Feb 2021

doc.: IEEE 802.11-21/ 0235r1

IEEE P802.11
Wireless LANs

	EHT-SIG CR on P802.11be D0.3 – part 1

	Date:  2021.02.09

	Author(s):

	Name
	Company
	Address
	Phone
	email

	Ross Jian Yu
	Huawei Technologies
	F3-6-A120, Huawei Base, Bantian, Longgang, Shenzhen, Guangdong, China, 518129
	
	ross.yujian@huawei.com

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	



Revision Notes
	R0
	Initial revision

	R1
	Changes during presentation

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	


CID 1377
	Page.

Line
	Clause Number
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Resolution

	244.02
	36.3.11.8.1
	Definition of "equitable split" is weak
	Try "as the deterministic split of User fields across  EHT-SIG CCs, given the absence of any Common field.".
	REVISED

Agreed in principle. An equation of equitable split same as 11ax has been added in 11/21-220r1 for the description in the later subclause. Moreover, further add more description regarding the BW.

Instructions to the editor

Please make the changes as shown in 11/21-0235r1


Discussion

Instructions to the editor

Please make the changes to L02, P244 as shown below:
For OFDMA transmission (in U-SIG, the UL/DL field is set to 0, and the PPDU Type And Compression Mode field is set to 0), when the Bandwidth of the PPDU is greater or equal to 40 MHz, dynamic split is defined as the split of User fields across EHT-SIG content channels according to the Common field in each EHT-SIG content channel.
For non-OFDMA transmission to multiple users (in U-SIG, the UL/DL field is set to 0, and the PPDU Type And Compression Mode field is set to 2), when the Bandwidth of the PPDU is greater or equal to 40 MHz, equitable split is defined as the split of User fields across EHT-SIG content channels.
For non-OFDMA transmission to single user (in U-SIG, the UL/DL field is set to either 0 or 1, and the PPDU Type And Compression Mode field is set to 1), when the Bandwidth of the PPDU is greater or equal to 40 MHz, the only User field is repeated across EHT-SIG content channels.
CID 1378
	Page.

Line
	Clause Number
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Resolution

	244.15
	36.3.11.8.1
	"PE Related parameters" is undefined


	Enumerate these mystical parameters
	REVISED
Note to the editor: the comment has been resolved in the PDT 11/21-140r2 and no further changes are needed.


CID 1622
	Page.

Line
	Clause Number
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Resolution

	244.09
	36.3.11.8.1
	It would be better to describe the User field for EHT sounding NDP as well even though there is no user field in that case.

	See the comment.
	REVISED
Agreed in principle
Instructions to the editor

Please make the changes as shown in 11/21-0235r1


Instructions to the editor

Please add the paragraph to L9, P244 as shown below:
For EHT Sounding NDP (in U-SIG, the UL/DL field is set to either 0 or 1, and the PPDU Type And Compression Mode field is set to 1), there is no User Field.
CID 1970
	Page.

Line
	Clause Number
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Resolution

	244.14
	36.3.11.8.1
	The following fields shall be the same in every 80 MHz segment:

--GI+EHT-LTF Size

--Number Of EHT-LTF Symbols

--PE Related Parameters
	Forcing "Number of EHT-LTF Symbols" seems uncessary. Of course there could be some PAPR enhancement. Suggest to remove Number of EHT-LTF Symbols in this clause.
	REJECTED
For 1x, 2x EHT-LTF, the EHT-LTF field shall be aligned.
For 4x EHT-LTF, alignment of the EHT-LTF is helpful for PAPR reduction and easy for implementation. 


CID 3049
	Page.

Line
	Clause Number
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Resolution

	243.11
	36.3.11.8.1
	"The following fields shall be the same in every 80 MHz segment" change to "The following fields shall be the same in every 80 MHz segment in one PPDU" to compatible with A-PPDU in R2
	as commented
	REVISED
The comment has been resolved in the PDT 11/21-140r2
Note to the editor: The description is now within the corresponding subfield. No further changes are needed.


CID 3185
	Page.

Line
	Clause Number
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Resolution

	244.02
	36.3.11.8.1
	"equitable split" does not seem to be used anywhere else in D0.3, or in 11-21/0140r2.

So, why are we defining this?

Also, the meaning of the definition at P244L2 is not clear.
	Delete the paragraph at P244L1-4.
	REVISED
Note to the editor: An equation of equitable split same as 11ax has been added in 11/21-220r1 for the description in the later subclause. It is used for the case of non-OFDMA MU-MIMO transmission. No further changes are needed.


CID 3184
	Page.

Line
	Clause Number
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Resolution

	243.53
	36.3.11.8.1
	Only EHT MU PPDU has EHT-SIG
	Change "interpret the EHT PPDU" to "interpret the EHT MU PPDU"
	ACCEPTED


CID 3293
	Page.

Line
	Clause Number
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Resolution

	243.28
	36.3.11.8.1
	In "For OFDMA transmission", OFDMA should be DL OFDMA since UL/DL field is set to 0
	as in comment
	ACCEPTED


CID 3294
	Page.

Line
	Clause Number
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Resolution

	244.01
	36.3.11.8.1
	In "For non-OFDMA transmission", OFDMA should be DL non-OFDMA since UL/DL field is set to 0
	as in comment
	REVISED
Agreed in principle.

Instructions to the editor

Please add DL before non-OFDMA in Page 244, L1


Abstract


This submission contains proposed comment resolutions to comments on P802.11be D0.3.
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