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	2136
	181.00
	3.2
	Is 3.2 supposed to be in alphabetical order?  Is so why is "generic advertisement service" after "geolocation..."?
	check order in 3.2 to make it alphabetical order


Discussion 
Is the resolution to fix this specific location or fix all unidentified alphabetical order issues? 

If it is to fix this specific location, the proposed resolution is: 
Revised. Move the defintion of "generic advertisement service" from 181.49 to 181.18
If it is the later, suggest to assign the comment to the commenter to check all 50+ pages to identify the locations. 
My understanding the commenter intends to address the specific location.  
Proposed Resolution:  

Revised. Move the defintion of "generic advertisement service" from 181.49 to 181.18
	2431
	
	
	Why QSRC QoS short retry counter but SRC short retry count in abbreviations?  Similarly unsolicited retry count/er
	Change "retry counter" to "retry count" throughout, case-insensitively and with the space optional


Discussion 
Both “count” and “counter” are used in REVmd. 

600 instances of count.

582 instances of counter.

15 instances of “retry counter”

15 instances of “retry count”.

As long as they are used consistent with their definitions, there is no need to rename throughout. 

However, “unsolicited retry count” and “unsolicited retry counter”

SRC should stand for the same word. 

Whatever, accept. 

Proposed Resolution:  
Accept. 
	2473
	
	
	11md: the whole "field" v. "subfield" thing is just a big inconsistent mess (e.g. in 9.4.2.171 Reduced Neighbor Report element some things in the Neighbor AP Information field are fields and some are subfields, and the TBTT Information Set [sub!]field contains one or more TBTT Information fields)
	Change "subfield" to "field" throughout


Discussion 
“Subfield” is used to indicate a field in another field. There are 5184 instances of subfield in the draft. 

If there is any inconsistent, fix inconsistances.

Recommendation: Reject, or assign to commenter.
Proposed Resolution:  

TBD
	2488
	
	
	"member of an IBSS" should canonically be "IBSS STA". Ditto for MBSS
	Change "member of an IBSS" to "IBSS STA" throughout, changing any preceding "a" to "an".  Change "member of an MBSS" to "MBSS STA" throughout, changing any preceding "a" to "an"


Discussion 
“member of an IBSS” is not same as “IBSS STA”.

There is no definition of “IBSS STA”. I guess it would something like: 

IBSS STA: a STA that implements the IBSS facility, if we decide to define it. 
“member of an IBSS” is a STA that is already a member of an IBSS, not a STA that is joining an IBSS. 

For examples, 

At 325.19

a) This parameter is adopted by a STA that is joining an IBSS.

b) This parameter is adopted by a STA that is a member of an IBSS that receives a beacon (11ah)or

S1G beacon(Ed) from a STA that is a member of the same IBSS and that has a timestamp value that

is greater than the local TSF value (see 11.1.5 (Adjusting STA timers)). 
also simply replacing “member of an IBSS” with “IBSS STA” won’t read well. For example, 

At 1791.25: 

sent by a STA that is a member of an IBSS to a STA or STAs that are members of an IBSS
As for “MBSS STA”, there is no existing usage for “MBSS STA”. There might be “mesh STA”. 

However, “mesh STA” is not same as “member of an MBSS”. 

At 162.60: 

mesh station (STA): A quality-of-service (QoS) STA that implements the mesh facility.
“member of an MBSS” is mesh STA that is already a member of an MBSS. 
Recommendation: Reject 

Proposed Resolution:  

TBD
	2489
	
	
	"SC" stands for "single-carrier", not "sequence control" or anything else
	In Subclause 12 change "the SC field" to "the Sequence Control field", " sequence control field SC)" to " Sequence Control field".  In 12.5.3.3 change the first bullet to " The PN is composed of the Sequence Control field and the base PN (BPN), where
--- The Sequence Control field is present in the MPDU header
   --- PN0||PN1 = Sequence Control field with the Fragment Number subfield masked to 0 when the PV1 MPDU is carried in an
A-MPDU that is not an S-MPDU
--- The base PN is retrieved from the local storage at the receiver
   --- PN2||PN3||PN4||PN5 = BPN
--- PN = PN0||PN1|| PN2||PN3||PN4||PN5 (= Sequence Control || BPN)" and below this change "SC||" to "Sequence Control || " (3x)


Discussion 
Agreed with commenter. 

