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This submission present proposed resolution for the following CIDs: 257, 221, 402, 435, 465, 135, 211, 185, 551, 386, 431, 220, 410, 328, 463.  The proposed changes for the remaining CIDs are based on REVme/D0.4.

Revision history:
R0 – Initial version
R1 – Proposed resolution of a few CIDs is updated based on the offline comments.
[bookmark: _GoBack]R2 – Proposed resolution of a few CIDs is further updated based on the offline comments. Added proposed resolution of additional CIDs:  431, 220, 410, 328, 463.
R3 – Proposed resolution of a few CIDs is updated based on the comments received during the November 5th teleconference.




	CID
	Clause
	Page
	Line
	Comment
	Proposed Change

	257
	
	
	
	"individual MAC address" and "individually
addressed MAC address" should be just "individual address"
	Change throughout (this is mostly in Clause 6)



Discussion:
Agree with the commenter.

Proposed changes:
Replace “individually addressed MAC address” with “individual address” at the following locations:
· 813.26 (6.3.118.2.2):
[image: ]
· 814.27 (6.3.118.3.2):
[image: ]
· 815.28 (6.3.118.4.2):
[image: ]
· 816.33 (6.3.118.5.2):
[image: ]
· 868.47 (7.2.2.2.4):
[image: ]


Replace all following instances throughout the draft standards:
· “Any valid individual MAC address” in clauses 6 and 7 with “Any valid individual address”, 
·  “group addressed MAC address” in clause 6 with “group address”,
· “Any valid individual addressed MAC address” in clause 6 with “Any valid individual address”,
· “the set of group addressed MAC addresses” in clause 9 with “the set of group addresses”,
· “individual MAC address” in clause 9 with “individual address”,
· “individual IEEE MAC address” with “individual address”,
· “IEEE MAC individual or group address” in clause 9 with “individual or group address”,
· “a group MAC address” in clause 9 and clause 11 with “a group address”, 
· “groupcast MAC addresses” in clause 9 with “group addresses”,
· “group MAC address” in clause 9, clause 10, and clause 11 with “group address”,
· “group addressed MAC addresses” in clause 9 with “group addresses”.

Comments received during the November 5th call:
· Follow the terminologies in 802-2014
· 11ax  AID addressing  May need to consider …
· May need to update the definition of related terminologies in clause 3
· Move to “Submission required”

Proposed resolution for CID 257:
Revised
Make the changes shown under “Proposed changes” for CID 257 in <this document>.




	CID
	Clause
	Page
	Line
	Comment
	Proposed Change

	221
	
	
	
	"The STA with dot11blah" should be "A STA with dot11blah"
	Change "the STA with dot11RelaySTAImplemented ... the AP with" to "a STA with
dot11RelaySTAImplemented ... an AP with" in Clause 6 (8x); 

change "The STAs with dot11RAWOperationImplemented equal to true that are " to "A STA with dot11RAWOperationImplemented equal to true that is " in 10.23.5.4; 

change "The STA with dot11NonTIMModeActivated equal to " to "A STA with dot11NonTIMModeActivated equal to " in 11.2.3.7 (2x)



Discussion:
Agree with the commenter.

· Change “the STA with dot11RelaySTAImplemented ... the AP with” to “a STA with dot11RelaySTAImplemented ... an AP with” at the following locations:
410.56:
[image: ]
418.3:
[image: ]


425.9:
[image: ]
431.3:
[image: ]
436.54:
[image: ]
444.3:
[image: ]
451.38:
[image: ]


456.18:
[image: ]

· Change “The STAs with dot11RAWOperationImplemented equal to true that are” to “A STA with dot11RAWOperationImplemented equal to true that is” at the following location:
2236.24:
[image: ]

· Change “The STA with dot11NonTIMModeActivated equal to” to “A STA with dot11NonTIMModeActivated equal to” at the following locations:
2692.35 and 2692.40:
[image: ]

Proposed resolution for CID 221:
Accepted.


