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This submission presents proposed resolution to CIDs 7633, 7134, and 7135.  Changes indicated by instructions.

Revision history:
R0 – initial version





	CID
	Clause
	Page
	Line
	Comment
	Proposed Change

	7633
	
	
	
	There are half a dozen instances of "with a valid FCS".  These should be removed, as it is implicit that if a frame has an invalid FCS you haven't received anything (otherwise you'd have to pepper every second line of the spec with "with a valid FCS"!)
	Delete all 5 instances of "with a valid FCS"



Discussion:
At line 824.51 in D5.3, there are two instances of “with a valid FCS”:

[image: ]

For the first instance, it emphasizes “with a valid FCS” for the following encoding:
[1] 	With a valid FCS, the Multicast Rate field is non-zero;
[2] 	Without a valid FCS, the Multicast Rate field is zero.

For the second instance, is there any difference with the following two sentences?
[1]		The Multicast Rate field is 0 by the STA to indicate that it has not received a group addressed frame with a valid FCS during the measurement period;
[2] 		The Multicast Rate field is 0 by the STA to indicate that it has not received a group addressed frame during the measurement period;
Yes, the Multicast Rate field of the Multicast Diagnostics report is not needed if the STA has not received a group addressed frame.  




At line 3188.53 in D5.3, there are another two instances of “with a valid FCS” with the same contents:

[image: ]
[image: ]

At line 1593.38 in D5.3, there is another instance of “with a valid FCS”:

[image: ]

This instance of “with a valid FCS” is redundant.  Proposed solution here is to replace “with a valid FCS and BSSID or SSID” with “with a valid BSSIF or SSID” because it is mentioned in 11.1.3.7 that the STAs in an infrastructure network or PBSS shall use information that is not in the CF Parameter Set element in received Beacon frames, DMG Beacon frames, or Announce frames only if the BSSID field is equal to the MAC address currently in use by the STA contained in the AP of the BSS or to the MAC address currently in use by the PCP of the PBSS(11ad).

Resolution:



	CID
	Clause
	Page
	Line
	Comment
	Proposed Change

	7134
	21.2.5.2
	2504
	27
	The approved comment resolution that inserted the new first para in this subclause called for it to be inserted later in the subclause.
	Determine if the new first para needs to be moved to a better location in this subclause.



Discussion:
At line 2504.27 in D5.0:

[image: ]

It has been resolved by CID 7404.

Resolution:
Revised.  

Incorporate the changes for CID 7404 in doc 11-16/291r1, changing "21-7" to "21-2". This makes the effective change, but by making changes in 19.2.5 and 21.2.5.2.  Note: CID 7408 has the same resolution.




	CID
	Clause
	Page
	Line
	Comment
	Proposed Change

	7135
	21.2.5.2
	2504
	31
	I believe the inequality is the wrong way round.
	change "less than" to "greater than" in the inequality on this line.

Make matching change at 2506.13
And change the text at 2330.43 to match.



Discussion:
The comments at lines 2330.43 and 2504.31 has been resolved by CID 7404.

The comment at line 2506.13 has been resolved by CID 7405.
[bookmark: _GoBack]
Resolution:
Revised.  

For line 2506.13:  change “less than” to “greater than” in the inequality on this line.

For lines 2330.43 and 2504.3: incorporate the changes for CID 7404 in doc 11-16/291r1, changing "21-7" to "21-2". This makes the effective change, but by making changes in 19.2.5 and 21.2.5.2.  Note: CID 7408 has the same resolution.
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