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Comments for Clause 26.3.10.8
CID 304, 2131
	CID
	Page.

Line
	Clause Number
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Resolution

	304
	112
	26.3.9.8.2
	In figures 26-26 and 26-27, the ordering of the RU allocation signaling is not shown. The STA would not know how to associate the  RU allocations to the approproate frequency bands.
	Update the figures to indicate the ordering of the RU allocation and the mapping to the specific frequency bands
	REVISED
The comment has been resolved. 

Instruction to Editor:
Please refer to CID 2024 and 2544 in 16-0928r2.


	2131
	114.53
	26.3.9.8.4
	Text says that RU ordering is same as in frequency, but doesn't specify RU frequency allocations run from low to high or high to low frequency
	Specify that RU ordering is from low to high frequency.
	REVISED
The comment has been resolved. 

Instruction to Editor:
Please refer to CID 2024 and 2544 in 16-0928r2.



CID 2033
	2033
	116.42
	26.3.9.8.4
	The last paragraph should be a bullet in the bullet list above
	See comment
	REVISED
The editor has already done this editoral change in 802.11ax draft D0.4. Please refer to 802.11ax draft D0.4 for the change


CID 527
	527
	114.3
	26.3.9.8
	we agreed that the same power per tone as L-LTF is applied in L-SIG, RL-SIG, HE-SIG-A and HE-SIG-B fields. But, in D0.1, it does not applied yet. So, It should be applied in description/ equation of L-SIG, RL-SIG, HE-SIG-A and HE-SIG-B fields with the states for no-STA specification information after deciding the TBDs.
	define the  NToneHE-SIG-B and add the text based on the  PHY Motion #144 in IEEE 802.11-16/0235r7
	REVISED
Already solved
Refer to the resolution of  CID 526 in doc 16-872r1 (CR-HE-SIG-A part II)


CID 478
	478
	115.27
	26.3.9.8.4
	The relationship between "RUs and their placement in the frequency domain" and values in Table 26-18 RU allocation signaling: Arrangement and number of MU-MIMO allocations is not clear. For example, it is not described what the index #1, #2, ..., #9 refers to in Table 26-18. Futhermore, it is not clear what are number of user fields and number of user fields are in text "RU arrangement and the number of user fields per RU together indicate the number of user-fields in the User specific field of HE-SIG-B". No such field defintion is present in 26.3.9.8.4.
	Clarify the entire section and describe in details the entries of table 26-18.
	Revised
The comment has been resolved. 

Instruction to Editor:
Please refer to CID 2024 in 16-0928r2.



CID 2550
	2550
	118.27
	26.3.9.8.5
	Example: In an HE80 MU-PPDU, a 484-tones RU is allocated.  In both HE-SIG-B content channels 1 and 2, the HE-SIG-B common info field says "yyy" = 0 (1 user).  On HE-SIG-B content channel 1, the STA-ID for the 484-tones RU matched my AID.  But the CRC failed for the Per-User block for the same 484-tones RU on th HE-SIG-B.  Should I then assume that this 484-tones RU is an "SU" allocation to me?  Or, that it is an "MU" allocation for which I don't know the full spatial configuration (e.g. Nsts,total)?
	Need a more robust HE-SIG-B signaling scheme such that a STA can figure out how to demod the RU w/o having to successfully demod all HE-SIG-B contents.
	REJECTED
Reason: The STA can know the order of himself when matching AID. Whilst the spatial configuration can tell the number of users, the total number of steams, number of streams of that STA if the CRC of per-STA part passes for himself. If the CRC fails, then anyway, the STA cannot further decode.


CID 2157
	2157
	118
	26.3.9.8.5
	Please confirm - load balancing is applicable for both compressed and non-compressed SIGB
	Include more clarity
	Revised,
The comment has been resolved. 

Instruction to Editor:
Please refer to CID 2543 in 16-0928r2.



CID 2035 
	2035
	117.30
	26.3.9.8.5
	TBDs
	TBDs in Table 26-19 need to be resolved
	Revised
Specify the changes and modify the bit order of one table to keep all the tables consistent.
Instruction to Editor:

Please make the following changes in TGax D0.4 P178 L31/33/47/49 Table 26-19, P182 L31 Table 26-12 under subclause 26.3.10.8.4 according to the changes in doc 16-1149r0



Note: propose to change Definiation TBD to Reserved. Can always redefine the reserved case and add explantatinos for x1x0 if needed.
Please make the following changes in TGax D0.4 P178 L31/33/47 Table 26-19under subclause 26.3.10.8.4 according to the changes below
Reserved

Please make the following changes in TGax D0.4 P178 L49 Table 26-19under subclause 26.3.10.8.4according to the changes below
NOTE: y2y1y0 = 000~111 indicates number of STAs multiplexed in the only 106-tone RU or the left 106-tone RU if there are two. Binary vector 
 indicates 22 y2y1y0 is indexed as [y[3]y[2]y[1]] y[3] + 21
[image: image4.wmf]´

y[2] + y[1] + 1 STAs multiplexed in the RU. 
z2z1z0 = 000~111 indicates number of STAs multiplexed in the right 106-tone RU if there are two. Binary vector 
 indicates 22 z2z1z0 is indexed as [z[3]z[2]z[1]] z[3] + 21
[image: image8.wmf]´

z[2] + z[1] + 1 STAs multiplexed in the RU.
Similarly, y1y0 = 00~11 indicates number of STAs multiplexed in the left 106-tone RU. Binary vector
 indicates 21 y1y0 is indexed as [y[2]y[1]]y[2] + y[1] + 1 STAs multiplexed in the RU.
z1z0 = 00~11 indicates number of STAs multiplexed in the right 106-tone RU. Binary vector 
 indicates  21 z1z0 is indexed as [z[2]z[1]]z[2] + z[1] + 1 STAs multiplexed in the RU.
#1 to #9 (from left to the right) is ordered in increasing order of the absolute frequency. 
  x1x0 = 00~11,  x4x3x2x1x0 = 00000~11111.
‘-’ means no STA in that RU
Please make the following changes in TGax D0.4 P182 L31 Table 26-12 under subclause 26.3.10.8.4 according to the changes below
B3…B0
Abstract


This submission contains proposed comment resolutions to comments on D0.1.





The remaining comments assigned to the author in Clause 26.3.10.8 (D0.4) are: 


(Note that this chapter was 26.3.9.8 in D0.1)


304, 2035, 2033, 527, 478, 2550, 2157, 2131





No left unresolved comments.





The changes marked in this document are based on TGax Draft 0.4.
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