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	Number
	Commenter's Name    


	Doc_Reference    


	Section/Item    
	Comment
	Proposed resolution
	E, TN, TY
	Pri
	Status
	Consensuso

	
	Fischer, Matthew
	11-03/0813r9
	FR7
	This requirement is worded too vaguely to interpret. What are the 802.11e options? Are the options HCCA and EDCA? Are the options BlockAck and Power Save? If, for example, BlockAck is one of the options, then does this requirement mean that exactly those frame types and format that are used in the BlockAck mechanism specified in 802.11e shall be used? Or is just the feature itself required in spirit?
	Provide a list of the “options”. Clarify whether the implementation of such options is in spirit, or exactly according to the frame format and behavior specifications in 802.11e (which draft of e – isn’t it still a moving document?) or is required to in fact, interoperate with 802.11e “legacy” equipment, which does not really exist?
	TY
	
	
	

	
	Fischer, Matthew
	11-03/0813r9
	FR4
	The terms backwards compatible and interoperable are not well defined. The definition provided in the comment field for backwards compatible, I believe, actually describes the concept of backwards interoperable. Interoperable should refer to the ability to exchange data. Compatibility should refer to the concept of sharing the medium –– see the protection mechanism within 802.11g for an example of a form of compatible behavior.
	Provided complete definitions for the terms interoperable and compatible so that the requirement is understandable. Propose that interoperable means the ability to exchange data and compatible means ability to share the environment such that both types of STA can use some of the air time to exchange data with other like-STA and be successful some of the time.
	TY
	
	
	

	
	Fischer, Matthew
	11-03/0813r9
	FR5
	The terms backwards compatible and interoperable are not well defined. The definition provided in the comment field for backwards compatible, I believe, actually describes the concept of backwards interoperable. Interoperable should refer to the ability to exchange data. Compatibility should refer to the concept of sharing the medium –– see the protection mechanism within 802.11g for an example of a form of compatible behavior.
	Provided complete definitions for the terms interoperable and compatible so that the requirement is understandable. Propose that interoperable means the ability to exchange data and compatible means ability to share the environment such that both types of STA can use some of the air time to exchange data with other like-STA and be successful some of the time.
	TY
	
	
	

	
	Fischer, Matthew
	11-03/0814r17
	CC9
	The proposed measurement is ok, but I don’t agree that the results is a power consumption estimate.
	Delete this requirement.
	TY
	
	
	

	
	Fischer, Matthew
	11-03/0814r17
	CC11
	This criteria is too broad.
	Limit the compatibility to 802.11a and 802.11g.
	TY
	
	
	

	
	Fischer, Matthew
	11-03/0814r17
	CC15
	Scenario 17 and 18 are swapped.
	Change 17 to 18 in the T1 definition and 18 to 17 in the T2 definition.
	TY
	
	
	

	
	Fischer, Matthew
	11-03/0814r17
	CC19
	There are too many scenarios required.
	Eliminate scenarios 3 (Residential IBSS), 6 (Hotspot), 11 (Co-channel legacy) from the requirement.
	TY
	
	
	

	
	Fischer, Matthew
	11-03/0814r17
	CC20
	There are too many scenarios required.
	Eliminate scenarios 3 (Residential IBSS), 6 (Hotspot), 11 (Co-channel legacy) from the requirement.
	TY
	
	
	

	
	Fischer, Matthew
	11-03/0814r17
	CC24
	Adds no value.
	Delete the criteria.
	TY
	
	
	

	
	Fischer, Matthew
	11-03/802r13
	CC67.2
	The PER (FER?) should be measured at the highest compliant error-rate (e.g. 10%), since, at the highest spectral efficiencies, the slope PER vs. SNR will be higher in the presence of other nonlinear impairments such as phase noise.
	Change 1% in the document to 10%.
	TY
	
	
	

	
	Fischer, Matthew
	11-03/802r13
	CC67.2
	Specify requirement over flat channel and at least one LOS and one NLOS model.
	Specify requirement over flat channel and at least one LOS and one NLOS model.
	TY
	
	
	

	
	Fischer, Matthew
	11-03/802r13
	IM1
	I am not clear on the aim of this requirement.  Is it stating that the only invariant in the simulations of link budget is the Psat of the amplifier?  I.e., if it is possible for one system to push 1 dB closer to saturation, then that system has a 1-dB link margin requirement in all simulations?
	Please clarify.
	TY
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	


.

Submission
page 3
Matthew Fischer, Broadcom

