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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.
ANA comment
LB 171 CID 1064:

	1064
	8.4.2.93
29.06
	The advertisement protocol is not a namespace administered by the ANA
	Either request the ANA to administer it,  or choose a value and remove the <ANA> flag.


Discussion:

LB 171 CID 1064 asks that TGaf request the ANA create a namespace for RLQP or choose a value and remove the <ANA> flag. After discussion with the ANA administrator (the commenter), we agree that after a draft of P802.11af receives working group letter ballot approval, we will request that the ANA administer any namespaces in the draft that are not already under ANA administration. 
Propose Rejected for CID 1064, per discussion in 11-11/1420r0. We agree that after a draft of P802.11af receives working group letter ballot approval, we will request that the ANA administer any namespaces in the draft that are not already under ANA administration.
LB 171 CID 10:

	10
	8.4.2.af4
34.31
	The term "Registered Location Secured Server" has been used without defining its function.
	Define function of "Registered Location Secured Server", and its role in overall network architecture.


LB 171 CID 10 asks for a definition of the registered location secure server. A definition “A database that organizes storage of information by geographic location and securely holds the location and some operating parameters of one or more BSSs.” was provided in P802.11af_D1.03, which was approved at the September 2011 Okinawa meeting. Its role in the architecture depends on regulatory requirements, some of which are very different between FCC and OFCOM.
Propose Revised for CID 10, per discussion in 11-11/1420r0. Its role in the architecture depends on regulatory requirements, some of which are very different between FCC and OFCOM.

RKQP elements
LB171 CIDs 109, 715, 746 and 966:
	109
	8.4.5 37.04
	802.11u defines Access Network Query Protocol elements with 2 octets Info ID and 2 octets Length. 802.11af defines Registered Location Query Protocol elements with 1octet Info ID and 2 octets Length. These two kids of IEs are extensions to 8.4.2 Information elements. It is not good to have two different formats of extension IEs in 802.11.
	Use 2 octet Info ID in 802.11af also and use Info IDs that are not used by 802.11u and are >256.

	715
	8.4.5

37.16
	Although RLQP has been designed to communicate with a potentially different server than the Advertisment Server defined in 802.11u for ANQP, its highly likely that STA implementations will use both. Therefore it is highly desrireable that the header part of both RLQP and ANQP messages are the same (e.g. use an Info ID length of 2 octets).
	Change the size of the RLQP Info ID field to 2 octets

	746
	8.4.5 37.03
	It is not clear upon reception of Registered Location Query Protocol elements how receiver distinghuishes these elements (based on Info ID which share same number with Element IDs) from the already existing elements using element IDs 0,1,2,…. ? Parsing rules for such elements are not defined as well.
	Clarify.

	966
	8.4.5 
37.03
	It is not clear upon reception of Registered Location Query Protocol elements how receiver distinghuishes these elements (based on Info ID which share same number with Element IDs) from the already existing elements using element IDs 0,1,2,…. ? Parsing rules for such elements are not defined as well.
	Clarify.


Discussion:

LB 171 CIDs 109 and 715 propose making Info ID field 2 octets, and CID 108 further requests using Info ID values that are unique with respect to REVmb Draft 11.0 Table 8-184 ANQP elements. We agree, as those steps answer CIDs 746 and 966.
Propose Revised for CIDs 746 and 966, per discussion and editing instructions in 11-11/1420r0.  Info ID is changed to 2 octets with values that do not overlap existing uses.
Propose Accepted for CIDs 109 and 715, per discussion and editing instructions in 11-11/1420r0. Info ID is changed to 2 octets with values that do not overlap existing uses.

LB171 CIDs 424, 747 and 967:
	424
	8.4.5

37.29
	What does "If information is not configured" mean?  What does "with all optional fields not present" mean?
	Need to rewrite this statement in English.

	747
	8.4.5 

37.03
	"If information is not configured for a particular RLQP element, then a query for that element will return that element with all optional fields not present"

It is not clear what is meant by this statement.
	Clarify.

	967
	8.4.5 

37.03
	"If information is not configured for a particular RLQP element, then a query for that element will return that element with all optional fields not present"

It is not clear what is meant by this statement.
	Clarify.


Discussion:

LB 171 CIDs 424, 747 and 967 ask for clarification on a sentence that was removed from P802.11af D1.01.
Propose Revised for CIDs 424, 747 and 967, per discussion in 11-11/1420r0. Text was removed from P802.11af D1.01.
LB171 CID 423:
	423
	8.4.5

37.09
	"as defined in this standard".
	Need to say where in this standard this is defined.


