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 (
Abstract
This 
document 
provides proposed comment resolutions for 
CID 
2124 
submitted in response to the 802.11 TGbd D
2
.0 WG letter ballot #25
4
. CIDs: 
2124
)

The comments are available in: https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/21/11-21-1296-00-00bd-tgbd-lb254-comments.xlsx. The proposed resolutions are grouped by clause, page, and line number.

Status: Highlighting in CID column indicates the status of the discussion on the CID:
Not Discussed (not highlighted)
Discussed additional discussion required (date of discussion(s) is(are) located below CID number)
Discussed / ready for SP (date of discussion(s) is(are) located below CID number)
SP run / ready for Motion (date of the SP is located below the date of discussion)
Motioned (date of Motion is located below the date of the SP)

Resolution Status: Highlighting in the Resolution column indicates:
Yellow highlighted text needs to be discussed
Red highlighted text has been discussed and additional discussion is required 


CIDs for Clause 31.2.3, Page 38, line 65:
	CID
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Resolution

	2124
	Through out  D2.0 replace "10 MHz width" by "10 MHz channel width"

	as in comment
	Revised
Agree in principle, all “MHz width”, should be “MHz channel width” -  



Agreed, the phrase “MHz channel width” occurs 71 times in 802.11-2020, while the phrase “MHz width” occurs 2 times and seems to be an error.  Therefore, the preferred way to designate the channel width is to state: “MHz channel width”.

Therefore, change the 5 instances of “MHz width” to “MHz channel width” located at:  
	Page
	Line

	17
	41

	22
	37

	22
	53

	24
	30

	61
	24
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