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1 Introduction

Draft P802.11ae D4.00 was submitted for 11MEC by the 802.11ae technical editor, Henry Ptasinski.

This being the second 11MEC performed, the WG editors Adrian Stephens and Peter Ecclesine undertook the WG editor and WG nominee roles in the process.

Throughout this document, numbers of the form “XX.YY” refer to page and line numbers in  Draft 802.11ae_D4.00.pdf unless explicitly identified otherwise.

Note that some of the findings relate to technical or editorial issues that are not in scope of the 11MEC process.   Rather than lose those findings,   they are distinguished below with a grey highlight.

2 Findings

2.1 Numbering of clauses, subclauses, figures, tables and equations

1. The .11ae editor updated the numbering spreadsheet.

2. Document 11-08/0644r24 was checked against the draft.   

3. No errors were found in the reported numbering from the draft.  R24 of the numbering spreadsheet shows a number of changes that need to be made (resulting from updating the SS to REVmb D9).

1. Recommended Change:  Update draft to resolve changes identified in R24.

2. Recommended change: At 30.29, 30.35, 31.05, 36.02, change “Table 10-ae1” to the correct xref (Table 10-12).
2.2 Numbering of  ANA administered objects

The numbering of ANA administered objects was checked against 11-11/0270r4 and no issues were discovered.

2.3 MIB

In the following comments, the status column has the following meanings:

· MEC – the change is requested to meet requirements of the proposed 11MEC process

· Technical – the change addresses a technical error in the MIB,  not covered by MEC

· Editorial – the change addresses an editorial issue in the MIB

	P802.11ae D4.0 page.line
	Comment
	Recommended change
	Status

	43.13
	The variable is marked “read-only”,  yet it is described as a control variable.
	Change MAX-ACCESS to read-write
	Technical

	43.18
	Document 11-09/1034 section 3.8.2 describes an optional line#3 describing a MIB variable.    This indicates when changes take effect,  and for a control variable such as this enables one to determine if it can be changed e.g. while associated.

Ditto comment in all variables defined here.
	Add line indicating when changes take place.
	Technical

	43.29
	“If this variable is false, then the STA shall not respond” – the MIB is not the place to make normative requirements. 
	Change to declarative language.  If this requirement is not made in Clause 10,  consider adding it.
	Technical

	43.34
	The use of INTEGER here contravenes IETF recommendations.
	Change to Unsigned32 here and at 43.08
	MEC


The MIB was compiled by the TGae editor.   Changes required to get the MIB to compile were propagated into D4.0.   This satisfies the 11MEC requirement to compile the MIB.

2.4 WG11 style

1. Frame formats

a. Figure 8-403a unnecessarily wraps the Element ID field.

i. Recommended change:  widen field to unwrap

b. Figure 8-403b is unnecessarily tall.  Ditto 8-403d.

i. Recommended change: Fit height to text

2. Information elements

a. 8.14 incorrectly quotes the baseline

b. Recommended change: remove “Information”

3. Use of verbs/words

a. Inappropriate use of May

i. 28.24:  Use of “may” in a note.

1.  Recommended change: may -> can

ii. 34.04:   Without specifying how this reconfiguration takes place we cannot assert its possibility.  Might expresses probability and is appropriate

1.  Recommended change: may-> might

.

b. Will.  Use of “will” is deprecated except where it expresses simple future fact.

i. 39.11:  

1.  Recommended change: will be -> is

c. Only.  Application of “only” to a verb is usually wrong.

i. 24.09 & 24.14:  Recommended change: “is only included when” -> “is included only when”

ii. 29.03:  

1.  Recommended Change: “is only required to keep the most recent” -> “is required to keep only the most recent”

iii. 37.22:  Poor grammar

1.  Recommended Change: “Policy to be applied to only Action frames” -> “Policy to be applied only to Action frames”

4. Clause 6

a. Observation:  the MLME-QMFPOLICYSET.request Result Code is uninformative.   If there are useful distinctions that could be made about a reason for rejection they could be added to the Result Codes here (and Status Code field).

i. Recommended change:   no recommended changes..

5. PICS

a. Observations:

i. Referencing a structure (by itself) is probably wrong.   Generally there are roles related to structures,  i.e. transmitter / receiver,  initiator / responder.   It is unclear what roles are implied by just referencing the structure.

