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CID        Sec.         Pg.            Ln.                   Comment                                  Proposal 
	7105
	22.3.19.3
	302
	14
	As currently written, it is ok to build a VHT 20MHz receiver operating at, say, ch. 36 which passes the nonadjacent channel rejection requirement for blockers in ch. 44, but does not passes the requirement for blockers in ch. 48.
	Clarify whether the nonadjacent blocker requirement applies only to 2*W MHz away blocker, or to any blockers 2*W MHz or more away.


Proposed resolution: Defer.
	7086
	22.3.18
	Annex T defines the Time of 
Departure accuracy test which 
evaluates rms of TIME_OF_DEPARTURE 
against aTxPHYTxStartRMS and 
aTxPHYTxStartRMS against TIME_OF_DEPARTURE_ACC
URACY_TEST_THRESH. Though, 
valuses of test parameters and TIME_OF_DEPARTURE_ACC
URACY_TEST_THRESH are not defined when transmitting VHT PPDU.
	Insert subclause 22.3.18.5 Time of Departure accuracy as following.

The Time of Departure accuracy test evaluates TIME_OF_DEPARTURE against aTxPHYTxStartRMS and aTxPHYTxStartRMS against IME_OF_DEPARTURE_ACCURACY_TEST_THRESH as defined in Annex T with the following test parameters:



-- MULTICHANNEL_SAMPLING_RATE is:

20e6 x (1+[(fH - fL)/20 MHz]) sample/s, for a CH_BANDWIDTH parameter equal to CBW20

40e6 x (1+[(fH - fL)/40 MHz]) sample/s, for a CH_BANDWIDTH parameter equal to CBW40

80e6 x (1+[(fH - fL)/80 MHz]) sample/s, for a CH_BANDWIDTH parameter equal to CBW80

160e6 x (1+[(fH - fL)/160 MHz]) sample/s, for a CH_BANDWIDTH parameter equal to CBW160 or CBW80+80

where

fH is the nominal center frequency in Hz of the highest channel in the channel set

fL is the nominal center frequency in Hz of the lowest channel in the channel set, the channel set is the set of channels upon which frames providing measurements are transmitted, the channel set comprises channels uniformly spaced across fH - fL <= 50 MHz

[x] equals the smallest integer equal to or larger than x.

-- FIRST_TRANSITION_FIELD is L-STF.

-- SECOND_TRANSITION_FIELD is L-LTF.

-- TRAINING_FIELD is L-LTF windowed in a manner which should approximate the windowing described in 18.3.2.5 (Mathematical conventions in the signal descriptions) with TTR = 100 ns.

-- TIME_OF_DEPARTURE_ACCURACY_TEST_THRESH is 80 ns.

NOTE The indicated windowing applies to the time of departure accuracy test equipment, and not the transmitter or receiver.


Proposed resolution: Accept. 

Instruction to Editor: Please include commenter’s proposed text in the draft 11ac specification.
	7060
	22.3.10.1
	266
	12
	Why can 22-52 for BCC just talk of Nsym and this apparently works for both SU and MU, but an LDPC user in a MU PPDU cannot just use Nsym ...
	Basically, is there a simplification available?


Proposed resolution: Reject. 

Discussion: In the LDPC case there is extra symbol ambiguity, see page 269:
“In addition, if  Nsym computed in Equation (20-41) in step (d) of 20.3.11.7.5 (LDPC PPDU encoding process)

is greater than Nsym_init, then the LDPC Extra OFDM Symbol field of VHT-SIG-A2 shall be set to 1.

Otherwise, the LDPC Extra OFDM Symbol field of VHT-SIG-A2 shall be set to 0.”
	7059
	22.3.10.1
	266
	12
	What is this "In the case of MU LDPC encoding". Is this the case only if all users LDPC? Or if just 1 user is LDPC then this is triggered?
	Be specific ... I think we want "in the case of an MU PPDU for an LDPC-encoded PSDU for a user ..."


Proposed resolution: Revise. 

Instruction to Editor: Please modify the text on pg 266, ln 12 as follows:
“In the case of MU LDPC encoding, the PHY padding bits are calculated using Equation (22-54). When user u of an MU PPDU uses LDPC encoding, the PHY padding bits are calculated using Equation (22-54).”
	7106
	22.3.10.12
	291
	23
	With respect to "The L-STF, L-LTF, and L-SIG fields shall be transmitted in the same way as in

the VHT transmission, with the exceptions for the Rate and Length fields listed in 22.3.8.1.4 (L-SIG defini-

tion).", it isn't specified how the Rate and Length need to be set.
	Please clarify


Proposed resolution: Revise. 

Instruciton to Editor: Please modify the text on pg 287, ln 23 as follows: 

“.. and L-SIG fields shall be transmitted in the same way as in the VHT transmission, with the exceptions for the Rate and Length fields which shall follow 18.3.4 listed in 22.3.8.1.4 (L-SIG definition).”
	7267
	22.3.10.1
	265
	45
	Pad bits should be per user
	Replace "pad bits to append" with "pad bits to append for user u"


Proposed resolution: Revise. 

