March 2021		  doc.: IEEE 802.11-21/0497r0
IEEE P802.11
Wireless LANs
	Proposed resolution to Clause 36 editorial comments – Part 2

	Date:  2021-03-21

	Author:

	Name
	Affiliation
	Address
	Phone
	Email

	Edward Au
	Huawei Technologies
	303 Terry Fox Drive, Suite 400, Ottawa, Ontario K2K 3J1
	
	edward.ks.au@gmail.com 



[bookmark: _GoBack]This submission contains the proposed resolution of the following 40 editorial comments.
1333, 2624, 2625, 2667, 2772, 2220, 3119, 1997, 1589, 2954,
2658, 2757, 1388, 2616, 2441, 2709, 1413, 3112, 3111, 2735,
2737, 2736, 1405, 2809, 1392, 2734, 2771, 2770, 1363, 1374,
1375, 1376, 1382, 1385, 1389, 1401, 1404, 2360, 1643, 2614.




The proposed changes are based on P802.11be D0.3.

Revision history:
R0 – initial version





	CID
	Page
	Clause
	Comment
	Proposed Change

	1333
	221.10
	36.3.10.4
	No nu_Field in (36-10)
	Change to "nu_PreEHT"?



Discussion:
The TBD sentence has been removed per the resolution of CID 1337.
Proposed resolution:
Accepted
Note to the Editor:  This CID is resolved by CID 1337.


,
	CID
	Page
	Clause
	Comment
	Proposed Change

	2624
	354.41
	36.3.21
	Reference to incorrect Equation 36-93, should be Equation 36-92
	Equation (36-93) (36-92), unless it receives

	2625
	355.01
	36.3.21
	Reference to incorrect Equation 36-93, should be Equation 36-92
	in Equation (36-93) (36-92), unless it receives


Discussion:
[image: ]
[image: ]
Proposed resolution for CIDs 2624 and 2625:
Accepted


	CID
	Page
	Clause
	Comment
	Proposed Change

	2667
	332.17
	36.3.18.2
	Description
	Change " the maximum derivation is different" to "the maximum deviation is different"



Discussion:

[image: ]

Proposed resolution:
Accepted


	CID
	Page
	Clause
	Comment
	Proposed Change

	2772
	339.54
	36.3.18.4.4
	Change N_D to N_SD
	as in comment



Discussion:

[image: ]

Proposed resolution:
Accepted


	CID
	Page
	Clause
	Comment
	Proposed Change

	2220
	317.31
	36.3.16.2
	missing "the"
	the crosstalk



Discussion:

[image: ]
Proposed resolution:
Accepted


	CID
	Page
	Clause
	Comment
	Proposed Change

	3119
	315.50
	36.3.14
	Remove Editor's Note since it is already defined in Table 36-17
	As in comment



Discussion:

[image: ]

[image: ]

Proposed resolution:
Accepted


	CID
	Page
	Clause
	Comment
	Proposed Change

	1997
	307.18
	36.3.12.9
	For consistency with other Tables, suggest to change 320 MHz, i = 1, 2 as 320 MHz, i = 1:2.
	As in comment.



Discussion:

[image: ]
Proposed resolution:
Accepted

	CID
	Page
	Clause
	Comment
	Proposed Change

	1589
	303.37
	36.3.12.8
	Make the terminology "Dup mode" consistent in the entire spec.
	See the comment.



Discussion:
[image: ]
This sentence is revised per the PDT text 21/0139r3.
Proposed resolution:
Revised.  Agree in principle.  The sentence is revised as shown in 21/0139r3 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/21/11-21-0139-03-00be-pdt-phy-eht-dup-mode.docx). 
Note to the Editor:  No further change is needed.


	CID
	Page
	Clause
	Comment
	Proposed Change

	2954
	299.38
	36.3.12.7
	"l" in D_TM_l and N_SD_l is different which may confuse the "l" in D_TM_l to 1. Similar for D_TM_DCM_l in later equations.
	Change the font of l



Discussion:

[image: ]
[image: ]

Proposed resolution:
Revised. Agreed with the commenter that the “l” may look like a digit 1.  Italicized l in both equations.

	CID
	Page
	Clause
	Comment
	Proposed Change

	2658
	298.45
	36.3.12.7
	Typo on line 45 and Table 36-39 title
	Change as follows: LDPC tone mapping distance for each RU/MRU size within a an 80 MHz subblock



Discussion:

[image: ]

Proposed resolution:
Revised. Agreed with the commenter that there is a grammatical mistake.  Replace “a” with “an”.

,
	CID
	Page
	Clause
	Comment
	Proposed Change

	1388
	289.59
	36.3.12.3.5
	Typo "APEP_LEBGNGTH"
	"APEP_LENGTH"

	2757
	289.59
	36.3.12.3.5
	Typo "APEP_LEBGNGTH"
	Change "APEP_LEBGNGTH" to "APEP_LENGTH"



Discussion:

[image: ]

Proposed resolution for CIDs 1388 and 2757:
Accepted

	CID
	Page
	Clause
	Comment
	Proposed Change

	2616
	286.44
	36.3.11.11.3
	Reference to incorrect Table 36-20, should be Table 36-21.
	puncturing pattern of the large size MRU corresponding to the punctured subchannel (see Table 36-20 (States of UL/DL and PPDU Type And Compression Mode field)) 36-21 (5-bit punctured channel indication for the non-OFDMA case in an EHT MU PPDU)).

