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	CID 4291

Brian Hart
	38.37
	8.3.3.2
	Extended BSS Load is a potential source of beacon bloat so should be associated with an individual MIB variable such that it can be added/not added to the beacon according to utility. Ditto probe request
	As in comment
	MAC
	Accepted. See the editing instruction in 12/419 under CID 4291.


Discussion: The Extended BSS Load element was added by TGac and its presence in the beacon currently is tied to MIB variables dot11QosOptionImplemented, dot11QBSSLoadImplemented and dot11VHTOptionImplemented. However, the Extended BSS Load element requires a more related MIB variable to be associated with. In the following, it is proposed to add dot11ExtendedBSSLoadImplemented.   

Proposed resolution: Accepted. See the editing instruction in 12/419 under CID 4291.

TGac Editor, please apply the following changes:
Table 8-20—Beacon frame body
	64
	Extended BSS Load

element
	The Extended BSS Load element is optionally present if

dot11QosOptionImplemented and

and

dot11VHTOptionImplemented are true.


Table 8-27—Probe Response frame body
	64
	Extended BSS Load

Element
	The Extended BSS Load element is optionally present if

dot11QosOptionImplemented and

dot11QBSSLoadImplemented and

dot11VHTOptionImplemented are true.


	CID 4363

Brian Hart
	91.50
	9.3.2.3.2
	Given activities in a fraternal body, "A VHT STA shall not TX frames separated by a RIFS" is maybe too strong - suggest finding new language: e.g. not sent VHT to VHT, or something
	As in comment
	MAC
	Revised. See the resolution for CID 5351 in doc 12/0520r1.


	CID 5412

Yusuke Asai
	91.48
	9.3.2.3.2
	This rule specifies a part of future amendments operated in OBand and this is out of scope of TGac Draft.
	Remove the first sentence in 9.3.2.3.2.
	MAC
	Rejected. The TGad amendment is part of our baseline and it is permissible to refer to OBand or  DMG devices.


	CID 4536

David Hunter
	91.49
	9.3.2.3.2
	Declaring RIFS to be obsolete goes beyond the scope of 11ac.  11ac is not replacing 11mb, but supplementing it.  This description needs to be reworded to match the text in 4.3.10a.
	Reword this paragraph to match 4.3.10a:  VHT operations do not support RIFS (not that RIFS transmission is obselete).   Deleting the first sentence leaves open the question of whether a VHT STA can participate in an HT transaction, which also needs clarification text.
	MAC
	Rejected. We believe that it is within the scope of 11ac to mark a feature as obsolete based upon our experience of lack of market support for the feature.


	CID 4916

Matthew Fischer
	103.14
	9.9
	"An HT variant" - this should say "A VHT variant"
	Make the change indicated in the comment.
	MAC
	Accepted. See the editing instruction in doc 12/419 under CID 5262.


Proposed resolution: Accepted. See the editing instruction in doc 12/419 under CID 5262.
	CID 5077

Sigurd Schelstraete
	102.54
	9.9
	HT variant should be VHT variant
	Replace "HT variant" with "VHT variant"
	MAC
	Accepted. See the editing instruction in doc 12/419 under CID 5262.


Proposed resolution: Accepted. See the editing instruction in doc 12/419 under CID 5262.
	CID 4158

Ahmadreza Hedayat
	103.14
	9.9
	An HT variant HT Control -> A VHT variant HT Control ...
	As in comment.
	MAC
	Accepted. See the editing instruction in doc 12/419 under CID 5262.


Proposed resolution: Accepted. See the editing instruction in doc 12/419 under CID 5262.
	CID 5262 

Simone Merlin
	103.13
	9.9
	"An HT variant HT Control field shall not be present in a frame addressed to a STA unless that STA declares
support for +HTC-VHT in the VHT Capabilities Info field of its VHT Capabilities element."

Sentence was probably supposed to refer to the VHT variant
	change to "An VHT variant HT Control field...."
	MAC
	Accepted. See the editing instruction in doc 12/419 under CID 5262.


Proposed resolution: Accepted. See the editing instruction in doc 12/419 under CID 5262.
TGac Editor, please apply the following changes:
9.9 HT Control field operation

A VHT variant HT Control field shall not be present in a frame addressed to a STA unless that STA declares

support for +HTC-VHT in the VHT Capabilities Info field of its VHT Capabilities element.

	CID 4160

Ahmadreza Hedayat
	103.17
	9.9
	This note seems to be applicable regardless of +HTC support. Is there any specific reason to have this note? And is it the right sub-clause?
	Remove the note since a STA always updates the NAV from Duration/ID field of a correctly received MPDU.
	MAC
	Rejected. This note was added in the baseline during preparation of previous amendments and TGac has only modified it in minor way.


