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Interpretation of a Motion to Adopt

A motion to approve this submission means that the editing instructions and any changed or added material are actioned in the TGaf Draft.  This introduction is not part of the adopted material.

Editing instructions formatted like this are intended to be copied into the TGaf Draft (i.e. they are instructions to the 802.11 editor on how to merge the text with the baseline documents).

TGaf Editor: Editing instructions preceded by “TGaf Editor” are instructions to the TGaf editor to modify existing material in the TGaf draft.  As a result of adopting the changes, the TGaf editor will execute the instructions rather than copy them to the TGaf Draft.

The editing instructions are shown in bold italic. Four editing instructions are used: change, delete, insert, and replace. Change is used to make corrections in existing text or tables. The editing instruction specifies the location of the change and describes what is being changed by using strikethrough (to remove old material) and underscore (to add new material). Delete removes existing material. Insert adds new material without disturbing the existing material. Insertions may require renumbering. If so, renumbering instructions are given in the editing instruction. Replace is used to make changes in figures or equations by removing the existing figure or equation and replacing it with a new one. Editorial notes will not be carried over into future editions because the changes will be incorporated into the base standard.

Relevant comments and discussion
	CID
	Page
	Clause
	Comment
	Proposed Change

	2008
	29.00
	3.2
	Including definitions for 'primary' and 'secondary' TVHT_W and _2W seems excessive.  I think the reader knows what primary and secondary means and the descriptions are also excessive for this section.
	Delete definitions for 'primary TVHT_W channel', 'primary TVHT_2W channel', 'secondary TVHT_W channel' and secondary TVHT_2W channel'


Discussion: 
TVHT STA uses the variant channel width such as TVHT_W, TVHT_2W, TVHT_4W, TVHT_W+W, or TVHT_2W+2W. And, specified channel width can be consisted of ‘primary’ and ‘secondary’ TVHT_W and TVHT_2W channel. As mentioned in CID 2008, we can understand what primary channel and secondary channel by reading the related sentences in 11af draft. But, by deleting the definition for primary and secondary, we can not know the some contents like as “In a TVHT BSS, the primary TVHT_W channel is the primary channel”. So if we delete the definition as metioned above, we may add the required sentence for clear understanding. 
Proposed Resolution:
CID 2008: Revised. See 802.11-13/0244r1 (remedy #1) and (remedy#2) for discussion and comment resolution
Remedy #1. TGaf Editor: delete the text in Clause3.2 as follows:
primary TVHT_W channel: In a TVHT_W, TVHT_2W, TVHT_4W, TVHT_W+W or TVHT_2W+2W TV high throughput (TVHT) basic service set (BSS), the TVHT_W channel that is used to transmit TVHT_W physical layer convergence procedure (PLCP) protocol data unit (PPDU). In a TVHT BSS, the primary TVHT_W channel is the primary channel.
primary TVHT_2W channel: In an TVHT_2W, TVHT_4W, or TVHT_2W+2W TV high throughput (TVHT) basic service set (BSS), the TVHT_2W channel that is used to transmit TVHT_2W physical layer convergence procedure (PLCP) protocol data unit (PPDU).   

secondary TVHT_W channel: In a TVHT_2W or TVHT_W+W TV high throughput (TVHT) basic ser​vice set (BSS), the TVHT_W channel not including the primary TVHT_W channel, that together with the primary TVHT_W channel forms the TVHT_2W or TVHT_W+W channel of the TVHT_2W or TVHT_W+W TVHT BSS. In a TVHT_4W or TVHT_2W+2W TV high throughput (TVHT) basic service set (BSS), the TVHT_W channel adjacent to the primary TVHT_W channel that together forms the primary TVHT_2W channel of the TVHT_4W or TVHT_2W+2W TVHT BSS. 
secondary TVHT_2W channel: In a TVHT_4W or TVHT_2W+2W TV high throughput (TVHT) basic service set (BSS), the TVHT_2W channel not including the primary TVHT_W channel, that together with the primary TVHT_2W channel forms the TVHT_4W or TVHT_2W+2W channel of the TVHT_4W or TVHT_2W+2W TVHT BSS.
Remedy #2. TGaf Editor: insert the text after last sentence in Clause 10.42 as follows:
In a TVHT BSS, the primary TVHT_W channel is the primary channel.
	CID
	Page
	Clause
	Comment
	Proposed Change