	CID
	Clause
	Page
	Line
	Comment
	Proposed Change

	402
	
	
	
	"capability bit" should be "capability indication" or "capability subfield" (case-preservingly), e.g. on pp. 1875 (2x), 1897.14, 2358.64, 3639.41
	As it says in the comment



Proposed changes:
At 2151.65, change “π/2-8-PSK Capable bit” to “π/2-8-PSK Capable subfield”.
[image: ]
At 2291.11, change “the value of the short preamble capability bit” to “the value of the Short Preamble subfield in the Capability Information field”.
[image: ]
At 2291.32, change “the value of the short preamble capability bit” to “the value of the Short Preamble subfield in the Capability Information field”.
[image: ]
At 2320.10, change “Link Adaptation Without NDP CMAC PPDU Capable bit” to “Link Adaptation Without NDP CMAC PPDU Capable subfield”.
[image: ]
At 2331.36, change “Receive NDP Capable field” to “Receive NDP Capable subfield”.
At 2331.36, change “Calibration field” to “Calibration subfield”.
At 2331.40, change “Transmit NDP Capable bit” to “Transmit NDP Capable subfield”.
[image: ]

At 2357.19, change “Received Staggered Sounding Capable bit” with “Received Staggered Sounding Capable subfield”.
At 2357.20, change “Channel Estimation Capability bit” with “Channel Estimation Capability subfield”.
[image: ]
At 2897.40, change “QoS Traffic Capability bit” with “QoS Traffic Capability field”.
[image: ]
At 5013.41, change “Spectrum Management Capability bit” with “Spectrum Management subfield in the Capability Information field”.
[image: ]

Proposed resolution for CID 402:

Revised
Make the changes shown under “Proposed changes” for CID 402 in <this document>.


	CID
	Clause
	Page
	Line
	Comment
	Proposed Change

	435
	
	
	
	"awake"/"doze" should be lowercase.  Cf. 9.4.2.210 EL Operation element "Awake periods", "Awake times" in 10.50 Bidirectional TXOP
	As it says in the comment



Proposed changes:
At 1634.6, change “between Awake periods” to “between awake periods”.
[image: ]
At 2588.49, change “Awake state times” to “awake state times”.
[image: ]

Proposed resolution for CID 435:

Revised
Make the changes shown under “Proposed changes” for CID 435 in <this document>.


	CID
	Clause
	Page
	Line
	Comment
	Proposed Change

	465
	
	
	
	Bits should be referred to as "bit n" or "Bn" or "bn", not as "bit Bn"
	Fix at 1162.56, 1452.1, 3979.11, 779.30, 839.44,  1411.50



Proposed changes:
At 898.34 (c.f., 779.30 in D0.0), delete “bits”.
[image: ]
At 1005.30 (c.f., 839.44 in D0.0), delete “Bits”.
[image: ]
At 1368.1 (c.f., 1162.56 in D0.0), change “bit B76” to “B76”.
[image: ]
At 1635.50 (c.f., 1411.50 in D0.0). change “B5 bits” to “B5”.
[image: ]
At 1676.1, 1676.3, 1676.4, and 1676.6 (c.f., 1452.1 in D0.0), delete “Bits”.
At 1676.11, 1676.12, 1676.14, and 1676.15, replace “Bits 16-17”, “Bits 18-19”, “Bits 20-22”, and “Bits 23-30” with “B16-B17”, “B18-B19”, “B20-B22”, and “B23-B30”, respectively.
[image: ]



At 5384.14 (c.f., 3979.11 in D0.0), change “bit B0” with “B0”, and “bit B76” with “B76”.
[image: ]

Proposed resolution for CID 465:

Revised
Make the changes shown under “Proposed changes” for CID 465 in <this document>.


	CID
	Clause
	Page
	Line
	Comment
	Proposed Change

	135
	11.1.3.2
	2121
	33
	Use normative language
	Change "sets" to "shall set".  Same thing at P2202.35, P2299.5 (and also change "signifies" to "shall signify"), P2484.15, and P2486.55.



Discussion:
At 2645.36 (c.f., 2121.33 in D0.0):
[image: ]
At 2735.45 (c.f., 2202.35 in D0.0):
[image: ]
At 2835.34 (c.f., 2299.5 in D0.0):
[image: ]
At 3038.16 (c.f., 2484.15 in D0.0):
[image: ]
At 3040.55 (c.f., 2486.55 in D0.0):
[image: ]

Proposed resolution for CID 135:

Accepted
Note to the Editors:  The locations in D0.4 are 2645.36, 2735.45, 2835.34, 3038.16, and 3044.55.


	CID
	Clause
	Page
	Line
	Comment
	Proposed Change

	211
	12
	2598
	54
	"Management  Frame
Protection Capable  field " -- no such field
	Change to "MFPC subfield".  

