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Description of Problem

There are several cases where Status is used inconsistently. Firstly there are few MAC commands, and IEs where there is field called Status. Those can be confusing especially in descriptions of the related MLME-calls. Then there is some cases where over the air status is mixed with the local status information. Sometimes this is done in very confusing manner by mapping over the air errors to some local existing error codes..

Solution

Firstly change all Status fields in MAC commands and IEs to have some kind of prefix. 

Secondly separate the remote operation status from the local MLME operation status, by adding another parameter to MLME-primitives. 
Changes



MLME related status issues

MLME-ASSOCIATE.response, and MLME-ASSOCIATE.confirm uses Status inconsitently.

MLME-ASSOCIATE.response
MLME-ASSOCIATE.response uses Status when it is actually giving out the Association Status field value for the Associate Respond Command. Rename the Status in .response to AssociationStatus, and change references to correct table.
 
CID-255 Resolution: Accept, i.e., Change Status to AssociationStatus.

CID-260 Resolution: Revised. Proposed resolution: 
In Table 8-6 rename Status to AssociationStatus, change Valid range to "As defined in Table 7-55", and change Description to "The association status of the association attempt as defined in 7.5.3".
CID-257 Resolution: Revised. Proposed resolution:
If the AssocationStatus parameterfield of MLME-ASSOCIATE.response primitive is set to Fast assocation successful, then association response shall be sent to the device requesting fast association directly.
MLME-ASSOCIATE.confirm
The MLME-ASSOCIATE.confirm conbines Status field that tells the result of the local operation with the actual association response over the air from the other end. This means we cannot get proper error information from the other end to the next higher layer. Make separate parameter for AssociationStatus, which contains the Assocation Status field value from the Assocation Response command.

CID-259 Resoltion Accept, i.e., Add AssociationStatus parameter to this primitive immediately after the AssocShortAddress paramater.

CID-261 Resolution Accept, i.e., Add AssociationStatus parameter to this primitive with Type "Enumeration", Valid Range "As defined in Table 7-55", and Description of "The association status of the association attempt from association request command as defined in 7.5.3". Add this immediately after the AssocShortAddress paramater.

CID-262 Resolution Accept, i.e., duplicate of CID-261.

Association command and Status field

[image: ]Figure 7-111 – Association Response command Content:

There is only Association Status field no Status field.

The text in Section 6.4.1, and 6.4.3 refers it directly as Status field, instead of Assocation Status field. Also CID-255 changed the name of the Status parameter to AssocationStatus to reduce confusion, so do the change here to.

CID-100 Resolution: Accept, i.e., Change “Status field” to “Assocation Status field”.

CID-101 Resolution: Accept, i.e., Change “Status field” to “Assocation Status field”.

CID-106 Resolution: Accept, i.e., Change “Status parameter” to “AssociationStatus parameter”.

CID-107 Resolution: Accept, i.e., Change “Status field” to “Assocation Status field”.

CID-108 Resolution: Accept, i.e., Change “Status field” to “Assocation Status field”.
Rename Status field to Dsme Gts Status field

[image: ]DSME GTS Response command has field called Status. This is confusing. See figure 7-124:

Proposal is to rename that field to “Dsme Gts Status field”. 

CID-212: Resolution: Accept, i.e., change “Status field” to “Dsme Gts Status field” twice on row 7.

CID-213: Resolution: Accept, i.e., change “Status” to “Dsme Gts Status”.
CID-214: Resolution: Accept, i.e., change title from “Status field values” to “Dsme Gts Status field values”.

CID-215: Resolution: Accept, i.e., change “Status Field” to “Dsme Gts Status field”. The 7.5.16 DMSE GTS Notify command contains DSME GTS Management field which is defined in Figure 7-124, and this text refers to that subfield.

CID-125 – CID-128: Resolution: Accept, i.e., Change Status field" to "Dsme Gts Status field".


DMSE Status field

The problem is that the MLME-DSME-GTS.response and confirm mixes status from the MAC command coming from the other end and local issues (like CHANNEL_ACCESS_FAILURE). The solution is to separate those two functions to separate parameters for primitives.
MLME-DSME-GTS.response
CID-286: Resolution: Revise. Proposed Resolution: The section number is wrong, it should be 8.2.20.3 instead of 8.2.20.4. Change “Status” to “DsmeGtsStatus” on section 8.2.20.3 page 343 line 24. This is upper layer sending status of dsme operation to MAC, which then encodes it to DSME GTS response command.

CID-288: Resolution: Revised. Proposed Resolution: In Table 8-56 rename “Status” to “DsmeGtsStatus”, change type from Enumeration to Integer, and change Valid range to “As specified in Table 7-58”. 

CID-289: Resolution: Accept, i.e., Change text "The Status field of the command shall be set to zero if the Status parameter value is SUCCESS. The Status field shall be set to one if the Status parameter value is DENIED. The Status field shall be set to two if the Status parameter value is INVALID_PARAMETER" to "The Dsme Gts Status field of the command shall be set to the value DsmeGtsStatus parameter".
MLME-DSME-GTS.confirm
CID-287: Resolution: Accept, i.e., Add DsmeGtsStatus parameter to primitive in the location where Status now, and move the Status to the end.

CID-295: Resolution: Revised, Proposed Resulution: Add DsmeGtsStatus, with type of integer, valid range “as specified in Table 7-58”, and with description of “The Dsme Gts Status field of DSME GTS Response command”. Change the Description of “Status” to “The status of the request”. Remove DENIED from the list of Valid Range of Status.

CID-291: Resolution: Revised. Proposed Resolution: Change “If the value of Status field in the command is zero (SUCCESS)” to “If the value of the Status parameter is SUCCESS and the DsmGtsStatus parameter is zero (APPROVED)”.

CID-294: Resolution: Accept, i.e., Replace the text "The Status field of the command shall be set to zero if the Status parameter value is SUCCESS. The Status field shall be set to one if the Status parameter value is DENIED. The Status field shall be set to two if the Status paramter valie is INVALID_PARAMETER." with "The DsmeGtsStatus parameter shall be set to have value of the Dsme Gts Status field of the command."

CID-297: Resolution: Accept, i.e.,  Remove text "If the value of the Status field in the command is zero, the Status in this pirmitive shall be set to SUCCESS. If the value of the Status field is one, the Status paramter shall be set to DENIED. If the value of the Status field is two, the Status parameter shall be set to INVALID_PARAMETER."

Have separate status parameters for local and remote end

As we renamed the “Status” to “Dsme Gts Status” in DSME GTS Response command and separated “Status” to “Status” and “DsmeGtsStatus” we need to change this text to match. 

CID-120: Resolution: Accept, i.e., fix “reponse” to “response”, change “Status parameter” to “DsmeGtsStatus Parameter”, and change “SUCCESS” to “APPROVED”.

