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	476
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	10.35
	REDS provides no advantages over 11s mesh, but will be a burden to designs that need to implement both.  The 0196-02 document simply states that 11s does not support some 11ad features, but gives no reason why 11s can't be modified to support, optionally, those 11ad features.  And it does not answer the critical problem of some designs being required to support two heavily overlapping but different mesh technologies.  There is no reason to insert a whole new mesh technology into 802.11 when the current one can be modified to support 60 GHz.
	Delete 10.35 and all references to REDS.


Discussion: 
Basically, the DMG STA only supports DMG Channel Access as seen in Fig. 9.1(see page 260 in D6.0). Therefore, it does not support Mesh Controlled Access (MCCA) either on which the IEEE 802.11s operates. 
[image: image1.emf]
Even if the DMG STA supports MCCA, the existing IEEE 802.11s protocol should be significantly changed in order to consider the directional feature of 60GHz frequency band as already mentioned in 0196-02 document. Moreover, it will make the 11s protocol much complicated since 11s should consider the multihop situation. For example, when the directional Mesh STA intends to forward a frame to the intermediate Mesh STA who is one of many neighbour Mesh STAs, two Mesh STAs face each other at that point to communicate. However, it will require the additional procedure because all the Mesh STAs are not always beamformed nor stare at the forwarding Mesh STA. In addition, 11s mesh only supports decode and forward type of relay which leads to the delay and throuput degradation while DMG relay supports amplify and forward type as well.
As far as I know, currently, there is no standard dealing with the directional mesh network. As such, I believe the directional mesh network is the next step of standardization for future. The DMG relay only considers two hops to minimize the complexity and overcome the drawback of the 60GHz such as the short communication range and the blockage on the LOS in the same PBSS. On the other hand, the 11s mainly considers the multihop routing among the different BSSs replacing the existing MANET (mobile and ad-hoc network).  Therefore, I believe 11s and DMG Relay functionality are not overlapping. 
Proposed resolution: DISAGREE

We disagree that the IEEE 802.11s can be used instead of DMG Relay operation in IEEE 802.11ad as aforementioned
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This document proposes the comment resolution on D6.0 under (11-12-0481-03-00ad-sb002-comment-database). It resolves comment CID 7101.  
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