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CID 15501
	CID
	Page.

Line
	Clause Number
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Resolution

	15501


	477.61
	28.3.10.8.2


	To the beginning of the sentence, add "If the SIGB Compression field in the HE-SIG-A field of an HE MU PPDU is set to 0, then the Common Field ... [etc]".
	as in the comment
	REVISED
The paragraph starting from P477.61 is to elaborate what the Common field is, while its presence is discussed at P478.9. Therefore, the proposed change could be appended in the paragraph starting from P478.9.


Instruction to Editor: Please make the changes at P478.12 in subclause 28.3.10.8.2:
When the SIGB Compression field in the HE-SIG-A field of an HE MU PPDU is set to 1 (indicating full bandwidth MU-MIMO transmission), the Common field is not present and the HE-SIG-B content channel consists of only the User Specific field. If the SIGB Compression field in the HE-SIG-A field of an HE MU PPDU is set to 0, the Common field is present in HE-SIG-B content channel.
CID 16180
	CID
	Page.

Line
	Clause Number
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Resolution

	16180


	488.10
	28.3.10.8.5
	No behaviour is associated with the "Tx Beamforming" field in HE-SIG-A
	At the end of the rightmost cell for the row on Tx Beamforming in the cited subclause, add a "NOTE---This field enables the receiver to make decisions about smoothing."
	REJECTED
In 11ax, the Rx may perform smoothing, when the Tx beamforming is applied.


CID 16624
	CID
	Page.

Line
	Clause Number
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Resolution

	16624

	477.28
	28.3.10.8
	Spec is unclear since HESIGB description departs from convention used for every other 802.11 PHY: a) define contents, b) define encoding, c) define modulation
	Change order to 28.3.10.8.1, 28.3.10.8.2, existing28.3.10.8.4, existing28.3.10.8.5, existing28.3.10.8.2, then existing28.3.10.8.3.
	REJECTED
It seems there is no such convention of splitted description of coding and modulation. Likewise, there is no necessity to split coding and modulation into two subclauses in HE-SIG-B.


CID 16631
	CID
	Page.

Line
	Clause Number
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Resolution

	16631

	478.28
	28.3.10.8.2
	Spec never explicitly spells out size of CRC field in HESIGB User Specific field. Or Tail.
	Create a table for the User Block field akin to Table 28-23
	REVISED
Agreed in principle. The description of the sizes can be found in 28.3.10.7.3(P474.20), however, a table explicitly listing the sizes can be added. The detail changes are shown below.
Please make the changes according to the changes in doc 18- 1441r2


Instruction to Editor: Please Please add the below table in the subclause 28.3.10.8.5:
Table 28-XX – User Block field
	Subfield
	Number of bits
	Description

	User field
	N×21

	See Table 28-25 and Table 28-26 for the User field format of the non-MU-MIMO allocation and the MU-MIMO allocation, respectively.
N=1 if it is the last User Block field, and if there is only one user in the last User Block field;

N=2 otherwise.

	CRC
	4
	The CRC is calculated over bits 0 to 20 for a User Block field that contains one User field, and bits 0 to 41 for a User Block field that contains two User fields.
See 28.3.10.7.3 (CRC computation)

	Tail
	6
	Used to terminate the trellis of the convolutional decoder. Set to 0.


CID 16807
	CID
	Page.

Line
	Clause Number
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Resolution

	16807

	472.52
	28.3.10.7.2
	The Bandwidth of a TB PPDU is ambiguous. Better to say that the value of the Bandwidth field is the value contained in the Trigger frame.
	Remove "Set to 0 for 20 MHz

Set to 1 for 40 MHz

Set to 2 for 80 MHz

Set to 3 for 160 MHz and 80+80 MHz"
	REJECTED
The preamble HE TB PPDU spans the entire indicated bandwidth. Moreover, the Spatial Reuse relies on the value of the Bandwidth field. Therefore, it is better to keep the description.


CID 16808
	CID
	Page.

Line
	Clause Number
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Resolution

	16808

	472.52
	28.3.10.7.2
	"For 80 MHz four Spatial Reuse fields for each 20 MHz sub-band" is confusing. It sounds like four fields are given for each 20 MHz sub-band.
	Change to "For 80 MHz four Spatial Reuse fields, one for each 20 MHz sub-band"
	ACCEPTED



CID 16809
	CID
	Page.

Line
	Clause Number
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Resolution

	16809

	472.65
	28.3.10.7.2
	"For 160 MHz and 80+80 MHz four Spatial Reuse fields for each 40 MHz sub-band" is confusing. It sounds like four fields are given for each 40 MHz sub-band.
	Change to "For 160 MHz and 80+80 MHz four Spatial Reuse fields, one for each 40 MHz sub-band"
	ACCEPTED



CID 16839
	CID
	Page.

Line
	Clause Number
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Resolution

	16839

	460.14
	28.3.10.7.2
	Table 28-18: The format "HE MU PPDU" is missing.
	Add "or HE MU PPDU" to follow "HE TB PPDU."
	REJECTED
This Format field is not used to differentiate HE MU PPDU, which relies on other approaches. Please refer to L49 P576 of 802.11ax D3.0 for details.


CID 16840
	CID
	Page.

Line
	Clause Number
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Resolution

	16840


	465.00
	28.3.10.7.2
	Table 28-19: In B18-B21, the description of set to 15 seems ambiguous.  Firstly, there is no Larger Than 16 HE SIG-B OFDM Symbols Support subfield in the HE Capabilities element (as shown in Fig 9-589cj (p.148)).  It seems another layer down and should be HE PHY Capabilities Information field as shown in Fig. 9-589cl (p.156).   Secondly, how does PHY know the values transmitted by the recipient STAs at this point?   Should it be determined by MAC?
	If confirmed, please correct and clarify the questions raised in the comment.
	REJECTED
Larger Than 16 HE-SIG-B OFDM Symbols Support subfield is in HE PHY Capabilities Information field, and HE PHY Capabilities Information field is part of HE Capablities element.
It is exchanged between the AP and the STA during the capablity negotiation.
Besides, the Description at L23 P465 has already mentioned: “The exact number of OFDM symbols in the HE-SIG-B field is calculated based on the number of User fields in the HE-SIG-B content channel which is indicated by HESIGB common field in this case.”


Abstract


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





The 9 comments resolved in this document are:


15501, 16180, 16624, 16631, 16807, 16808, 16809, 16839, 16840





The changes marked in this document are based on TGax Draft D3.0.
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