CID-121: Resolution: Accept, i.e., change “Status” (field) to “Dsme Gts Status” (field).
CID-122: Resolution: Accept, i.e., change “Status field” to “Dsme Gts Status field”. 
CID-123: Resolution: Accept, i.e., change “Status field” to “Dsme Gts Status field”. 

CID-124: Resolution: Revised. Proposed resolution: Change text “On receipt of MLME-DSME-GTS.reponse primitive with Status parameter value of DENIED or INVALID_PARAMETER, the device shall send a DSME GTS Response command to requesting device.” to “On receipt of MLME-DSME-GTS.response primitive with DmseGtsStatus parameter value other than APPROVED, the device shall send a DSME GTS Response command to requesting device.”

CID-129: Resolution: Revised. Proposed resolution: Change text “with a Status of SUCCESS,” to “with a Status parameter of SUCCESS, DsmeGtsStatus parameter copied from the Dsme Gts Status field of the DSME GTS Response command,”.

Generic DMSE related issues


CID-290: Resolution: Revised. Proposed Resolution: This is already taken care of by change done in CID-288: In Table 8-56 rename “Status” to “DsmeGtsStatus”, change type from Enumeration to Integer, and change Valid range to “As specified in Table 7-58”. 

CID-292: Resolution: Revised. Proposed Resolution: Change text “the device shall check the Status field of the command” with “the device shall check the Status and DsmeGtsStatus parameters”.

CID-263: Resolution: Revised. Proposed Resolution: Change text “set to SUCCESS” with “set to SUCCESS, and the AssocationStatus parameter will indicate status of the assocation”. And remove sentence “Otherwise, the Status parameter will be set to indicate the type of failure.”

Generic Status issues

CID-296: Resolution: Revised. Proposed resolution: Remove newline between “CHANNEL_ACCESS_” and “FAILURE”. Ater that remove it completely as we are removing generic errors in Status lists…

CID-270: Resolution: Accept, i.e., Add text “– INVALID_INDEX– The index inside the hierarchical values in PIBAttribute is out of range.” after line about INVALID_PARAMETER.

CID-272: Resolution: Revised. Proposed resolution: Add paragraph before line 5 on the page 314 saying:
If the MLME receives the MLME-SCAN.request primitive with invalid or incorrect bits set in the ScanChannels bitmap, it will not perform the scan and the Status parameter will be set to BAD_CHANNEL
CID-251: Resolution Revised. Proposed resolution: Add following paragraph after line 10 on page 282:

List of generic security error is given below, and any MLME or MCSP confirm primitive may return them inside the Status parameter even when these errors are not listed in the Valid range column of the Status parameter. 
– COUNTER_ERROR– Returned when sending frame, if the frame counter has maximum value. Also returned when receiving frame where frame counter is smaller than what is received before.
– IMPROPER_KEY_TYPE– Returned when the incoming security policy checking notices that key used to protect the frame was not the one that was configured in the security policy.
– IMPROPER_SECURITY_LEVEL– Returned when the incoming security policy checking noticed that security level of the incoming frame is not allowed by security policy.
– SECURITY_ERROR– Returned when unsecuring of the frame fails in the incoming security process, for example because the MIC is incorrect.
– UNAVAILABLE_KEY– Returned when outgoing security process cannot find key requested by the MLME primitive, or when the incoming security process cannot find key indicated in the frame.
– UNSUPPORTED_LEGACY– Returned when secured frame is received with Frame Version field set to zero.
– UNSUPPORTED_SECURITY– Returned when security is requested for outgoing frame, or when secured frame is received and the security is not enabled in the device. Also received if the Auxiliary Security Header has security level of zero in it.
XXX Add text for generic transmit errors.

Remove references to generic errors in the MLME primitives:

[bookmark: __DdeLink__40143_3533699320]Table 8-7 MLME-ASSOCIATE.confirm: Remove COUNTER_ERROR, IMPROPER_KEY_TYPE, IMPROPER_SECURITY_LEVEL, SECURITY_ERROR, UNAVAILABLE_KEY, UNSUPPORTED_LEGACY, UNSUPPORTED_SECURITY

Table 8-10 MLME-DISASSOCIATE.confirm: Remove COUNTER_ERROR, UNAVAILABLE_KEY, UNSUPPORTED_SECURITY

Table 8-12 PANDescriptor: Remove COUNTER_ERROR, IMPROPER_KEY_TYPE, IMPROPER_SECURITY_LEVEL, SECURITY_ERROR, UNAVAILABLE_KEY, UNSUPPORTED_LEGACY, UNSUPPORTED_SECURITY

Table 8-13 MLME-COMM-STATUS.indication: Remove COUNTER_ERROR, IMPROPER_KEY_TYPE, IMPROPER_SECURITY_LEVEL, SECURITY_ERROR, UNAVAILABLE_KEY, UNSUPPORTED_LEGACY, UNSUPPORTED_SECURITY

Table 8-21 MLME-GTS.confirm: Remove COUNTER_ERROR, UNAVAILABLE_KEY, UNSUPPORTED_SECURITY

Table 8-30 MLME-SCAN.confirm: Remove COUNTER_ERROR, UNAVAILABLE_KEY, UNSUPPORTED_SECURITY

Table 8-32 MLME-START.confirm: Remove COUNTER_ERROR, UNAVAILABLE_KEY, UNSUPPORTED_SECURITY

Table 8-36 MLME-POLL.confirm: Remove CONTER_ERROR, UNAVAILABLE_KEY, UNSUPPORTED_SECURITY

Table 8-63 MLME-PHY-OP-SWITCH.confirm: Remove CONTER_ERROR, UNAVAILABLE_KEY, UNSUPPORTED_SECURITY

Table 8-67 MLME-DBS.confirm: Remove UNAVAILABLE_KEY, UNSUPPORTED_SECURITY

Table 8-89 MCPS-DATA.confirm: Remove COUNTER_ERROR, UNAVAILABLE_KEY, UNSUPPORTED_SECURITY

Table F.5 MLME-TRLE-MANAGEMENT.confirm:Remove UNAVAILABLE_KEY, UNSUPPORTED_SECURITY




MCSP-DATA related issues




MLME-SOUNDING related status issues
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				INSTRUCTIONS: Please use this form to enter your comments.  When complete please submit with your vote as described in the Letter Ballot Notification

Name / Affiliation - These fields are required.

Email / Phone # - please enter a valid email address and contact telephone number.  The editors may use these to contact you if there are questions relating to your comment.  This information will NOT be made public.

Page/Sub-clause/Line Number - If you wish to reference multiple pages, provide the details in the comment field.  Please specify Table / Figure References in the comment field in addition to the Page and Line Number.

