedback data. In this case, the AP can recognize whether the report is valid or not since the sounding sequence number is included in the VHT MIMO Control field of VHT Compressed Beamforming frame. The AP can simply discard it if it is not required.
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