Change "Management Frame Protection Capable bit" in the same sentence to "MFPC subfield".  

Change "bits" to "subfields" at lines 50 and 52  

Change "Management Frame Protection Capable subfield" to "MFPC subfield" at 2600.46.  

Delete the space before the full stop in "Bit 7: MFPC . " at 1094.24



Discussion:
At 3160.30 (c.f., 2598.54 in D0.0), the terms “Management Frame Protection Capable field” and “Management Protection Capable bits”, and “Management Frame Protection Capable subfield” are removed because of CID 199.

Agree with the commenter that the MFPC bit and MFPR bit should be MFPC subfield and MFPR subfield, respectively.
[image: ]

The space before the full stop at 1296.44 (c.f., 1094.24 in D0.0) is fixed because of CID 199.
[image: ]



Proposed resolution for CID 211:

Accepted

Note to the Editors:  The terms “Management Frame Protection Capable field”, “Management Protection Capable bits”, and “Management Frame Protection Capable subfield” are removed, and the space before the full stop is fixed, because of CID 199.

Note to the Editors:  Because of CID 199 that results in difference in text between D0.0 and D0.4, replace “MFPC and MFPR bits” with “MFPC and MFPR subfields” at 3160.35; replace “MFPC bit” with “MFPC subfield” at 3160.35, and replace “MFPR bit” with “MFPR subfield” at 3160.36.


	CID
	Clause
	Page
	Line
	Comment
	Proposed Change

	185
	12.7.7.1
	2649
	49
	"An Authenticator shall do a 4-way handshake" doesn't sound fancy enough
	Change to "An Authenticator shall perform a 4-way handshake".  

Similarly change "The mesh STA shall do an AMPE handshake" to "The mesh STA shall perform an AMPE handshake" at 2766.10 and 

change "may do channel
smoothing" to "may perform channel smoothing" in Clause 23 (2x)



Discussion:
At 3215.24 (c.f., 2649.49 in D0.0):
[image: ]

At 3335.10 (c.f., 2766.10 in D0.0):
[image: ]

At 3869.44 in Clause 23:
[image: ]

At 3911.33 in Clause 23:
[image: ]

Proposed resolution for CID 185:

Accepted
Note to the Editors:  The locations in D0.4 are 3215.24, 3335.10, 3869.44, and 3911.33.


	CID
	Clause
	Page
	Line
	Comment
	Proposed Change

	551
	10.30.2.4
	1891
	10
	Replace "Multi-TID Block Ack" with "Multi-TID BlockAck" in Figure 10-43 (5 occurrences)
	As in comment



Discussion:
As referred to Figure 10-53 in D0.4 (c.f., Figure 10-43 in D0.0), there are 5 instances of “Multi-TID Block Ack” that should be replaced with “Multi-TID BlockAck”:

[image: ]

Proposed resolution for CID 551:

Accepted
Note to the Editors:  The updated figure is shown below for reference.
[image: ]


	CID
	Clause
	Page
	Line
	Comment
	Proposed Change

	386
	C.3
	3788
	
	The first two octets of the noncountry entity is two ASCII 'XX'
characters. -> "are also ASCII 'X' characters"; also "the first two octets of this
string is the two character country code" ->"are"
	As it says in the comment



Discussion:
At 5191.1:
[image: ]

Proposed resolution for CID 386:

Accepted.

Note to the Editors:  
At 5191.17:  replace “is two ASCII  'XX' characters” with “are also ASCII  'X' characters”.
At 5191.2:  replace “is the two” with “are the two”.



	CID
	Clause
	Page
	Line
	Comment
	Proposed Change

	431
	12
	
	
	"Length", including in "KDF-Hash-Length", in 12.7.1.6.3 PMK-R0 should be italic, 

also in 12.7.1.6.4 PMK-R1, 12.7.1.6.5 PTK, 12.7.8.2 TPK handshake; in .6.4 and .8.2 Length should be explicitly defined too; 

in .8.2. "that uses Hash to generate a key whose length is TK_bits + 128" should be "using the hash algorithm identified by the AKM suite selector (see Table 9-151 (AKM suite selectors))"
	As it says in the comment



Discussion:
· "Length", including in "KDF-Hash-Length", in 12.7.1.6.3 PMK-R0 should be italic, 
· Agree with the commenter.
· In D0.4, "Length" including in "KDF-Hash-Length" is italic because of CID 478.