	2009
	30.00
	3.2a
	Description of non-HT duplicate format does not belong here
	Delete lines 21 to 33 after "...to receive the transmission."


Discussion: 
  In TVWS band, TVHT STA supports the Non-HT duplicate PPDU format when TXVECTOR FORMAT set to NON-HT and channel parameter set to TVHT_W, TVHT_2W, TVHT_4W, TVHT_W+W, or TVHT_2W+2W. For the transmission of defined NON-HT duplicate PPDU from point of TX, Non-HT duplicate mode should be defined in TVWS band. It is the style of our baseline to describe non-HT duplicate format in Clause 3. So, the description for Non-HT duplicate in TVWS should be included in 802.11af draft. 
Proposed Resolution:

CID 2009: Rejected. 

	CID
	Page
	Clause
	Comment
	Proposed Change

	2010
	30.00
	3.2a
	Why does "TVHT_2W mask physical layer convergence procedure (PLCP) protocol data unit (PPDU): warrant a definition?  TVHT_2W is already defined, PLCP is already defined, PPDU is already defined.  I think we know what 'mask' means.  I do not see that this fits here, unless you want to define the whole thing as "TVHT_2WMPLCPPPDU"?
	Delete from Page 30 line 51 to Page 32 line 60.


Discussion: 
In TVWS band, for the transmission of VHT or Non-HT PPDU, TVHT STA should apply the strict spectral mask defined according to used channel width. And, it should be defined that how to apply the spectral mask for all transmission of VHT or Non_HT PPDU using variant TVHT channel. It is the style of our baseline to describe non-HT duplicate format in Clause 3. So, the definitions about the TVHT transmission applied spectral mask are described at Page 30 line 51 to Page 32 line 60.
Proposed Resolution:

CID 2010: Rejected.
	CID
	Page
	Clause
	Comment
	Proposed Change

	2148
	6.00
	3.2a
	In TGac Draft, 80+80 MHz mask PPDU does not include PPDUs using one frequency segment (20 MHz, 40 MHz or 80 MHz PPDUs) for efficient usage of spectrum. (Please refer to the discussion and resolution to CIDs 2019, 2743 and 3123 on 11-11/1192r2.)
Following this manner, a TVHT_W+W mask PPDU should also not include any types of PPDUs which occupy only one BCU for more efficient spectrum usage. Ditto a TVHT_2W+2W mask PPDU. When this is applied, the definitions of a TVHT_W+W mask PPDU and a TVHT_2W+2W mask PPDU are identical to those of a TVHT_MODE_2N PPDU and a TVHT_MODE_4N PPDU, respectively. This means that there is no need to define TVHT_W+W mask PPDU and  TVHT_2W+2W mask PPDU.
	Delete the definitions of TVHT_W+W mask PPDU and TVHT_2W+2W mask PPDU. Replace TVHT_W+W mask PPDU and TVHT_2W+2W mask PPDU with TVHT_MODE_2N PPDU and TVHT_MODE_4N PPDU, respectively.


Discussion: 
 In TVWS band, the multi-segment data field cases are different from what mentioned in 802.11ac D5.0. The TVHT_W+W mask PPDU and TVHT_2W+2W mask PPDU can include the TVHT_W VHT or TVHT_W Non-HT PPDU which occupy one BCU as described from Page 30 line 51 to Page 32 line 60. But, TVHT_MODE_2N PPDU and TVHT_MODE_4N PPDU can not include the TVHT_W VHT or TVHT_W Non-HT PPDU which occupy one BCU as defined from P6L5 to P6L22. So, the definitions of TVHT_W+W mask PPDU and TVHT_2W+2W mask PPDU are not identical to those of a TVHT_MODE_2N PPDU and a TVHT_MODE_4N PPDU. 
Proposed Resolution:

CID 2148: Rejected. 