1. QMF1 could be improved by indicating what behaviour is associated with this item

a. Recommended change:  no recommended change.

ii. There are different “shalls” in this draft related to whether you are an AP or non-AP sta,  or whether you are in an IBSS.   e.g.  you might expect an AP to transmit a QMF policy configuration,  but not an associated STA.

1. Items QMF4 & 5 could be improved by indicating sub-items related to specific roles – i.e. the role of an AP,  a non-AP STA in a BSS and an IBSS STA.

a. Recommended change:  no recommended changes.
iii. PICs page 41, line 8: we know TGae will be CF23 (TGs is CF21 and REVmb is 22),
a. Recommended change: replace “CFae” with “CF23” in tables B.4.3 and B.4.24

6. Capitalization. 

a. Pages 36, 37:  both the title and the contents of 10.25.3 Interpreting Quality–of-Service Management Frame Access Categories appear to overuse Capitalization (WG Style Guide 2.7). 

i. Recommended change: Change title to “Interpreting quality-of-service management frame access categories”

ii.  Recommended change: Change “Action management frames” to “management frames of subtype Action”

b. Page 5, line 6: Incorrect capitalization

i. Recommended change: ‘Do not adopt’ in ‘IBSS adoption’ field.

c. Page 33, line 1: Incorrect capitalization

i. Recommended change: title should end ‘configuration procedures’

2.5 IEEE Standards Style Manual

No deviations were noted.

Homogeneity:

D4.0 Page vi: REVmb Editor’s Notes title should be ‘Editor’s Note’ (REVmb D8.0 page cxviii). The 11ae draft should follow REVmb practice rather than use ‘EDITORIAL NOTE.’ (IEEE–SA Style Manual clause 12 Homogeneity).
Recommended change:  Replace “EDITORIAL NOTE” with “Editor's Note” throughout the draft, except in the IEEE-SA supplied boilerplate.
3 IEEE-SA MEC

The draft was submitted to IEEE-SA at the same time as 11MEC.  

The following response was received from the IEEE-SA: (modified to protect privacy)
	From: Michelle Turner 
Sent: Tuesday, June 21, 2011 4:14 PM
Subject: RE: 802.11ae MEC


Hi Adrian, 

…

This serves as my official MEC. 

"This draft meets all editorial requirements." 



*****************************
Michelle Turner
Sr. Program Manager, Document Development
IEEE Standards Activities


IEEE
445 Hoes Lane, PO Box 1331, Piscataway, NJ 08854
USA

***************************



4 Miscellaneous observations

1. Should Table 10-13 heading be ‘Action Category Assignment field length’ or ‘QACM Field Length’? Is the first column Length the value of six bits in QACM Header subfield?

i. Recommended change: Change  column 1 heading of table 10-13 to “QACM field length subfield” (w/o “(octets)”)

ii. Recommended change: At 37.30, change “Access Category Assignment Count

 field” to “QACM Field Length subfield”

2. Cross-reference style is incorrect:

i. Recommended change: Page 20, line 2: sentence should end  ‘in 8.4.2.31 (EDCA Parameter Set element).’ 

ii. Recommended change: Page 22, line 2: in both Notes, ‘See 10.25.’ should be ‘See 10.25 (Quality-of-Service Management Frame).’

iii. Recommended change: Page 25, line 6: sentence should end ‘in 8.4.1.9 (Status Code field).’

3. Incorrect editing instructions

i. Recommended change: Page 38, line 31: the referenced clause should be 11.3.4.4 

ii. Recommended change: Page 39, line 4: the referenced clause should be 11.3.4.5 

iii. Recommended change: Page 39, line 14: the referenced clause should be 11.3.4.6

4. MLME parameter name style is inconsistent with baseline

i. Recommended change: Replace “QMF Policy” with “QMFPolicy” in clause 6.3 whenever it is used to indicate an MLME parameter

5. Punctuation is inconsistent with the baseline

i. Recommended change: Replace all instances of “; else null” with “, else null”.

5 Output documents

During this 11MEC process, in addition to this submission, the following documents were updated:

· 11-08/0644r24 – the number alignment working document

6 References

· 11-11/0615r1 – the 11MEC process

· 11-09/1034r2 – the working group style document

· 11-11/0270r4 – the ANA database

· 11-08/0644r24 – the numbering spreadsheet

· IEEE Standards Style Manual-2009
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This submission contains the report from the 802.11ae 11MEC.   See 11-11/0615 for the 11MEC process description.











� Note,  the baseline is itself internally inconsistent.   QMFPolicy is preferable,  based on the MLME-START primitive parameters.
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