CID1280 has deleted the duplicated definition “SC  sequence counter”.

However "SC" is used in multiple locations for "sequence control".

Proposed Resolution:  

Accept.
	2501
	
	
	It is confusing to have "KDE" stand for "key data encapsulation" now that we have a "Key Delivery element" (which, as a bonus, contains KDEs!)
	In 3.2 change "key data encapsulation (KDE): A format for data other than elements in the EAPOL-Key Data field." to "key data cryptographic encapsulation (KDE): A format for data other than elements in the EAPOL-Key Data field."  In 12.5.4.4 change "IGTK key data
encapsulation (KDE)" to "IGTK key data
cryptographic encapsulation (KDE)".  Add "The" at the start of the first para of 9.4.2.185.  Change the caption for Table 12-7 to "KDE selectors"


Discussion 
Agreed with commenter. Since this comment is more than an editorial comment, I would like to the group to review it. 
In 3.2 change "key data encapsulation (KDE): A format for data other than elements in the EAPOL-Key Data field." to "key data cryptographic encapsulation (KDE): A format for data other than elements in the EAPOL-Key Data field."  

In 12.5.4.4 change "IGTK key data encapsulation (KDE)" to "IGTK key data cryptographic encapsulation (KDE)".  

Add "The" at the start of the first para of 9.4.2.185.  

Change the caption for Table 12-7 to "KDE selectors"

Proposed Resolution:  

Accept.
	2568
	
	1.4
	The terminology "<blah> frame" to refer to a frame of type Action or Action No Ack where the Action/Category fields indicate <blah> is never spelt out
	Add in 1.4 "The construction "<name> frame" is sometimes used to refer to an Action or Action No Ack frame whose Category and Action Details fields indicate <name>."


Discussion 
Agreed with commenter. 

Proposed Resolution:  

Accept.
	2570
	
	
	802.11 is allergic to hyphens (cf. "nonzero")
	Delete the hyphen in "multi-band" (case-insensitively) throughout


Discussion 
In the Editorial Style Guid, we do see a lot of exception of using Hyphenation. Particularly, hyphenated when before a noun. 
Copied from style guide: 
---

There are exceptions.   The following are OK:  

· non-initial

· non-monotonic

· non-negative

· non-null

· pre-robust

· fixed-length (hyphenated when before a noun)

· follow-up

· signal-to-noise

· STA-to-STA

· third-party

· variable-length (hyphenated when before a noun)

· vendor-specific
---

As “multi-band” is defined as a multi-band operation reference model to different physical layers, I think it is okay to use a hyphen. See example above. 

Note that there are 570 instances in the draft.  A lot of instances in figures.  Changing it requires a lot of editing effort, but no gain. 
Recommendation: Reject 
Reason: In the Editorial Style Guid, we do see a lot of exception of using Hyphenation. Particularly, hyphenated when before a noun.  “multi-band” is defined as a multi-band operation reference model to different physical layers, and hyphenated when before a noun. It can be an exception of using Hyphenation.

Proposed Resolution:  

TBD.
	2677
	150.00
	2
	The draft includes 14 references to IEEE Std 802-2014, including one (as IEEE Std 802(R)-2014) in the Normative References [which, incidentally, has a typo in the title]. There is at least one generic (undated) reference to IEEE Std 802. The references should be generic. IEEE Std 802 has been amended twice since 2014 and may be amended or revised in the future. IEEE Std 802.11 must remain consistent with IEEE Std 802.
	In the Normative References, change "IEEE Std 802(R)-2014 IEEE Standards" to "IEEE Std 802(R) IEEE Standard".

In 13 other places, change "IEEE Std 802(R)-2014" to "IEEE Std 802(R)".


Discussion 
Recommendation: accept.
Proposed Resolution:  Accept. 
================================================
	2658
	155.00
	3.1
	The definitions in clause 3.1 don't read the way they are used in the spec, because all acronyms have to be expanded on first use. This complicates searching and proofreading.
	Move 3.4 (Abbreviations and acronyms) to before 3.1 (Definitions) so that the definitions may read the way they are used in the spec text. Or add a dummy sentence before 3.1 which includes all acronyms used in 3.1. Or, send a request to the IEEE editor for the definitions section to be exempted from the rule that acronyms have to be expanded on first use.