	CID 5034 

Sandhya Patil
	92.35
	9.3.2.4.7
	All the stations receive  VHT-SIG-A portion of the frame. Only the stations that are intended recipeint/s can receive the complete frame. This causes the other stations to perform EIFS. The stations that can receive correctly the BA if one is transmitted reset the EIFS. The rest of the stations perform EIFS for the transmission. This causes an unfairness in the channel access for most of the VHT as well as the other stations in the beamformed transmission.
	see 802.11-11/xxx
	MAC
	Deferred.


Discussion: The commenter points out to the situations where unintended receivers of a frame would not be able to decode the frame and have to invoke EIFS. While this is partially the intended reason for introducing EIFS in the spec, for beamformed frames, such as MU frames, this effect is more pronounced and causes more unintended recipient to invoke EIFS which is unfair to them. However, MU frames are followed usually by BAR and BA which is much more likely to be heard by all clients, hence cancelling the invoked EIFS.     

At the request of the commenter the resolution is deferred for now.

	CID 4362

Brian Hart
	91.32
	9.3.1
	Has to TX and RX all the basic rates and all the *mandatory* rates (which always trumps the basic rates, since 9.7 mulirate support can drop back to basic rates so these are ultimately required)
	Don't care at present, but if we add a way to delete MCSs from below to improve spectral efficiency in dense environments, this clarification becomes more important
	MAC
	Accepted. See the editing instruction under CID 4362 in 12/419.




Discussion: Accepted. See the editing instruction under CID 4362 in 12/419.
The commenter refers to the sentence: 
All VHT STAs that are members of a BSS are able to receive and transmit using all the MCSs in the VHTBSSBasicMCSSet parameter of the MLME-START.request primitive or VHTBSSBasicMCSSet parameter of the BSSDescription representing the SelectedBSS parameter of the MLME-JOIN.request primitive; see 6.3.4.2.4 (Effect of receipt) and 6.3.11.2.4 (Effect of receipt).

The commenter argues that clarification would be needed if some resolution for restricting VHT MCSs from below is adopted. Since a resolution has now been adopted in D2.1 in sub-clause 9.7.11.3 Rate selection for VHT PPDUs, it is proposed to resolve this comments as follows.
TGac Editor, please apply the following changes:
9.3 DCF

9.3.1 General

Change the 2nd last paragraph as follows: 

All STA that are members of a BSS are able to receive and transmit at all the data rates in the BSSBasicRateSet

parameter of the MLME-START.request primitive or BSSBasicRateSet parameter of the BSSDescription

representing the SelectedBSS parameter of the MLME-JOIN.request primitive; see 6.3.4.2.4 (Effect of

receipt) and 6.3.11.2.4 (Effect of receipt). All HT STAs that are members of a BSS are able to receive and

transmit using all the MCSs in the BSSBasicMCSSet parameter of the MLME-START.request primitive or

BSSBasicMCSSet parameter of the BSSDescription representing the SelectedBSS parameter of the MLMEJOIN.

request primitive; see 6.3.4.2.4 (Effect of receipt) and 6.3.11.2.4 (Effect of receipt). All VHT STAs that

are members of a BSS are able to receive and transmit using all the MCSs in the VHTBSSBasicMCSSet parameter of the MLME-START.request primitive or VHTBSSBasicMCSSet parameter of the BSSDescription representing the SelectedBSS parameter of the MLME-JOIN.request primitive; see 6.3.4.2.4 (Effect of receipt) and 6.3.11.2.4 (Effect of receipt), except as constrained by the rules of 9.7.11 (Rate selection constraints for VHT STAs). To support the proper operation of the RTS/CTS and the virtual CS mechanism, all STAs shall be able to interpret control frames with the Subtype field equal to RTS or CTS.
	CID 4915

Matthew Fischer
	103.01
	9.9
	It is not clear to me if the horse is the passenger: "A STA that has a value of true for at least one of dot11RDResponderOptionImplemented and
dot11MCSFeedbackOptionImplemented shall set either dot11HTControlFieldSupported or
dot11VHTControlFieldSupported or both to true." That is, the cited text forces the setting of a variable, even though the device might not actually support the feature that is represented by the setting of that variable.
	I believe that you need to modify the text so that you forbid the setting of RDR or MCSF to true unless HTC or VHTC is already true. On the other hand, maybe that is not really the right way either - maybe what you need to do is create a new function which identifies the condition when the SME has set the values of those MIBs to a combination that is not allowed, and then refuse to operate or spit an error message to the SME interface, or do something, but the current language is completely unsatisfactory and incorrect.
	MAC
	Rejected. A more appropriate amendment to discuss this issue is 11mc. 


Discussion: The commenter referrers to a sentence that establishes a logical relationship between several MIB variables. It is reasonable that this logical relationship needs to be established in a different way. Also the commenter has mentioned that there are several places in the baseline spec that similar logical relationship between MIB variables are established. The detailed resolution is deferred for now.
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