Comment/Proposed Change - These fields are required.  Enter your comment and proposed change in these fields, respectively.  Use plain text characters only.  If you use any characters entered with "Ctrl" or "Alt" keys; or if you use symbols of any kind, if may result in an error which invalidates the comment.

E/T -Only one letter is allowed, either E or T.  Enter E if comment is editorial or T if comment is technical.  

Must be Satisfied?  - This field is required.  Enter Yes or No and spell out completely.  If you vote "No" (Disapprove), the data will be associated with your "No" (Disapprove) vote.  This categorization is used to differentiate those comments submitted as part of your "No" (Disapprove) vote from other comments that you may wish to submit. Only those comments that have a "Yes" in the "Must be Satisfied" box will be considered as part of your negative vote. 

		CID		Name		Affiliation		Page		Sub-clause		Line #		Comment

		1		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		0		0		0		General:  We've used "may" inappropriately a lot in the past.  "may" states an optional requirement, a permisible action within the scope of the standard (ref  6.4.7 of the IEEE-SA Standards Board Operations Manual and 10.2.2 of the IEEE-SA Stanards Style Manual).   Inappropriate uses include in informative statements, and when describing actions outside the scope of the standard.  

		2		Clint Powell		PWC		1		1		1		Too many Incorrect references and broken reference links. This makes the spec unusable - therefor a technical issue.

		3		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		15				5		The document says: "... ternary amplitude shift keying (TASK) and ternary amplitude shift keying (RS-GFSK)". Both acronyms cannot apply to the same description. 


		4		Tero Kivinen		Self		17		Table of contents		17		Table of contents line 17. Some of the top level section names has formatting error where the page number is immediately after the text, i.e., it is missing the "...." fill between the section name and number.

		5		Don Sturek		Itron		17		TOC		17		TOC entries on line 17 and 45 need some reformatting

		6		Tero Kivinen		Self		44		1		1		Section 1 line 1 The previous page (pdf page 31) has page number 32 in footer, this page (pdf page 32) has page 44 in the footer, i.e., page numbers skip 12 pages suddenly.

		7		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		44		1		1		Page numbering doesn't follow standards style requirements. 

		8		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		46		3.1		11		Inappropriate use of normative language: "may" states an optional requirement, a permisible action within the scope of the standard (ref  6.4.7 of the IEEE-SA Standards Board Operations Manual and 10.2.2 of the IEEE-SA Stanards Style Manual). Clause 3 is not to include requirements.  In this case the definition is not needed and should be removed.

		9		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		46		3.1		22		Inappropriate use of normative language: "may" states an optional requirement, a permisible action within the scope of the standard (ref  6.4.7 of the IEEE-SA Standards Board Operations Manual and 10.2.2 of the IEEE-SA Stanards Style Manual). Clause 3 is not to include requirements. 

		10		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		46		3.1		26		Inappropriate use of normative language: "may" states an optional requirement, a permisible action within the scope of the standard (ref  6.4.7 of the IEEE-SA Standards Board Operations Manual and 10.2.2 of the IEEE-SA Stanards Style Manual). Clause 3 is not to include requirements.  In this case, it is stating a possible capability: can is used for statements of possibility and capability.

		11		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		47		3.1		8		Inappropriate use of normative language: "may" states an optional requirement, a permisible action within the scope of the standard (ref  6.4.7 of the IEEE-SA Standards Board Operations Manual and 10.2.2 of the IEEE-SA Stanards Style Manual). Clause 3 is not to include requirements.  In this case, it is stating a possible capability: can is used for statements of possibility and capability.

		12		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		47		3.1		10		Inappropriate use of "may" .  

		13		Tero Kivinen		Self		48		3.2		26		Section 3.2 line 26 Defined term FCC is not used anywhere in the document, remove the term.

		14		Tero Kivinen		Self		49		3.2		40		Section 3.2 line 40 There is only one reference to PC in the whole standard, remove the PC from acronyms and use expanded version in the one location where it appears.

		15		Tero Kivinen		Self		49		3.2		42		Section 3.2 line 42 There is no uses of acronym PD anywhere in standard, remove it.

		16		Tero Kivinen		Self		50		3.4		27		Section 3.4 line 27 Acronym RIV is not used at all in the standard, remove it from acronym list.

		17		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		52		4.1		5		Another "may" that is stating a possibility, not really an optional requirement.

		18		Tero Kivinen		Self		52		4.1		11		Section 4.1 line 11 This is first use of PSDU, expand it here.

		19		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		52		4.2		18		"The terms octet and bit may also be written as octets or bits." is describing conventions used in the document, not optional requirements defined in the standard. All four terms do appear in this standard so need not be uncertain.  Yup, we've used "may" wrong a lot in the past.

		20		Tero Kivinen		Self		52		4.2		25		Section 4.2 line 25 This is first use of LSB, expand here.

		21		Tero Kivinen		Self		52		4.2		25		Section 4.2 line 25 This is first use if MSB, expand here.

		22		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		53		4.3		4		"Numbers encoded in fields may be signed or unsigned integers" isn't correct use of 'may' either.  In this case, numbers are one or the other. There is no other choice.

		23		Tero Kivinen		Self		53		4.5		22		Section 4.5 line 22 This is not first use of LSB, do not expand here.

		24		Tero Kivinen		Self		53		4.5		22		Section 4.5 line 22 This is not first use of MSB, do not expand here.

		25		Tero Kivinen		Self		54		4.5.1		6		Section 4.5.1 line 6 First use of the OUI, expand here.

		26		Tero Kivinen		Self		54		4.5.1		7		Section 4.5.1 line 7 This is not first use of LSB, do not expand here.

		27		Tero Kivinen		Self		54		4.5.1		7		Section 4.5.1 line 7 This is not first use of MSB, do not expand here.

		28		Don Sturek		Itron		54		4.5.1		18		In Figure 4-7, the arrow symbol used in the first column turned in a "?"

		29		Kunal Shah		Itron Inc.		54		4.5.1		18		Arrow is missing for RMO -> LMO

		30		Tero Kivinen		Self		54		4.5.1		Figure 4-7		Section 4.5.1 Figure 4-7 The There is question marks in the figure between RMO and LMO, and between LSB and MSB. Perhaps it should be some kind of arror ->?

		31		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		56		5.2		19		Document says "...applicationspaces…"

		32		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		56		5.2.1		27		"SUN devices may employ mesh or peer-to-peer multihop techniques to communicate with an access point" isn't exactly correct.  In fact SUN devices typically employ mesh and/or peer-to-peer multihop forwarding in the stated cases.

		33		Tero Kivinen		Self		57		5.2.4		12		Section 5.2.4 line 12 This is first use of ID, expand here.

		34		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		57		5.2.7		30		Description of CMB is not different from description of MBAN

		35		Tero Kivinen		Self		58		5.5		20		Section 5.5 line 20 This is the first use of RFD-TX, expand it here.

		36		Tero Kivinen		Self		58		5.5		22		Section 5.5 line 22 This is only use of PC, remove the (PC) part and remove the PC from the acronym list.