Instruction to Editor: Please modify the text on pg 265, ln 45 as follows:
“When user u of an MU PPDU uses BCC encoding, the PHY padding bits are calculated using Equation (22-52). In the case of BCC, the number of pad bits to append is calculated using Equation (22-52). In the case of SU ignore u in Equation (22-52).
	7268
	22.3.10.6
	271
	44
	Confusing wording "S bits from the output of the first encoder are fed into all spatial streams"
	Replace with "S bits from the output of the first encoder are divided among all spatial streams, s bits per stream"


Proposed resolution: Accept. 

Instruction to Editor: Please include commenter’s proposed text in the draft 11ac specification.
	7269
	22.3.10.6
	272
	28
	The NOTE lists cases where N_CBPS is greater than N_block x N_ES x S. Currently it only contains 160 MHz cases. Since N_CBPS, N_ES and S are identical for 160 and 80+80 (See Tables 22-54 to 22-61), this list should also contain the 80+80 MHz cases.
	Add equivalent 80+80 cases to the list


Proposed resolution: Revise. 

Instruction to Editor: on pg 272, ln 28, please modify the text as follows: 
— 160 MHz or 80+80 MHz, NSS = 5, VHT-MCS = 5

— 160 MHz or 80+80 MHz, NSS = 5, VHT-MCS = 6

— 160 MHz or 80+80 MHz, NSS = 7, VHT-MCS = 5

— 160 MHz or 80+80 MHz, NSS = 7, VHT-MCS = 6
	7270
	22.3.10.9.2
	281
	29
	Range of index u is missing
	Add u=0, ..., N_u -1 to equation (22-81)


Proposed resolution: Accept. 

Instruction to Editor: Please include commenter’s proposed text in the draft 11ac specification.
	7271
	22.3.10.9.3
	282
	20
	User index is missing
	User index is missing from left-hand side and right-hand side of Equation (22-84)
Same comment for Equations (22-85), (22-86)


Proposed resolution: Accept. 

Instruction to Editor: Please include commenter’s proposed text in the draft 11ac specification. Include user index u in Eqs (22-84, 22-85, 22-86).
	7272
	22.3.10.9.4
	282
	53
	User index missing in text
	d should have an additonal index u



Same comment for subsequent lines of same paragraph. Index u missing in several places


Proposed resolution: Accept. 

Instruction to Editor: Please include commenter’s proposed text in the draft 11ac specification. Add index u on pg 282, everywhere on this page, equations (see CID 7271) and Sec 22.3.10.9.4 Space-time block coding.
	7273
	22.3.10.9.5
	282
	65
	Replace "segment index i_Seg is omitted in Table 22-20" with  "segment index i_Seg and user index u are omitted in Table 22-20"
	As in comment


Proposed resolution: Accept. 

Instruction to Editor: Please include commenter’s proposed text in the draft 11ac specification.
	7314
	22.3.18
	272
	
	Would the standard define the requirement to the effect of beamforming and DFS?
	


Proposed resolution: Reject. 

Discussion: Implemeters must meet regulatory DFS requiremrents. We don’t see a reason to add DFS requirements specifically for beamforming, seems that this should not be a part of the specification, and not sure how they are coupled (beamforming and DFS). 
	7191
	22.3.10.9.3
	282
	19
	In \tilde{d}^(i_Seg), user index is missed, but in Equations (22-92) through (22-95), it does included the index.
	Add the user index u to d^(i_Seg) and \tilde{d}^(i_Seg) throughout the D4.0. Change the sentence "Note that the segment index i_Seg is omitted..." to "Note that the segment index i_Seg and the user index u are omitted..."



Proposed resolution: Accept. See resolutions to CIDs 7271, 7272, 7273.
	7176
	22.3.10.5.5
	270
	7
	"it is not necessary" is actually a vague "may", which unfottunately is inside an informative note.
	Delete "NOTE-" and replace "Thus, it is not necessary to actually encode encode the data using LDPC at this stage." with "Thus, at this stage NSYM for each user may be calculated without actually encoding the data using LDPC."


Proposed resolution: Revise. 

Instruction to Editor: Please modify the text on pg 270, ln 7 as follows: 
“NOTE—The purpose of going through steps a) to d) in 20.3.11.7.5 (LDPC PPDU encoding process) in the above paragraph

is to compute NSYM,u. Thus, it is not necessary to actually encode the data using LDPC at this stage. Thus, at this stage NSYM,u  for each user may be calculated without actually encoding the data using LDPC."
	7266
	22.3.9.2
	265
	21
	HT_MF PPDU is not defined
	Replace :HT_MF PPDU" with "HT PPDU with FORMAT equal to HT_MF"


Proposed resolution: Accept. 

Instruction to Editor: Please include commenter’s proposed text in the draft 11ac specification.
	7190
	22.3.10.9.3
	282
	18
	The variable of d'', which is defined in Equations (22-81) and (22-83), has user index u; however, in Equation (22-84), the index u is missed on d^(i_Seg) and d''. Ditto in Equations (22-85) and (22-86).
	Add user index u to d''. Change the superscript of d^(i_Seg) to "(i_Seg,u)" as well as \tilde{D^(i_Seg,u)_{k,m,n,BW} }" in P285L51.


Proposed resolution: Accept. See resolutions to CIDs 7271, 7272.
	7192
	22.3.10.11.1
	287
	6
	This subclause describes the transmission in VHT format; therefore, "SU PPDUs" should be replaced with "VHT SU PPDUs".
	As in comment.


Proposed resolution: Accept. 

Instruction to Editor: Please include commenter’s proposed text in the draft 11ac specification, on line 6, pg 287.
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