· also in 12.7.1.6.4 PMK-R1,
· Agree with the commenter.
· In D0.4, "Length" including in "KDF-Hash-Length" is italic because of CID 478.

· 12.7.1.6.5 PTK,
· Agree with the commenter
· In D0.4, many of the appearances of “Length” are italic except the following one at 3191.22:
[image: ]

· 12.7.8.2 TPK handshake
· Agree with the commenter.
· In D0.4, "Length" including in "KDF-Hash-Length" is italic because of CID 478.

· in .6.4 and .8.2 Length should be explicitly defined too
· Agree with the commenter.
· In D0.4, the definition of "KDF-Hash-Length" is added because of CID 478. The definition of "Length" is also explicitly stated.
· in .8.2. "that uses Hash to generate a key whose length is TK_bits + 128" should be "using the hash algorithm identified by the AKM suite selector (see Table 9-151 (AKM suite selectors))"
· Cannot find the portion of the sentence the commenter mentioned in D0.0.

Proposed resolution for CID 431:

Revised.

At 3192.22, please italicize “Length” and “Hash”.

Note to the commenter:  Majority of the comment are addressed because of CID 478.


	CID
	Clause
	Page
	Line
	Comment
	Proposed Change

	220
	10.2
	
	
	Figure 10-22--Illustration of dynamic AID assignment has letter positioning issues
	As it says in the comment



Discussion:
Agree with the commenter that there are letter positioning issues in Figure 10-28 (c.f., Figure 10-22 in D0.0):

[image: ]


Proposed resolution for CID 220:
Accepted
Note to the Editors:  The updated figure is shown below for reference.

[image: ]

	CID
	Clause
	Page
	Line
	Comment
	Proposed Change

	410
	20.7
	3098
	
	Figure 20-17--Typical Tx state machine has various words with spurious capitalisation (e.g. "Octet", "Header", "Zero Pad")
	Lowercase spuriously upper-cased words

	328
	20.7
	3098
	
	Why does Figure 20-17 go "DMG control mode" sometimes but "control mode" other times on right hand side, and "Tx SC CEF" on left but "Tx DMG control mode CEF" on right etc.?  Need to be consistent.  Also why is the figure not searchable?
	As it says in the comment



Discussion:
Agree with the commenter to lowercase spuriously upper-cased words, including “Octet”, “Header”, and “Zero Pad”.

Agree with the commenter in principle to make the description for both modes consistent.  

The main reason the author proposed “REVISED”, not “ACCEPTED”, is that specific changes are introduced to the updated figure to make the description consistent.

Proposed resolution for CIDs 410 and 328:
Revised
Incorporate the changes as shown in “Proposed resolution for CIDs 410 and 328” in <this document>.
Note to the Editors:  Please make sure the figure is searchable by inserting the figure as emf.
Note to the Editors:  The updated figure is shown in the next page for reference.


[image: ]
	CID
	Clause
	Page
	Line
	Comment
	Proposed Change

	463
	11.21.13
	2362
	35
	"Extended BSSMaxIdlePeriod values are those that had a nonzero unified scaling factor (Table 9-48 (Unified
Scaling Factor subfield encoding)) value signaled by an S1G STA." seems misplaced in this subclause.  In fact, the concept of extended (BSS) max(imum) idle periods doesn't seem to be referred to anywhere else
	Delete the cited text



Discussion:
In D0.4, there is one instance of “extended BSS max idle periods” and one instance of “Extended BSSMaxIdlePeriod” as follows.

At 280.1:
[image: ]

At 2901.9:
[image: ]



As referred to 1068.44 and 1069.1, unified scaling factor is mentioned but the description does not have a clear linkage with the BSS max idle period.
[image: ]
[image: ]

As referred to 1427.25, the unified scaling factor is mentioned but the term “extended” is not mentioned.

[image: ]



Proposed resolution for CID 463:

Revised.

At 2901.9, delete “Extended BSSMaxIdlePeriod values are those that had a nonzero unified scaling factor (Table 9-76 (Unified Scaling Factor subfield encoding)) value signalled by an S1G STA.”.

At 1427.53, add “Extended BSS max idle period values are BSS max idle period values that have a nonzero unified scaling factor”.

Submission 	Page 20	     Edward Au, Huawei Technologies
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