		37		Tero Kivinen		Self		59		5.5		1		Section 5.5 line 1 This is not first use of ID, do not expand here.

		38		Tero Kivinen		Self		59		5.5		1		Section 5.5 line 1 ID is defined acronym use it here. Change "a unique identifier" to "a unique ID".

		39		Tero Kivinen		Self		59		5.5.1		11		Section 5.5.1 line 11 This is first use of RFD-RX, expand it here.

		40		Tero Kivinen		Self		60		5.5.2		3		Section 5.5.2 line 3 This is first use of SPC, expand it here.

		41		Tero Kivinen		Self		60		5.5.2		3		Section 5.5.2 line 3 This is first use of TMCTP, expand it here.

		42		Tero Kivinen		Self		60		5.5.2		9		Section 5.5.2 line 9 this is first use of CAP, so expand it here, change "CAP" with "contention access period (CAP)"

		43		Tero Kivinen		Self		60		5.5.2		9		Section 5.5.2 line 9 this is first use of CFP, so expand it here, change "CFP" with "contention-free period (CFP)"

		44		Tero Kivinen		Self		61		5.6.1		4		Section 5.6.1 line 4 This is first use of HRP, expand here.

		45		Tero Kivinen		Self		61		5.6.1		4		Section 5.6.1 line 4 This is first use of UWB, expand it here.

		46		Don Sturek		Itron		61		5.6.1		7		Didn't we retire the ASK PHY?  If so we should remove it from this list

		47		Tero Kivinen		Self		61		5.6.1		7		Section 5.6.1 line 7, this is first use of BPSK so expand it here, replace "BPSK" with "binary phase-shift keying (BPSK)".

		48		Tero Kivinen		Self		61		5.6.1		7		Section 5.6.1 line 7 This is first use of GFSK, expand here.

		49		Tero Kivinen		Self		61		5.6.1		7		Section 5.6.1 line 7 This is first use of O-QPSK expand here.

		50		Tero Kivinen		Self		61		5.6.1		10		Section 5.6.1 line 10 This is first use of LRP, expand here.

		51		Tero Kivinen		Self		61		5.6.1		10		Section 5.6.1 line 10 This is first use of MSK, expand here.

		52		Tero Kivinen		Self		62		5.6.1		2		Section 5.6.1 line 2 This is first use of TASK, expand it here.

		53		Tero Kivinen		Self		62		5.6.2		8		Section 5.6.2 line 8 This is first use of GTS, expand here.

		54		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		62		5.7.1.1		20		Figure 5.5 b) the arrow to the right of "Beacons" is not pointing correctly to the next Beacon. This may confuse implementers. 

		55		Tero Kivinen		Self		62		5.7.1.1		21		Section 5.7.1.1 line 21 this is not first use of CAP, so do expand it here, change "contention access period (CAP)" with "CAP".

		56		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		62		5.7.1.1		21		Document says: "Any device wishing to communicate during the contention access period (CAP) between two beacons …" the different periods in a frame have not been defined yet in the document. It makes the reading confusing.

		57		Tero Kivinen		Self		62		5.7.1.1		22		Section 5.7.1.1 line 22, this is first use of CSMA-CA, so replace "CSMA-CA" with "carrier sense multiple access with collision avoidance (CSMA-CA)".

		58		Tero Kivinen		Self		62		5.7.1.1		24		Section 5.7.1.1 line 24 This is not first use of GTS, do not expand it here.

		59		Tero Kivinen		Self		62		5.7.1.1		25		Section 5.7.1.1 line 25 this is not first use of CFP, so do expand it here, change "contention-free period (CFP)" with "CFP".

		60		Chris Hett		Landis+Gyr		63		5.7.1.2		10-11		Figure 5-7 and surrounding text appear to have formatting issues.  Text in the figure is difficult to read and formatted strangely.  Title of figure is in the wrong place and truncated.

		61		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		63		5.7.1.2				 Figure 5-7 does not appear full caption. 

		62		Tero Kivinen		Self		64		5.7.1.4		2		Section 5.7.1.4 line 2, this is the first use of the BOP acronym, so expand it here, i.e., change "BOP" to "beacon only period (BOP)". 

		63		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		64		5.7.2.2		24		Document says: "When a device wishes to transfer data in a nonbeacon-enabled PAN, it transmits its Data frame to the coordinator." This sentence is confusing.

		64		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		64		5.7.2.3		27-30		The description assumes that there is only one device connected to the coordinator. Is that the only possible case? (point-to-point)

		65		Tero Kivinen		Self		65		5.7.3		15		Section 5.7.3 line 15 This is not first use of PSDU, do not expand it here.

		66		Tero Kivinen		Self		65		5.7.3		16		Section 5.7.3 line 16 This is first use of PPDU, expand it here.

		67		Tero Kivinen		Self		65		5.7.3		19		Section 5.7.3 line 20 This is first use of IE, expand here, or on the line 19, where we use plural form IEs.

		68		Tero Kivinen		Self		65		5.7.4		28		Section 5.7.4 line 28 This is first use of PCA, expand it here.

		69		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		66		5.7.5		24		Document says : "... This standard was developed with limited power supply…"

		70		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		66		5.7.5		24		Document says: "However, the physical implementation of this standard will require…"

		71		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		66		5.7.5		32		Document says: " Higher powered devices have the option …"

		72		Tero Kivinen		Self		67		5.7.6		36		Section 5.7.6 line 36. The text "When nontrivial protection is required, replay protection is always provide" is not true for TSCH mode. Add note here about that.

		73		Tero Kivinen		Self		68		5.7.7		4		Section 5.7.7 line 4 This is first use of SRM, expand it here.

		74		Tero Kivinen		Self		68		5.7.7		14		Section 5.7.7 line 14 This is first use of LE, expand here.

		75		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		68		5.7.7		18		Document says: "Full measurement: the device conducts the measurement for a specified duration of time regardless of the channel." This statement is strange and liekly incomplete.

		76		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		69		5.7.7		2		 "Table 8-98" does not link to Table 8-98 
Same as another "Table 8-98" does not link to Table 8-98.
Many Figures and Tables, and Subclause in the sentence are not linked.

		77		Don Sturek		Itron		69		5.9		28		Extra sub bullet

		78		Tero Kivinen		Self		69		5.9		30		Section 5.9 line 30 this is first use of the FSK, expand it here.

		79		Don Sturek		Itron		70		5.9		1		Extra line/page

		80		Kunal Shah		Itron Inc.		70		5.9		1		Remove blank page.

		81		Tero Kivinen		Self		75		6.2.4		19		Section 6.2.4 line 19 This is first use of RX, expand it here.

		82		Tero Kivinen		Self		75		6.2.4		19		Section 6.2.4 line 19 This is first use of TX, expand it here.

		83		Chris Hett		Landis+Gyr		76		6.2.5.1		19		Text says:  "CW0 shall be initialized to two before each transmission attempt and reset to
CW0".  It doesn't make sense to set CW0 to CW0.