Discussion 
Clause 3.1 definitions will be included in IEEE Standards Dictionary Online.  The definition in 3.1 shall follow IEEE Standard Disctionary guide. 
Proposed Resolution:  

Reject. 
Reason: Clause 3.1 definition will be included in IEEE Standards Dictionary Online.  The definition in 3.1 shall follow IEEE Standard Disctionary guide. 
================================================
	2544
	176.00
	3.2
	"China  millimeter-wave  multi-gigabit  (CMMG)  duplicate  physical  layer  (PHY)  protocol  data  unit
(PPDU) format: The data transmission (TXVECTOR parameter CH_BANDWIDTH equal to CBW1080)
duplicates the transmission of a 540 MHz signal over every 540 MHz frequency segment.(11aj)" is not a canonical form of a definition, which should be "A PPDU format that [...]"
	Change to "China  millimeter-wave  multi-gigabit  (CMMG)  duplicate  physical  layer  (PHY)  protocol  data  unit
(PPDU) format: A PPDU format that
duplicates the transmission of a 540 MHz signal over two 540 MHz frequency segments."


Discussion 
Read better. 

Proposed Resolution:  

Accept

================================================
	2137
	182.00
	3.2
	GTKSA is in 3.2 182.10 and in 3.4 208.42.  I don't see GTK in both, for example.  Should GTKSA be in both?  What is the rule?
	Delete GTKSA from 3.2


Discussion 
I believe that GTKSA needs a definition, but GTK doesn’t. 
Proposed Resolution:  

Reject. 
Reject reason: GTKSA needs a definition, but GTK doesn’t. 

================================================
	2255
	327.00
	6.3.3.3.2
	First occurrence of RSNE is in table(s) in clause 6 (at P327.26).  Do such uses have the "spell it out the first time" rule?  Or, should that apply to the first 'real' use at P460.36?  This applies to MME, FFE, FTE, MDE, PWE, RDE and TIE as well.
	As in comment.


Discussion 
If the abbreviation is defined in Clause 3, you don’t need to spell it out in the rest of the document. 
However, we sometimes do spell it out the first time it appears after Clause 3. And sometimes the first time it is used in each major clause. 
Anyway, the general rule is spell it out first time it is used (which is often Clause 3) and then just use the abbreviation.

Proposed Resolution:  

Reject. 
Reason: the general rule is spell it out first time it is used (which is often Clause 3) and then just use the abbreviation. However, we sometimes do spell it out the first time it appears after Clause 3.
================================================
	2119
	584.00
	6.3.71.4.2
	"PeerSTAAddress" shall be "STAAddress" to be consistent with MLME-GAS.indication. In MLME-GAS.request and MLME-GAS.confirm primitives, the first parameter is "STAAddress". In MLME-GAS.indication primitive, the parameter is named as "PeerSTAAddress". To be consistent, "PeerSTAAddress" shall be "STAAddress" in MLME-GAS.indication.
	In 6.3.71.4.2, change "PeerSTAAddress" to  "STAAddress" at 584.13 and 584.29.


Discussion 
Agree with commenter. 

Proposed Resolution:  

Accept. 
================================================
	2337
	791.00
	9.2.4.5.4
	"Where  the  frame  does  not  contain  a
fragment,  or  either  the  originator  or  the  addressed
recipient  does  not  support  the  fragment  BA
procedure." is spurious, given the following "Otherwise:"
	Delete "Where  the  frame  does  not  contain  a
fragment,  or  either  the  originator  or  the  addressed
recipient  does  not  support  the  fragment  BA
procedure." at the referenced location


Discussion 
Agree with commenter. 

Proposed Resolution:  

Accept. 
================================================
	2583
	966.00
	9.4.2.1
	It is confusing for "Fragmentable" information to be sometimes explicitly "No" and sometimes only implicitly not yes
	In Table 9-94 make the Fragmentable cell "No" where empty and where not for a reserved element ID (e.g. Vendor Specific).  Also make it empty for a reserved element ID (e.g. 4, 178-180)

	2584
	966.00
	9.4.2.1
	It is confusing for "Extensible" information to be sometimes explicitly "No" and sometimes only implicitly not yes
	In Table 9-94 and the "subelement ids for" tables make the Extensible cell empty where "No" (e.g. Vendor Specific)

	2585
	966.00
	9.4.2.1
	It is confusing for "Extensible" information to be sometimes explicitly "No" and sometimes only implicitly not yes
	In Table 9-94 and the "subelement ids for" tables make the Extensible cell "No" where empty and not for a reserved element ID (e.g. .  Also make it empty for a reserved element ID (e.g. 178-180)


Discussion 
Accept for CID 2583. 

