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Introduction

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 TGn Draft.  This introduction, is not part of the adopted material.

Editing instructions formatted like this are intended to be copied into the TGn Draft (i.e. they are instructions to the 802.11 editor on how to merge the TGn amendment with the baseline documents).

TGn Editor:  Editing instructions preceded by “TGn Editor” are instructions to the TGn editor to modify existing material in the TGn draft.   As a result of adopting the changes, the TGn editor will execute the instructions rather than copy them to the TGn Draft.

Summission 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.

Comments
	CID
	Page
	Clause
	Resn Status
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Resolution
	Owning Ad-hoc

	2163
	104.45
	9.6.1
	
	I don't know which modes of operation of the HT PHY are considered to be modulation class 8, because it is capable of generating signals indistinguishable from Clause 17 or 19 devices.
	Add to Table 64 a description of what TXVECTOR parameters correspond to modulation class 8. If necessary, add to other modulation classes HT PHY with specified TXVECTOR parameters (e.g. when generating legacy PPDU formats).
	
	MAC


Discussion:

In addition to making the changes in Table 9-2,  it is necessary to extend the enumeration of the NON-HT-MODULATION to indicate DSSS and CCK.  While these values are implied by following:

[image: image1.emf]
they are not part of the enumeration.
Proposed resolution:  Counter (accept in principle)

Change 9.6.1 as follows:
9.6.1 Modulation classes

In order to determine the rules for response frames given in 9.6, the following modulation classes are defined in Table 9-2. Each row defines a modulation class. Modulations described within the same row have the same modulation class, while modulations described in different rows have different modulation classes.  For Clause 20 PHY transmissions,  the modulation class is determined by the FORMAT and NON-HT-MODULATION parameters of the TXVECTOR/RXVECTOR.  Otherwise, the modulation class is determined by the Clause or subclause number defining that modulation.
Replace Table 9-2 with the following (tracking shows changes with respect to the merger of the current .11n with the baseline table):
Table 9-2 Modulation classes

	Modulation Class
	Description of Modulation
	Condition that selects this modulation class

	
	
	PHYs defined by clauses 14, 15, 16, 17, 18 or 19
	Clause 20 PHY

	1
	Infrared (IR) PHY (Clause 16)
	Clause 16 transmission
	N/A

	2
	Frequency-hopping spread spectrum (FHSS) 
	Clause 14 transmission
	N/A

	3
	DSSS and HR/DSSS 
	Clause 15 or Clause 18 transmission
	FORMAT = NON-HT and

NON-HT-MODULATION is one of DSSS or CCK

	4
	ERP-PBCC
	Clause 19.6 transmission
	FORMAT = NON-HT and

NON-HT-MODULATION = ERP-PBCC

	5
	DSSS-OFDM
	Clause 19.7 transmission
	FORMAT = NON-HT and

NON-HT-MODULATION = DSSS-OFDM

	6
	ERP-OFDM
	Clause 19.5 transmission
	FORMAT = NON-HT and

NON-HT-MODULATION = ERP-OFDM

	7
	OFDM
	Clause 17 transmission
	FORMAT = NON-HT and

NON-HT-MODULATION one of:

OFDM, NON-HT-DUP-OFDM, UPPER-20-OFDM, LOWER-20-0FDM

	8
	HT PHY (Clause 20)
	N/A
	FORMAT is HT_MF or HT_GF


Modify “NON-HT-MODULATION” row in Table 20-1 to add “DSSS” and “CCK” to the enumeration.
	CID
	Page
	Clause
	Resn Status
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Resolution
	Owning Ad-hoc

	2177
	107.10
	9.6.3.3
	
	I have a comment on 9.6.1 that relates to "and that is of the same modulation class as the received frame." In D2.0, all frames transmitted and received by the Clause 20 PHY are modulation class 8.
	If my comment is accepted, the quoted text can remain. If my other comment is rejected, the concept of modulation class is essentially meaningless and the quoted text will need to be reworded to call out the differences between the non-HT and HT formats produced by the Clause 20 PHY.
	
	MAC


Proposed resolution: Counter

See resolution to CID 2163, which modifies the modulation class definitions so that an HT transmission is not necessarily a single modulation class.



Abstract


This document contains proposed changes to the IEEE P802.11n Draft to address the following LB97 comments CID 2163 and 2177.





The changes marked in this document are based on TGn Draft version D2.07.
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