		84		Tero Kivinen		Self		76		6.2.5.1		Figure 6-5		Section 6.2.5.1 line 24 does not match figure 6-5. This line says that if BLE is set to 1 and we are using slotted system, then BE shall be initialized to min(2, macMinBe). In the figure 6-5 there is arrow from "Battery Life Extension?" to right "Y" to box saying BE = macMinBe, i.e., exactly same as what is set when Battery Life Extension is N. Fix the figure to match the text.

		85		Chris Hett		Landis+Gyr		77		6.2.5.1		1		Text says: "In slotted
systems with the received BLE field set to one, this value shall be initialized to the lesser of two and the
value of macMinBe", however Figure 6-5 shows BE set directly to macMinBe in this case.

		86		Chris Hett		Landis+Gyr		78		6.2.5.1		6		The text says:  "...for the regulatory domains that require listen LBT…"

		87		Tero Kivinen		Self		78		6.2.5.3		40		Section 6.2.5.3 line 40 The text does not parse correctly: "A successful resets the BE to minimum value macMinBe". Successful what? I think it should say "successful transfer resets".

		88		Chris Hett		Landis+Gyr		78		6.2.5.3		40		The text says:  "A successful resets the BE to the minimum value macMinBe."

		89		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		78		6.2.5.3		40		The document says: "A successful resets the BE to the minimum value macMinBe. " 

		90		Chris Hett		Landis+Gyr		78		6.2.5.1		4,8		I think 'macBattLifeExtPeriods' should be italicized

		91		Tero Kivinen		Self		80		6.2.5.4		6		Section 6.2.5.4 line 6 This is first use of MSDU expand here.

		92		Tero Kivinen		Self		80		6.2.5.4		40		Section 6.2.5.4 line 40 This is not first use of PIB, do not expand here.

		93		Tero Kivinen		Self		83		6.2.5.5		18		Section 6.2.5.5 line 18 This is first use of MPDU expand here.

		94		Tero Kivinen		Self		87		6.2.9		Figure 6-11		Section 6.2.9 Figure 6-11 For some reason the figure 6-11 is after Figure 6-12 and ends up in quite wrong place, causing confusion. Move the figure 6-11 to be part of section 6.2.8 not 6.2.9.

		95		Tero Kivinen		Self		89		6.3.1		16		Section 6.3.1 line 16, this is first use of CSS, expand it here.

		96		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		95		6.3.2.1		17		Document says: "A device that is associated through a coordinator that is not the PAN coordinator shall not be capable of detecting a PAN ID conflict": Is it correct for this specification to mandate this behavior?

		97		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		96		6.3.3.1		23		Document says "... for an Coexistence Specification IE should take …"

		98		Tero Kivinen		Self		100		6.3.4		2		Section 6.3.4 line 2 This is not first use of LBT, do not expand.

		99		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		100		6.3.6		33		Document says: "...ASN is required for the generate the nonce…" This is incomplete or unclear.

		100		Tero Kivinen		Self		102		6.4.1		32		Section 6.4.1 line 32. There is no Status field in the Association response. Change "Status field" to "Association Status field". 

		101		Tero Kivinen		Self		102		6.4.1		35		Section 6.4.1 line 35. There is no Status field in the Association response. Change "Status field" to "Association Status field". 

		102		Tero Kivinen		Self		104		6.4.1		Figure 6-22		Section 6.4.1 Figure 6-22. On the FFD next higher layer there is first MCSP-DATA.request with TX, RX DPS information, but I have no idea what that is supposed to do. There is no frame going out with that MCSP-DATA.request call, but there is confirm. Then there MLME-DPS.request which can be used to set the TX, RX DPS information if needed. What is the meaning of the MCSP-DATA.request in the beginning. I think it is leftover from somewhere, and should be removed. If it is not removed, then text needs to be added explaining what it is doing. Also even the MLME-DPS.request step is not explained in the text. I think the MCSP-DATA.request, confirm and MLME-DPS.request should not be there at all, especially as device associating cannot know what the DPS values are before it joins the network, so the coordinator should use default vauls for DPS. My suggestion is to remove them all from the left side.

		103		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		105		6.4.2		26		Document says: "...behavior is required. A device shall only disassociate from the PAN if …"Is the second statement only valid for TSHC devices?, if so it should be worth clarifying it. If not the second sentence should be in another paragraph.

		104		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		106		6.4.3		5		The document says: "... sending an Association Request command with the Association Type field of the Capability Information field set to one to the coordinator of an existing PAN" The statement is confusing.

		105		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		106		6.4.3		10		Document says:"...association request, it send an MLME-ASSOCIATE.response…"

		106		Tero Kivinen		Self		106		6.4.3		13		Section 6.4.3 line 13 the "Status parameter" is bit confusing as MLME-ASSOCIATION.response has Status parameter, but it is not normal MLME status parameter, but instead it is the Association Status field for the Association Response command. Change the "Status parameter" to "AssociationStatus parameter".

		107		Tero Kivinen		Self		106		6.4.3		16		Section 6.4.3 line 16. There is no Status field in the Association response. Change "Status field" to "Association Status field". 

		108		Tero Kivinen		Self		106		6.4.3		17		Section 6.4.3 line 17. There is no Status field in the Association response. Change "Status field" to "Association Status field". 

		109		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		108		6.5.2		10		Document says: "If a Beacon frame is received, the MLME shall discard the Beacon frame if the Source Address and the Source PAN ID fields of the MHR of the Beacon frame do not match the coordinator source address (macCoordShortAddress or macCoordExtendedAddress, depending on the addressing mode) and the PAN ID of the device (macPanId). This specification should not manddate this discarding behavior.

		110		Tero Kivinen		Self		115		6.7.2		20		Section 6.7.2 line 20 this is first use of the FCS, expand it here.

		111		Tero Kivinen		Self		115		6.7.2		41		Section 6.7.2 line 41 this is the first use of EUI-64, do expand here.

		112		Tero Kivinen		Self		124		6.7.8		Figure 6-41		Section 6.7.8 Figure 6-41 Figure has aMaxFrameRetries changed to macMaxFrameRetries with underlining and overstrikes. It should simply say macMaxFrameRetries.

		113		Tero Kivinen		Self		124		6.7.8		Figure 6-42		Section 6.7.8 Figure 6-42 Figure has aMaxFrameRetries changed to macMaxFrameRetries with underlining and overstrikes. It should simply say macMaxFrameRetries.