	2441
	286.44
	36.3.11.11.3
	Correct text in "Preamble Puncturing EHT PPDU" clause
	Replace "Table 36-20 (States of UL/DL and PPDU Type And Compression Mode field) with "Table 36-21 (5-bit punctured channel indication for the non-OFDMA case in an EHT MU PPDU)"



Discussion:

[image: ]

[image: ]

Proposed resolution for CIDs 2616 and 2441:
Revised.  Replace the reference from Table 36-28 to Table 36-29 in D0.4.


	CID
	Page
	Clause
	Comment
	Proposed Change

	2709
	286.19
	36.3.11.11.1
	Change "Primary 20 MHz" to "Primary 20 MHz channel"
	see comment



Discussion:

[image: ]

Proposed resolution:
Revised.  Replace “Primary 20 MHz” with “Primary 20 MHz channel” at 286.19 and replace “primary 20 MHz” with “primary 20 MHz channel” at 286.21.

	CID
	Page
	Clause
	Comment
	Proposed Change

	1413
	282.20
	36.3.11.10
	P282L15-18 is language specific to EHT MU with a single RU/MRU, then a sentence general to EHT MU is provided at P282L20 but the para continues at P282L21-26 with language specific to EHT MU with > 1 RU/MRU. This orderig is unnatural.
	Move sentence at P282L20 to its own para above P282L15



Discussion:
The sentences were revised per the PDT submission 21/0114r4.
Proposed resolution:
Revised.  Agree in principle.  The sentence is revised as shown in 21/0114r4 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/21/11-21-0114-04-00be-pdt-updates-on-ltf.docx).   
Note to the Editor:   No further change is needed.


	CID
	Page
	Clause
	Comment
	Proposed Change

	3112
	281.23
	36.3.11.9
	change "EHT-SIG" to "EHT-STF"
	As in comment



Discussion:
[image: ]

Proposed resolution:
Accepted


	CID
	Page
	Clause
	Comment
	Proposed Change

	3111
	281.18
	36.3.11.9
	Change "pre-RU" to "per-RU"
	As in comment



Discussion:
[image: ]

Proposed resolution:
Accepted

	CID
	Page
	Clause
	Comment
	Proposed Change

	2735
	247.31
	36.3.11.8.3
	Change "Validated" to Validate
	As described in comment


Discussion:
[image: ]
Proposed resolution:
Accepted


	CID
	Page
	Clause
	Comment
	Proposed Change

	2737
	259.27
	36.3.11.8.4
	Change "Validated" to Validate
	As described in comment



Discussion:
[image: ]

Proposed resolution:
Revised.  Replace “Validated” to “Validate” at 259.18, 259.27, and 259.32.


	CID
	Page
	Clause
	Comment
	Proposed Change

	2736
	258.31
	36.3.11.8.4
	Change "Validated" to Validate
	As described in comment



Discussion:
[image: ]

Proposed resolution:
Accepted.


	CID
	Page
	Clause
	Comment
	Proposed Change

	1405
	259.06
	36.3.11.8.4
	Missing article
	Try "Common field for an EHT sounding NDP"



Discussion:
[image: ]

Proposed resolution:
Accepted.

	CID
	Page
	Clause
	Comment
	Proposed Change

	2809
	248.19
	36.3.11.8.3
	Change "corresponding" to "corresponds"
	See comment



Discussion:
[image: ]

Proposed resolution:
Rejected.  The use of “corresponding to” is grammatically correct.


	CID
	Page
	Clause
	Comment
	Proposed Change

	1392
	247.12
	36.3.11.8.3
	"Number of subfield" reads badly
	Try "Number of subfields"



Discussion:
[image: ]

Proposed resolution:
Accepted.

	CID
	Page
	Clause
	Comment
	Proposed Change

	2734
	246.01
	36.3.11.8.2
	Change is to are in "The contents of the User Specific field is described in 36.3.11.8.5"
	Change to "The contents of the User Specific field are described in 36.3.11.8.5"


Discussion:
[image: ]
Proposed resolution:
Accepted.


	CID
	Page
	Clause
	Comment
	Proposed Change

	2771
	237.10
	36.3.11.7.2
	Change 'of' to 'or'
	as in comment



Discussion:
[image: ]

This sentence was revised to “Differentiate between different PHY clauses” as per CID 1349.

Proposed resolution:
Revised.  This sentence was revised to “Differentiate between different PHY clauses”.
Note to the Editor:  No further change is needed.

	CID
	Page
	Clause
	Comment
	Proposed Change

	2770
	230.33
	36.3.11.7.2
	Change 'of' to 'or'
	as in comment



Discussion:

[image: ]

This sentence was revised to “Set to 1 and Validate if dot11EHTBaseLineFeaturesImplementedOnly equals to true” as per CIDs 2794 and 2796.

