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CID 15661
	CID
	Page.

Line
	Clause Number
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Resolution

	15661
	466.61
	28.3.10.7.2
	"STBC is not applied in RUs that are used for MUMIMO allocation." STBC is not applied for the whole PPDU if one RU is with MUMIMO allocation? There is no case where a single user RU has STBC while another MUMIMO RU has non-STBC.
	Clarify
	Instruction to Editor:

REVISED
Agree in principle, STBC can not be used whenever one or more RUs are used for MU-MIMO allocation.

Please make the changes according to the changes in doc 18-1435r0


Instruction to Editor: Please make the following changes in L61, P466, clause 28.3.10.7.2

	Two Parts of HE-SIG-A
	Bit
	Field
	Number of bits
	Description

	HE-SIGA2
	B12
	STBC
	1
	In an HE MU PPDU where each RU includes no more than 1 user, set to 1 to indicate all RUs are STBC encoded in the payload, set to 0 to indicate all RUs are not STBC encoded in the payload. 

STBC does not apply to HE-SIG-B.

STBC is not applied in RUs that are used for MUMIMO allocation if one or more RUs are used for MU-MIMO allocation.


CID 15918
	CID
	Page.

Line
	Clause Number
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Resolution

	15918
	461.01
	28.3.10.7.2
	'TxBF' is 'Tx BF' everywhere in spec. except in HE-SIG-A table.
	Change 'TxBF' to 'Tx BF' in Table 28-18
	Instruction to Editor:
REVISED

Agree in principle.  
Please refer to CID 16038 in 18/1123r4 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/18/11-18-1123-04-00ax-comments-on-tgax-d3-0.xlsx) for the changes.
Note to Editor:  These changes have been made by CID 16038 (c.f., 18/1123r4) and have been reflected in D3.1 by changing “Tx Beamforming” to Beamformed”.



CID 15919
	CID
	Page.

Line
	Clause Number
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Resolution

	15919
	489.06
	28.3.10.8.5
	'Tx Beamforming' field is not used in spec but 'Tx BF'. Replace 'Tx Beamforming' with 'Tx BF' in Table 28-25 (User field format for a non-MU-MIMO Allocation)
	As in comment
	Instruction to Editor:
REVISED
Agree in principle.  

Please refer to CID 16038 in 18/1123r4 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/18/11-18-1123-04-00ax-comments-on-tgax-d3-0.xlsx) for the changes.
Note to Editor:  These changes have been made by CID 16038 (c.f., 18/1123r4) and have been reflected in D3.1 by changing “Tx Beamforming” to Beamformed”.



CID 16056
	CID
	Page.

Line
	Clause Number
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Resolution

	16056
	466.38
	28.3.10.7.2
	", up to 4," adds nothing of value
	Delete the cited text at the referenced location
	Instruction to Editor:
ACCEPTED



CID 16277
	CID
	Page.

Line
	Clause Number
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Resolution

	16277
	462.16
	28.3.10.7.2
	"where B1 is the LSB" -- this is the standard order
	Delete the cited text in T28-18, T28-19, T28-20 (2x each).  Delete the NOTE in T28-18, T28-19, T28-20, T28-23, T28-25, T28-26
	Instruction to Editor:
ACCEPTED



CID 16381
	CID
	Page.

Line
	Clause Number
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Resolution

	16062
	464.55
	28.3.10.7.2
	"Set to 7 for preamble puncturing in 160 MHz or

80+80 MHz, where in the primary 80 MHz of the preamble the primary 40 MHz is present." -- huh?  This is not clear.  The secondary 40 MHz is entirely missed out, but the secondary 80 MHz is still there?  Or the presence/absence of the secondary 40 MHz is undefined (might be present, might be 50% present, might be absent?)  Why not the mode where one of the 20 MHz of the secondary 40 MHz is punctured, like in 80 MHz bw?
	Change the cited text to "The value 7 is reserved."
	Instruction to Editor:

REJECTED
For 80MHz, if both channels in secondary channel are punctured out, then it goes back to 40MHz. This is different for 160MHz/80+80MHz channel.


CID 16804
	CID
	Page.

Line
	Clause Number
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Resolution

	16063
	461.8
	28.3.10.7.2
	"indicates a value that is used to determine a limit on the transmit power of a spatial reuse transmission". This is only true for SRP-based SR, which does not apply to SU.
	Remove "indicates

a value that is used to determine a limit on the transmit power of a spatial reuse transmission"
	Instruction to Editor:
ACCEPTED



CID 16806
	CID
	Page.

Line
	Clause Number
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Resolution

	16086
	464.22
	28.3.10.7.2
	"indicates a value that is used to determine a limit on the transmit power of a spatial reuse transmission". This is only true for SRP-based SR, which does not apply to MU.
	Remove "indicates

a value that is used to determine a limit on the transmit power of a spatial reuse transmission"
	Instruction to Editor:
ACCEPTED



Abstract


This submission contains proposed comment resolutions to comments on D3.0.





The 8 comments resolved in this document are:


CID 15661, 15918, 15919, 16056, 16277, 16381, 16804, 16806





The changes marked in this document are based on TGax Draft D3.0 (Page number, Line number etc.). Whilst the proposed resolution has reflected the changes in TGax Draft D3.1.
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