		114		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		131		6.9.1		18		Second line of paragraph language tense is wrong "… has the Ranging field set to indicated ranging and ..."

		115		Tero Kivinen		Self		131		6.9.1		22		Section 6.9.1 line 22 This is first use of RMAKER, expand it here.

		116		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		131		6.9.2		29		Fourth word in sixth line of paragraph is a typo "dynamice"

		117		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		132		6.9.4		23		Figure 6-48 seems to have editing marks (underline and strikeouts) which I would only expect in an amendment not in a revision.

		118		Tero Kivinen		Self		132		6.9.4		Figure 6-48		Section 6.9.4 Figure 6-48 Figure has editing marks (underline, overstrike) on the right side of the figure where TX to RX ranging was changed to RX to TX ranging. Remove editing marks (two instances on right, and one instance on left). There is also underlined "(TX to RX ranging information)" on left side too.

		119		Tero Kivinen		Self		138		6.11.3.1		4		Section 6.11.3.1 line 4 This is first use of SAB, expand it here.

		120		Tero Kivinen		Self		141		6.11.5.1		29		Section 6.11.5.1 line 29. This text uses MLME-DSME-GTS.response primitive with Status parameter, which is not normal status parameter, but is DsmeGtsStatus. Rewrite by first fixing typo "MLME-DSME-GTS.reponse" to "MLME-DSME-GTS.response" and then change "Status parameter" to "DsmeGtsStatus parameter". Change "SUCCESS" to "APPROVED"

		121		Tero Kivinen		Self		141		6.11.5.1		32		Section 6.11.5.1 line 32 the Status here is confusing, as it mixes the Status of the MLME action and status of the actual operation. Rename "Status" to "Dsme Gts Status".

		122		Tero Kivinen		Self		141		6.11.5.1		37		Section 6.11.5.1 line 37 the Status here is confusing, as it mixes the Status of the MLME action and status of the actual operation. Rename "Status field" to "Dsme Gts Status field".

		123		Tero Kivinen		Self		141		6.11.5.1		43		Section 6.11.5.1 line 43 the Status here is confusing, as it mixes the Status of the MLME action and status of the actual operation. Rename "Status field" to "Dsme Gts Status field".

		124		Tero Kivinen		Self		141		6.11.5.1		Table 7-58		Section 6.11.5.1 line 35. This text uses MLME-DSME-GTS.response primitive with Status parameter, which is not normal status parameter, but is DsmeGtsStatus. Rewrite by first fixing typo "MLME-DSME-GTS.reponse" to "MLME-DSME-GTS.response" and then change "Status parameter" to "DsmeGtsStatus parameter". Rewrite the values DENIED, and INVALID_PARAMETER to match values from table 7-58.

		125		Tero Kivinen		Self		144		6.11.5.2		24		Section 6.11.5.2 line 24, Status here is confusing, as it mixes the Status of the MLME action and status of the actual operation. Rename "Status field" to "Dsme Gts Status field".

		126		Tero Kivinen		Self		145		6.11.5.2		1		Section 6.11.5.2 line 1, Status here is confusing, as it mixes the Status of the MLME action and status of the actual operation. Rename "Status field" to "Dsme Gts Status field".

		127		Tero Kivinen		Self		145		6.11.5.2		7		Section 6.11.5.2 line 7, Status here is confusing, as it mixes the Status of the MLME action and status of the actual operation. Rename "Status field" to "Dsme Gts Status field".

		128		Tero Kivinen		Self		146		6.11.5.5		28		Section 6.11.5.5 line 28, Status here is confusing, as it mixes the Status of the MLME action and status of the actual operation. Rename "Status field" to "Dsme Gts Status field".

		129		Tero Kivinen		Self		146		6.11.5.5		30		Section 6.11.5.5 line 30, Status here is confusing, as it mixes the Status of the MLME action and status of the actual operation. I think it should call MLME-DSME-GTS.confirm with both Status set to SUCCESS, and DsmeGtsStatus set to APPROVE.

		130		Tero Kivinen		Self		146		6.11.5.5		32		Section 6.11.5.5 line 32 There is no DSMEGTSSABSpecification parameter. Change "DSMEGTSSABSpeification" to "DsmeSabSpecification".

		131		Tero Kivinen		Self		156		6.12.3.3		4		Section 6.12.3.3 line 4 The text "for the devices operating in 920 Mhz band, a sender device may skip doing CSMA-CA" might be incorrect, as in other cases the text contains "Japanese 920 MHz band", not just any 920 MHz band. Is this CSMA-CA skipping allowed for any user on 920 MHz band, or only those using the Japanese 920 MHz band?

		132		Don Sturek		Itron		164		6.17		16		I suspect this sentence fragment is supposed to be a sub-bullett for the above items but not sure.

		133		Don Sturek		Itron		164		6.17.1.1		20		Link to 10.2.5 does not work

		134		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		164		6.17.1.1		20		Subclause 10.2.5 does not link yo 10.2.5

		135		Don Sturek		Itron		164		6.17.1.1		22		Not sure what the ED minimum and maximum are saying.  The values from MLME-SCAN.confirm would indicate those should be 0x00 to 0xff

		136		Don Sturek		Itron		164		6.17.1.1		23		Isn't this information just a rehash of what is stated in 10.2.5?  Wondering why we need another copy here.

		137		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		164		6.17				In this subclause, some Figure and Table in the sentence are underlline.
Such as 6.17.1.2 Line34 Underline at "Figre 6-79" 
And some Figure, Table and Subclause does not link to exact  Figure, Table and Subclause.


		138		Tero Kivinen		Self		165		6.17.1.2		Figure 6-79		Section 6.17.1.2 Figure 6-79 This figure does not seem to have anything to do with maxTxFailTime. I think this is wrong figure. Replace with correct figure.

		139		Tero Kivinen		Self		165		6.17.1.3		Figure 6-80		Section 6.17.1.3 Figure 6-80 Figure is bitmap, and is not searchable. 

		140		Don Sturek		Itron		166		6.17.1.6		1		First, line 1 is blank and should be removed.  Next, line 2 has a "?" where an "=" probably belongs.   I would search the document for "?" as I saw a number of these.

		141		Tero Kivinen		Self		166		6.17.1.4		Figure 6-81		Section 6.17.1.4 Figure 6-81 Figure is bitmap, and is not searchable. 

		142		Tero Kivinen		Self		166		6.17.1.5		Figure 6-82		Section 6.17.1.5 Figure 6-82 Figure is bitmap, and is not searchable. 

		143		Hidetoshi Yokota		Landis+Gyr		167		6.17.1.6		2		"?" is wrong

		144		Tero Kivinen		Self		167		6.17.1.7		2		Section 6.17.1.7 line 2 Replace text "Power ? -150 dBm" with "Power <= -150 dBm".