Proposed resolution:
Revised.  This sentence was revised to “Set to 1 and Validate if dot11EHTBaseLineFeaturesImplementedOnly equals to true”.

Note to the Editor:  No further change is needed.


	CID
	Page
	Clause
	Comment
	Proposed Change

	1363
	231.30
	36.3.11.7.2
	"Maybe"
	"May be"



Discussion:

[image: ]

This sentence was revised to “Set to 1 and Validate if dot11EHTBaseLineFeaturesImplementedOnly equals to true” as per CIDs 2794 and 2796.

Proposed resolution:
Revised.  This sentence was revised to “Set to 1 and Validate if dot11EHTBaseLineFeaturesImplementedOnly equals to true”.

Note to the Editor:  No further change is needed.


	CID
	Page
	Clause
	Comment
	Proposed Change

	1374
	243.53
	36.3.11.8.1
	Spurious article in "for the STAs"
	"for STAs". Also at P243L54 insert articles "In an EHT MU PPDU,the EHT-SIG ..." and "The EHT SIG further contains ..."



Discussion:
[image: ]

Proposed resolution:
Accepted.


	CID
	Page
	Clause
	Comment
	Proposed Change

	1375
	243.61
	36.3.11.8.1
	Unclear parenthetical and other issues
	"a dynamic split" at P243L63

	1376
	243.61
	36.3.11.8.1
	Missing article
	"a dynamic split" at P243L63. Ditto "an equitable split" at P244L2



Discussion:
[image: ]
[image: ]
Proposed resolution for CIDs 1375 and 1376:
Accepted.


	CID
	Page
	Clause
	Comment
	Proposed Change

	1382
	244.41
	36.3.11.8.2
	Missing article "For an EHT MU PPDU except for EHT sounding NDP,"
	"For an EHT MU PPDU except for an EHT sounding NDP,"



Discussion:
[image: ]
Proposed resolution:
Accepted



	CID
	
	Page
	Clause
	Comment
	Proposed Change

	1385
	
	245.37
	36.3.11.8.2
	Missing articles "when EHT MU PPDU is 20/40/80M PPDU"
	Try "when the EHT MU PPDU is a 20/40/80M PPDU". Also P245L38 "when the EHT MU PPDU is a 160/320MHz PPDU"



Discussion:

This sentence was removed as per CID 3186.

Proposed resolution:
Revised.  This sentence was revised to “The Common field for OFDMA transmission is defined in 36.3.12.8.3 (Common field for OFDMA transmission). In non-OFDMA transmission, the Common field of the EHT-SIG content channel does not contain the RU allocation subfield.”.

Note to the Editor:  No further change is needed.


	CID
	Page
	Clause
	Comment
	Proposed Change

	1389
	245.42
	36.3.11.8.2
	"Each encoding block of the Common field contains the CRC and tail, separately" reads badly
	Try "Each Encoding Block of the Common field contains CRC and Tail fields."




Discussion:

This sentence was removed as per CID 3186.

Proposed resolution:
Revised.  This sentence was revised to “For non-OFDMA transmission except for EHT sounding NDP, the Common field of the EHT-SIG content channel is encoded together with the first User field and this encoding block consists of CRC and tail.”.

Note to the Editor:  No further change is needed.


	CID
	Page
	Clause
	Comment
	Proposed Change

	1401
	257.45
	36.3.11.8.3
	There is no such column as "the number of entries column"
	Change to "the Number of entries column"



Discussion:

[image: ]

Proposed resolution:
Accepted



	CID
	Page
	Clause
	Comment
	Proposed Change

	1404
	258.61
	36.3.11.8.4
	"then LDPC extra symbol segment" reads badly
	Try "then the LDPC extra symbol segment field"



Discussion:

[image: ]

Proposed resolution:
Accepted



	CID
	Page
	Clause
	Comment
	Proposed Change

	2360
	198.49
	36.3.4
	It should be "..., pre-EHT modulated fields are duplicated over multiple 20 MHz channels."
	change the "pre-HE" to "pre-EHT"



Discussion:

[image: ]

Proposed resolution:
Accepted



	CID
	Page
	Clause
	Comment
	Proposed Change

	1643
	209.55
	36.3.6.10
	Segment Deparser refers to wrong section 36.3.12.4 Stream Parser
	Change reference to 36.3.12.XX (Segment Deparser)



Discussion:

The reference is updated per the PDT submission 21/0139r3.

Proposed resolution:

Revised.  Agree in principle.  The reference is corrected as shown in 21/0139r3 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/21/11-21-0139-03-00be-pdt-phy-eht-dup-mode.docx). 
Note to the Editor:  No further change is needed.


	CID
	Page
	Clause
	Comment
	Proposed Change

	2614
	221.04
	36.3.10.4
	In equation (36-10), 'K' in the subscript of the first summation is undefined
	Replace 'K' with 'K_r'



Discussion:

[image: ]

Proposed resolution:

Accepted.

Note to the Editor:  The proposed resolution is the same as CID 1337.
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