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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 TGah Draft.  This introduction is not part of the adopted material.

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

TGah Editor: Editing instructions preceded by “TGah Editor” are instructions to the TGah editor to modify existing material in the TGah draft.  As a result of adopting the changes, the TGah editor will execute the instructions rather than copy them to the TGah Draft.
	780
	Shusaku Shimada 
	9.32m.3.1
	152
	40
	All four type of SO of Type1 secterization is not necessarily perfect and may introduce pertaining collision if spatial reuse(s) is intentional. This is because there should be two STAs in OBSS (e.g. AP and STA) and after one of STAs (e.g. AP) transmits due to SO confirmation, responding STA could be hidden node and collide with receiving victim STA of sectorized beam, which could be serious since victim is hearing sectored beam.
	Eliminate spatial reuse rule by SO OBSS in Type 1 sectorization.

	782
	Shusaku Shimada
	9.32m.3.1
	152
	7
	Switching the beam from omni to sectorized in Type 1 sectorization at AP means possible sudden expansion of interference radius in OBSS point of view. This might be problematic.
	No remedy may be feasible. Elimination of entire Type 1 sectorization may deserve.

	783
	Shusaku Shimada
	9.32m.3.1
	152
	31
	Confirming SO condition by OBSS is not reciprocal in many cases, especially for OBSS STAs, due to other interference and noise as well as another usage of beam. So RTS/CTS by OBSS for starting spatial re-use can not work as expected.
	No viable remedy may be feasible. Elimination of entire Type 1 spatial re-use may deserve.

	784
	Shusaku Shimada
	9.32m.3.1
	153
	14
	Note in figure what RSP stands for.
	Note as comment in figure 9-44f.

	785
	Shusaku Shimada
	9.32m.3.1
	153
	45
	Note in figure what RSP stands for.
	Note as comment in figure 9.44g.

	786
	Shusaku Shimada
	9.32m.3.1
	153
	48
	Clarify why the length of bottom arrow is shorter in figure 9-44g than other figure.
	Note as comment in figure 9-44h.

	787
	Shusaku Shimada
	9.32m.3.1
	155
	12
	Note in figure what RSP stands for.
	Note as comment in figure 9.44i.


CID780
Discussion:

Commenter stated that the one of the station starts a SO frame exchange after confirming the SO condition, the responding STA could be hidden node and collide with receiving victim STA of sectorized beam, which could be serious since victim is hearing sectored beam.
Note that it is mandated that RTS/CTS frame exchange shall be used to start a new SO frame exchange after confirming the SO condition, the responding station would not be a hidden node with the receiving STA of the sectorized beam since the responding station would not respond with a CTS if its NAV is not zero. If the responding station NAV is zero, it is not a hidden node to the the receiving STA of the sectorized beam.

Proposed Resolution:

Reject

Proposed Changes:

None

CID782

Discussion:

Commenter stated that switching the beam from omni to sectorized in Type 1 sectorization at AP means possible sudden expansion of interference radius in OBSS point of view.
According to FCC rules for EIRP transmission limit, the peak EIRP is the same regardless of omni-beam transmission or sectorized beam transmission. Thus, for outdoor long range network, the interference radius would not be expanded.

Proposed Resolution:

Reject

Proposed Changes:

None

CID783

Discussion:

Commenter stated that confirming SO condition by OBSS is not reciprocal in many cases, especially for OBSS STAs, due to other interference and noise as well as another usage of beam. 
Please refer to the resolution to CID218 which mandates that within the new spatially orthogonal exchange, an OBSS AP shall use an antenna setting which is same as the antenna setting used to detect the spatially orthogonal (SO) condition for transmission. This addresses the reciprocity issue brought up by the commenter.

Proposed Resolution:

Reject

Proposed Changes:

None

CID784, 785, 787

Discussion:

Commenter asked to define RSP in Figure 9-44f-i.

Proposed Resolution:

Counter
Proposed Changes:

Instruct the editor to replace “RSP” with “response” in Figure 9-44f-1. Updated drawing in resolution for CID649.Note updated drawing provided in the resolution of CID694.
CID786

Discussion:

Commenter asked to clarify the length of the bottom arrow line is shorter on Figure 9-44g. This is a drawing error. The length of the arrow line on 

Proposed Resolution:

Counter

Proposed Changes:

Instruct the editor to make the length of the bottom arrow longer in Figure 9-44g. Updated drawing in resolution for CID649.
Abstract


This submission proposes comment resolutions of the CIDs 780, 782-787 from TGah Draft 0.1 Comment Collection 9.








Submission
page 4
James Wang, MediaTek