		145		Hidetoshi Yokota		Landis+Gyr		167		6.17.1.6		6		"?" is wrong

		146		Tero Kivinen		Self		167		6.17.1.7		6		Section 6.17.1.7 line 6 Replace text "Power ? -0 dBm" with "Power >= -0 dBm".

		147		Tero Kivinen		Self		167		6.17.1.7		13		Section 6.17.1.7 line 13, this is not first use of Received Signal Noise Indicator, it was already used and defined in the header. Either use RSNI, or if we ignore the definition in the header, defined it here.

		148		Tero Kivinen		Self		167		6.17.1.7		16		Section 6.17.1.7 line 16, this is first use of ANPI, expand it here. The text looks like it would expand the term, but ANPI is average noise power indicator, and there is no those words there.

		149		Tero Kivinen		Self		167		6.17.1.7		16		Section 6.17.1.7 line 16, RCPI-ANPI is not a defined acronyn, and this is only use for it, remove "(RCPI-ANPI)", especially as the text before does not even explain that acronym. Or is this trying to say RCPI - ANPI as an expression?

		150		Tero Kivinen		Self		167		6.17.1.7		17		Section 6.17.1.7 line 17 This is first use of IPI expand here.

		151		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		167		6.17.1.6		2, 6		"?" shoud be "="

		152		Tero Kivinen		Self		167		6.17.1.6		Figure 6-83		Section 6.17.1.6 Figure 6-83 Figure is bitmap, and is not searchable. 

		153		Tero Kivinen		Self		167		6.17.1.7		Figure 6-84		Section 6.17.1.7 Figure 6-84 Figure is bitmap, and is not searchable. 

		154		Tero Kivinen		Self		168		6.17.1.8		15		Section 6.17.1.8 line 15 This is first use of SFD, expand it here.

		155		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		168		6.17.1.9		24		"6.17.1.7" is blue color with underline

		156		Kunal Shah		Itron Inc.		168		6.17.1.9		26		IPI measured power values shows ? Instead of <. 

		157		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		168		6.17.1.9		26		In the Talbe 6-6 "?" shoud be "<" (IPI Lvel 0 to 11) amd "?" shoud be "-" at IPI Level 12.

		158		Hidetoshi Yokota		Landis+Gyr		168		6.17.1.9		26		all "?"s on Table 6-6 are wrong

		159		Tero Kivinen		Self		168		6.17.1.9		Table 6-6		Section 6.17.1.9 Table 6-6 The table still has ? characters where there should be <= instead. Replace ? with <=.

		160		Tero Kivinen		Self		168		6.17.1.8		Table 8-108		Section 6.17.1.8 line 16 The text here says values are 0x00 and 0xff as shown in Table 8-108 and Table 8-108 for macRssi refers back to here in 6.17.1.8. I.e., what does the actual value 0x00 or 0xff mean? Add text explaining what the values actually mean. 

		161		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		169		6.17.2.4		7		"Figure 6-87" 

		162		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		169		6.17.2.5		11		"Figure 6-88" There is no Figure 6-88.

		163		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		169		6.17.1.11		10-17		Section number, Table does not link.

		164		Tero Kivinen		Self		169		6.17.1.9		Table 6-6		Section 6.17.1.9 Table 6-6 The last line says "?55 < IPI", but I think it is supposed to say "IPI > -55". 

		165		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		170		6.17.2.1		5		Cross reference to 7.4.2.19 is blue underlined like it is a web-link  which is not correct style… it does not work as a hyperlink either.

		166		Tero Kivinen		Self		170		6.17.2.2		19		Section 6.17.2.2 line 19 We have acronym TPC for Transmit power control, add that to the header, i.e. change "6.17.2.2 Transmit Power Control" to "6.17.2.2 Transport Power Control (TPC)".

		167		Tero Kivinen		Self		170		6.17.2.2		20		Section 6.17.2.2 line 20 This is not first use of TPC, do not expand here.

		168		Tero Kivinen		Self		170		6.17.2.2		30		Section 6.17.2.2 line 30 We do not have CSMA/CA as acronym, but we CSMA-CA. Replace all "CSMA/CA" with "CSMA-CA" (4 instances in 6.17.2.2.

		169		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		171		6.17.2.3		1		Strange use of RED in figures 6-85 and 6-86 on some primitive names,

		170		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		171		6.17.2.4		7		underline unnecessary

		171		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		171		6.17.2.5		11		underline unnecessary

		172		Tero Kivinen		Self		171		6.17.2.3		Figure 6-85		Section 6.17.2.3 Figure 6-85 The figure has some font issues, where dashes go over the E of the MLME etc. It also has some arrows in red, and some text is in red too without any reason for color. Fix the figure.

		173		Tero Kivinen		Self		171		6.17.2.3		Figure 6-86		Section 6.17.2.3 Figure 6-86 The figure has some font issues, where dashes go over the E of the MLME etc. It also has some arrows in red, and some text is in red too without any reason for color. Fix the figure.

		174		Tero Kivinen		Self		171		6.17.2.4		Figure 6-87		Section 6.17.2.4 line 7 The figure 6-87 is missing, as the current Figure 6-87 should really be 6-88 as it is about SRM Infrmation Notification, not about SRM Report. Add the missing figure. 

		175		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		172		6.17.2.5		5		Figure 6-87 caption has unnecessary editing marks Acknowledgement changed to Acknowledgment

		176		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		172		6.17.2.5		7		underline unnecessary

		177		Tero Kivinen		Self		172		6.17.2.5		Figure 6-87		Section 6.17.2.5 Figure 6-87 The figure does not need to have "(AckedConfirm=TRUE/FALSE)" text at all, as that parameter does not affect the resulting flow chart. This figure also has some font issues iwth MLME-SRM-INFORMATION parts. Remove the "(AckedConfirm=TRUE/FALSE)" and fix fonts. Also this is really a figure 6-88, and figure 6-87 is missing.

		178		Kunal Shah		Itron Inc.		173		6.18		26		Remove blonk pages.

		179		Don Sturek		Itron		174		6.18		16		Extra line

		180		Don Sturek		Itron		175		6.18		1		Extra page

		181		Tero Kivinen		Self		176		7.1		3		Section 7.1 line 3, this is not first use of EUI-64, do not expand here.

		182		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		177		7.2.1.1		15		Typo?
"described in 6.12.2t." 

		183		Tero Kivinen		Self		177		7.2.1.3		15		Section 7.2.1.3 line 15 This is not first use of LE, do not expand here.

		184		Don Sturek		Itron		185		7.3.1.2		11		Might help to add "as defined in Section 7.4" to the end of this rather self defining statement.

		185		Tero Kivinen		Self		185		7.3.1.3		23		Section 7.3.1.3 line 23, this is not first use of Battery Life Extension (BLE), so do not expand the acronym. Replace "Battery Life Extension (BLE) field" with "BLE field".