Discussion:

LB 171 CID 423 about a phrase that was changed to a specific reference in P802.11af D1.04.
Propose Accepted for CID 423, per discussion in 11-11/1420r0. Phrase now says “as defined in 8.4.5 (Registered Location Query Protocol elements).”
LB171 CIDs 1175 and 1185:
	1175
	10.12.6.2
59.26
	RLQP is used to transport information such as list of available channels between APs across the DS by employing Ethertype 890d. Although the details are not in the scope of TGaf, the current draft is over simplifying the explanation.
	Explain further how the two APs can be connected by referring to the relevant existing specifications.

	1185
	10.12.6.2

59.26
	"When RLQP is transmitted over the DS between the enabling STA and the dependent AP, it uses Ethertype 89-0d frames, as defined in Annex U." 

If there is no RLS the dependent AP can also use RRB in 11revmb to obtain the list of available channels via another AP that has access to the database
	Add procedure or explaination to allow a dependent AP to obtain a list of available channels via another AP.


Discussion:

LB 171 CIDs 1175 and 1185 comment on TGaf draft 1.0 text where RLQP procedures are introduced, and was changed by approved submission 11-11/1188r2, to remove communications between APs. 
Propose Revised for CIDs 1175 and 1185, per discussion in 11-11/1420r0. Text was changed in P802.11af D1.04, removing communications between APs.

Proposed Resolution:

Accept changes to P802.11af draft based on discussion and editing instructions in 11-11/1420r0:
8.4.5 Registered Location Query Protocol elements
8.4.5.1 General
TGaf Editor: Change text in section 8.4.5.1 General as follows:

Registered Location Query Protocol (RLQP) elements are defined to have a common format consisting of a 21-octet RLQP ID field, a 2-octet length field, and a variable-length element-specific information field. Each element is assigned a unique RLQP ID as defined in 8.4.5 (Registered Location Query Protocol elements). The RLQP element format is shown in Figure 8-430h (Registered Location Query Protocol element format). 
	
	
	
	

	
	RLQP ID
	Length
	Information

	Octets:
	21
	2
	variable


Figure 8-430h—Registered Location Query Protocol element format

Each RLQP element in 8.47.3.5 (Registered Location Query Protocol) is assigned a unique 21-octet RLQP ID. The set of RLQP IDs are defined in Table 8-190c (Registered Location Query Protocol info ID definitions). The 21-octet RLQP ID is encoded following the conventions given in 8.2.2 (Conventions).

The Length is a 2-octet field that specifies the number of octets in the Information field and is encoded following the conventions given in 8.2.2 (Conventions).

The RLQP elements that may be configured are shown in Table 8-190c (Registered Location Query Protocol info ID definitions). RLQP ID 56797221 is for RLQP Vendor Specific Registered Location Query Protocol information. When the RLQP ID is equal to 56797221, the format of the subfield follows the format of the vendor specific information element in 8.4.2.28 (Vendor Specific element).

Table 8-190c—Registered Location Query Protocol info ID definitions

	Info Name
	RLQP ID
	RLQP Element (subclause)

	Reserved
	0-272
	N/A

	RLQP Channel Power Management
	2731
	8.4.5.2 (RLQP Channel Power Management element)

	RLQP Channel Availability Query
	2742
	8.4.5.3 (RLQP Channel Availability Query element)

	RLQP Network Channel Control
	2753
	8.4.5.4 (RLQP Network Channel Control  element)

	RLQP Channel Schedule Management
	2764
	8.4.5.5 (RLQP Channel Schedule Management  element)

	Reserved
	2775-56796220
	N/A

	RLQP Vendor Specific
	56797221
	8.4.2.28 (Vendor Specific element)

	Reserved
	56798222-65535255
	N/A


TGaf Editor: Change size of RLQP ID to 2 octets in figures 8-430i, 8-430j, 8-430l and 8-430m.




Abstract


Proposed resolutions to some LB 171 CIDs in Comment Group MAC RLQP (10, 109, 423, 424, 715, 746, 747, 966, 967, 1064, 1175 and 1185).


Editing instructions are based on P802.11af speculative Draft 1.04. The resolutions are coordinated with resolutions for DSE comments in 11-11/1394r1.
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