Accept for CID 2585

However, I don’t understand CID 2584. 

Proposed Resolution:  
================================================
	2006
	1435.00
	9.4.2.237
	The name "Active BSSID Count' is too specific and restrictive. The element was recently defined in REVmd and is extensible. It is very likely to be used by future ammendments for providing more information about a multiple BSSID set. Rename the element to something more generic.
	Rename the element to 'Multiple BSSID Configuration element'. Replace all occurrence with the new name.


Discussion 
Any issue to change the name? 
It is okay to me. 

Proposed Resolution:  

Accept. 
================================================
	2633
	1626.00
	9.6.20.7
	It is confusing to have "OCT MMPDU" being both "an MMPDU that was constructed by a different STA of the same device" and a field in the On-channel Tunnel Request frame
	Change the name of the field to "OCT MMPDU descriptor"


Discussion 
Any issue to change the name? 

It is okay to me. 

Proposed Resolution:  

Revised. 

At 1626.10, 1626.19, and 1626.26: change “OCT MMPDU” to “OCT MMPDU Descriptor”
================================================
	2020
	1778.00
	9.5.6
	The word "slave" to describe a device which does not set its own configurations has become increasingly contentious in technical communities. It should be changed, if for no other reason than to avoid PR problems. Happily for the 802.11 community, this appears to be the only mention of the word "slave" in the entire Tgmd document, and there is no definition of what a "slave" could be in section 3. This should be fairly trivial to resolve.
	Replace the word "slave" or the words "is a slave of" with something like "client" (analogous with TVWS in B.4.26, perhaps) or "worker", "recipient", "is passive with respect to", "secondary".


Discussion 
The location is 1478.38:

The BeamLink isMaster subfield is set to 1 to indicate that the STA is the master of the data transfer and set

to 0 if the STA is a slave of the data transfer. The STAs use the BeamLink isMaster subfield to negotiate the

dot11BeamLinkMaintenanceTime as specified in Table 9-343 (The Beamformed Link Maintenance

negotiation).
Okay to change to “client”. 

Proposed Resolution:  

Revised. 

At 1478.38: Change “STA is a slave of the data transfer” to “STA is a client of the data transfer”

	2650
	
	
	Equation (T-39) is corrupted: the thing on the left looks like a valid sigma, but the squared things in the square root are some other glyph (a box with "F073" inside)
	Change all proprietary/Adobe Unicode codepoints to the equivalent non-proprietary Unicode codepoints.  This may be as simple as not using the Symbol font

	2649
	
	
	Equation (T-39) is corrupted: the thing on the left looks like a valid sigma, but the squared things in the square root are some other glyph (a box with "F073" inside)
	Change all proprietary/Adobe Unicode codepoints in the document to "OOPS" throughout


Discussion 
I couldn’t see what the commenter saw. Need the third pair of eyes.

Proposed Resolution:  

TBD
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This document contains proposed resolutions to LB236 editorial comments for the EDITOR ad hoc that require TG’s feedback. 





R00: Initial proposal. 


















































7101�
1706.09�
11.11.10.3�
"the reporting AP has dot11LciCivicInNeighborReport and the neighbor AP has LCI MeasurementCapability (RM Enabled Capabilities element with the LCI Measurement Capability Enabled fieldset to 1) dot11RMLCIMeasurementActivated equal to true"-- this has at least two errors "has dot11LciCivicInNeighborReport" and"Measurement Capability (...) dot11RMLCIMeasurementActivated equal to true"Note that " (RM Enabled Capabilities element with the LCI Measurement Capability Enabled field set to 1)" is also a informal way of anonymously referencing a transmission by the AP)." this can also be improved. This informality occurs in a number of places in this subclause. The proposed changes addresses two of these.�
Change cited text to:"the reporting AP has dot11LciCivicInNeighborReport equal to true and the neighbor AP indicates support for LCI measurement(the neighbor AP has transmitted an RM Enabled Capabilities element with the LCI Measurement Capability Enabled field equal to true)"Make matching changes at 1706.32.�
�
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