	CID
	Page
	Clause
	Comment
	Proposed Change

	2011
	33.00
	4.3.10b
	Does a TVHT STA also support 5GHz?  Is it really the best approach to tie this to VHT like this? The list of replacements P34L7 is confusing to say the least.  I would first of all suggest that the P34L54-65 be moved ahead of the 'replacements'.  Then a Table withfirst column with W, W+W, 2W, 4W and 2W+2W and second column with all the variants that are replaced.
	P34L54-65 be moved ahead of the 'replacements'.  Then a Table with first column with W, W+W, 2W, 4W and 2W+2W and second column with all the variants that are replaced.

	2120
	8.00
	4.3.10b
	The statements here read as editing instructions. Since the text is not being changed the approach should be to instruct the reader on how to read the section (not how to edit it).
	Replace statement at P8L4 with "The features and behaviors of VHT STAs specified in Clause 8, ..., Clause 13 apply to TVHT STAs with the following substitutions:". Remove statement at P8L7.

Change the bullet items to read: "TVHT_W" instead of "CBW 20/40", etc.


	CID
	Page
	Clause
	Comment
	Proposed Change

	2012
	34.00
	4.3.10b
	"TVHT STA" replaces "VHT STA"?  Is this a blanket substitution?  Surely this should be done by text such as "VHT or TVHT STA".
	Delete TVHT rplaces VHT STA and check that in appropriate places the text reads "VHT or TVHT STA"

	2013
	34.00
	4.3.10b
	"TVHT STA" replaces "VHT AP"?  Is this a blanket substitution?  Surely this should be done by text such as "VHT or TVHT AP".
	Delete TVHT replaces VHT AP and check that in appropriate places the text reads "VHT or TVHT AP"

	2014
	34.00
	4.3.10b
	"TVHT STA" replaces "VHT BSS"?  Is this a blanket substitution?  Surely this should be done by text such as "VHT or TVHT BSS".
	Delete TVHT rplaces VHT STA and check that in appropriate places the text reads "VHT or TVHT STA"


Discussion: 
LB192 comment 2004 asks whether the 802.11 REVISION which includes both 802.11ac and 802.11af can be understood when so many blanket replacements are being indicated in clause 4.3 and applied across clauses 8 through 13. We agree this issue should be decided between TGaf and TGm, and call for a joint meeting in May to achieve a solution that can be used by TGah, which also modifies the TGac PHY and MAC. We believe the comment resolutions proposed in CIDs 2011, 2012, 2013, 2014 and 2120 do not provide ways to overcome this cognitive difficulty. 
The approved resolution to LB192 CID 2004 is “Propose Revised. TGaf decided not to revise Clause 22, and works with the assumption that the amendment will complete soon after 802.11ac,  with both going into the same revision. The proposed joint REVmc and TGaf discussion should take place in May meeting, as by that meeting TGac will be in Sponsor Ballot, and out of the control of the 802.11 working group.”
Proposed Resolution:

CIDs 2011, 2012, 2013, 2014, 2120: Revised. LB192 comment 2004 asks whether the 802.11 REVISION which includes both 802.11ac and 802.11af can be understood when so many blanket replacements are being indicated in clause 4.3 and applied across clauses 8 through 13. We agree this issue should be decided between TGaf and TGm, and call for a joint meeting in May to achieve a solution that can be used by TGah, which also modifies the TGac PHY and MAC. We believe the comment resolutions proposed in CIDs 2011, 2012, 2013, 2014 and 2120 do not provide ways to overcome this cognitive difficulty.
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