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	Clause
	Comment
	Proposed Change

	4206
	Allert Van Zelst
	242.23
	22.3.11.1
	Consider using u instead of i, and using (MU) user instead of beamformee in this section to align it better with the rest of the clause.
	Revised.
See changes identified in document  “11-12-0611-00-00ac-Clause 22.3.11.1-2 Changes_v1”.



	5384

	Youhan Kim
	242.23
	22.3.11.1
	"u" is a better index to represent users.  Also, the term "user" is used often to refer to MU beamformees.  For example, see Table 22-11 (VHT-SIG-A).
	Revised.
See changes identified in document  “11-12-0611-00-00ac-Clause 22.3.11.1-2 Changes_v1”.




Proposed resolution:
Revised.

The definition of SU-MIMO and MU-MIMO beamforming from section 22.3.11.1 is “SU-MIMO and MU-MIMO beamforming are techniques used by a STA (the beamformer) to steer signals using knowledge of the channel to improve PPDU reception at another STA (the beamformee). With SUMIMO beamforming, all spatial streams in the transmitted signal are intended for reception at a single STA. With MU-MIMO beamforming, the space-time streams are divided between one or more STAs.”

MU-MIMO beamforming is described as a form of beamforming technique where the beamforming is to multiple STAs while in case of SU-MIMO beamforming it is to a single STA. Therefore in both cases it is correct to call the transmitter as the beamformer and the receipient the beamformee.

Equation 22-92 uses the index “u” to identify the user and therefore the commentor’s recommendation to use “u” in Equation 22-98 is accepted. Along with this change the first user is represented by the value of u=0, the same change is appliend to section 22.3.11.1 and 22.3.11.2.

All these changes are identified in document “11-12-0611-00-00ac-Clause 22.3.11.1-2 Changes_v1”.

	CID
	By
	Page
	Clause
	Comment
	Proposed Change

	5201
	Sigurd Schelstraete
	254.31
	22.3.19.1
	Is minimum sensitivity per antenna?
	Rejected.


Proposed Resolution:

Rejected. 

Section 22.3.19 includes the information required to measure the receive sensitivity and other receive performance. Therefore the comment is rejected.

“For tests in this subclause, the input levels are measured at the antenna connectors and are referenced as the average power per receive antenna. The number of spatial streams under test shall be equal to the number of utilized transmitting STA antenna (output) ports and also equal to the number of utilized Device Under Test input ports. Each output port of the transmitting STA shall be connected through a cable to one input port of the Device Under Test”
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	4591
	Jens Tingleff
	256.41
	22.3.19.2
	If adjacent channel interference rejection at 160 MHz channel bandwidth is conditioned by regulatory feasibility, what about nonadjacent?
	Revised.

Change  255.44 in clause 22.3.19.3
“Measurement of non-adjacent channel rejection for 160 MHz operation in a regulatory domain is only required if such a frequency band plan is permitted in that regulatory domain.”


Proposed Resolution:

Revised. 

Table 22-26 specifies the adjacent and non-adjacent channel rejection levels for 160 MHz channels.  Therefore we should clariy that non – adjacent channel rejection should also be measured if the frequency band plan permits in that regulatory domain. However that should be added to 22.3.19.3 instead of 22.3.19.2 as suggested by the commenter.
Change  255.44 in clause 22.3.19.3
“Measurement of non-adjacent channel rejection for 160 MHz operation in a regulatory domain is only required if such a frequency band plan is permitted in that regulatory domain.”
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	5247
	Simone Merlin
	122.32
	9.28.3
	"the MFB requester shall set the MSI field to a value in the range 0 to 6."

the field is now called MSI/STBC and the allowed values depend on STBC indication also
	Revised.

Change” MSI field” to “MSI/STBC field” in section 9.28.3.


Proposed Resolution:

Revised. 

In section 8.2.4.6.3, Table 8-13a, defines the field as MSI/STBC. The value depends on the MFB subfield and MRQ subfield.  If 
Unsolicited MFB subfield = 0 & MRQ subfield = 1  MSI/STBC subfield value is from 0 to 6.

If unsolicited MFB subfield = 0  & MRQ subfield = 0, MSI/STBC subfield is reserved

If unsolicited MFB subfield = 1, MSI/STBC field contains the compressed MSI and STBC indication.

Clause 9.28.3 describes setting of the MSI/STBC bit. 
I agree with the commentor that MSI should be changed to MSI/STBC as that is the field described in Table 8-13a.
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This submission contains proposed comment resolutions to comments received during WG letter ballot 187.





The comments included are non-editorial comments on Clauses 22.3.11, and 22.3.19





There are 5 comments: 4206, 5384, 5201, 4591, 5247








The comments included are non-editorial comments on Clauses 9.19.2.8
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