		186		Tero Kivinen		Self		185		7.3.1.3		Figure 7-7		Section 7.3.1.3 figure 7-7, this is not first use of Battery Life Extension (BLE), so do not expand the acronym. Replace "Battery Life Extension (BLE)" with "BLE" in the figure 7-7.

		187		Tero Kivinen		Self		189		7.3.3		20		Section 7.3.3 line 20, replace "Enh-ACK" with "Enh-Ack". 

		188		Tero Kivinen		Self		190		7.3.5		24		Section 7.3.5 line 24 This is first use of MCPS, expand here.

		189		Tero Kivinen		Self		196		7.4.2.2		5		Section 7.4.2.2 line 5 This is not first use of OUI, do not expand here.

		190		Tero Kivinen		Self		201		7.4.2.9		11		Section 7.4.2.9 line 11 This is not first use of Frak, do not expand here.

		191		Tero Kivinen		Self		207		7.4.2.13		1		Section 7.4.2.13 line 1 this is first use of DPSK, expand here.

		192		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		209		7.4.2.17		13		There is no space "inTable 7-15".

		193		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		209		7.4.2.17		 12-15		Table 7-19 and Table 8-108 are no link.

		194		Tero Kivinen		Self		209		7.4.2.17		Figure 7-46		Section 7.4.2.17 Figure 7-46 The figure is in bitmap form and is not searchable. Convert to proper figure.

		195		Tero Kivinen		Self		209		7.4.2.17		Table 7-15		Section 7.4.2.17 Table 7-15 The "MacTxFailTime" has wrong case, replace with "macTxFailTime". 

		196		Tero Kivinen		Self		210		7.4.2.17		Table 7-15		Section 7.4.2.17 Table 7-15 Table continuation on the next page has wrong type of header, there is box around the "Table 7-15 -- Format of SRM Metric ID (continued)" header.

		197		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		210		7.4.2.17				Table 7-15—Format of SRM Metric ID (continued) does not need borders.

		198						211		7.4.2.19.2		18		Blue color at "Table 7-17"

		199		Henk de Ruijter		Silicon Labs		215		7.4.4.1		na		Wrong references Link Margin IE for two occurances (Sub-ID value 0x37 and 0x38

		200		Henk de Ruijter		Silicon Labs		215		7.4.4.1		na		Wrong references for RS-GFSK (0x38)

		201		Tero Kivinen		Self		222		7.4.4.10		5		Section 7.4.4.10 line 5 This is not first use of SFD, do not expand it here.

		202		Tero Kivinen		Self		222		7.4.4.10		7		Section 7.4.4.10 line 7 This is first use of NRNSC expand here on first use at the beginning of line, not on the 2nd use at the end of line.

		203		Tero Kivinen		Self		222		7.4.4.10		9		Section 7.4.4.10 line 9 This is first use of RSC, expand here on first use at the beginning of line, not on the 2nd use at the end of line.

		204		Tero Kivinen		Self		231		7.4.4.16		8		Section 7.4.4.16 line 8 This is first use of OVSF, expand it here.

		205		Tero Kivinen		Self		232		7.4.4.17		Table 7-73		Section 7.4.4.17 table 7-73 has bit 23 twice, first in the Spreading Pattern, and second time in the Reserved field. Change Reserved field bit numbers from "23-31" to "24-31". 

		206		Tero Kivinen		Self		235		7.4.4.18		4		Section 7.4.4.18 line 4 This is first use of MCS, expand here.

		207		Tero Kivinen		Self		239		7.4.4.19		8		Section 7.4.4.19 line 8 This is first use of STF, expand it here.

		208		Tero Kivinen		Self		245		7.4.4.23		1		Section 7.4.4.23 line 1, this is first use of EIRP, expand here.

		209		Tero Kivinen		Self		248		7.4.4.29		13		Section 7.4.4.29 line 13 This is first use of LMR, expand here.

		210		Henk de Ruijter		Silicon Labs		251		7.4.4.33		18		Wrong reference

		211		Henk de Ruijter		Silicon Labs		251		7.4.4.33				All references to clause 32, in sub-cause 7.4.4.33, should be changed to 31. Clause 32 does not exist.

		212		Tero Kivinen		Self		266		7.5.15		7		Section 7.5.15 line 7 has field called Status. This is very confusing when we have MLME Status parameter. Rename this to Dsme Gts Status. Change "Status Field" to "Dsme Gts Status field" twice on the line.

		213		Tero Kivinen		Self		266		7.5.15		Figure 7-124		Section 7.5.15 figure 7-124 has field called Status. This is very confusing when we have MLME Status parameter. Rename this to Dsme Gts Status.

		214		Tero Kivinen		Self		266		7.5.15		Table 7-58		Section 7.5.15 Table 7-58 Change the title from "Status field values" to "Dsme Gts Status field values".

		215		Tero Kivinen		Self		268		7.5.16		1		Section 7.5.16 line 1 has field called Status. This is very confusing when we have MLME Status parameter. Rename this to Dsme Gts Status. Change "Status Field" to "Dsme Gts Status field" twice on the line.

		216		Don Sturek		Itron		274		7.5.26		24		Need a space between "in" and "table"

		217		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		274		7.5.26		21
26		"Figure 7-141" undeline with no link.
"Figure 7-142" undeline and ther is no "Figure 7-142" at link page. 

		218		Tero Kivinen		Self		274		7.5.26		Figure 7-141		Section 7.5.26 Figure 7-141 Figure is missing header at all. Add "Figure 7-141 -- SRM Request command Content field Format" for the figure heading.

		219		Tero Kivinen		Self		274		7.5.26		Table 8-81		Section 7.5.26 line 24 The "Table 8-81" is missing space before it, replace "inTable 8-81" with "in Table 8-81". 

		220		Tero Kivinen		Self		274		7.5.26		Table 8-81		Section 7.5.26 line 24 Do not combine SrmHandle and SRM Token. Add separate SrmToken to the table 8-81 and change this to refer to SrmToken.

		221		Tero Kivinen		Self		275		7.2.26		2		Section 7.2.26 line 2 If the Start Time field is not present, what value is assumed for Start Time field? I would guess value 0 would be best. Specify the value when it is not present.

		222		Don Sturek		Itron		275		7.5.26		3		SRM Duration, according to 7-141, is always present

		223		Tero Kivinen		Self		275		7.2.26		4		Section 7.2.26 line 4 If the SRM Duration field is not present, what value is assumed for SRM Duration?

		224		Tero Kivinen		Self		275		7.2.26		6		Section 7.2.26 line 6 If the Channel Page field is not present, what value is assumed for Channel Page field? I would guess current channel page would be best. Specify the value when it is not present.

		225		Don Sturek		Itron		274		7.5.26		25		This line seems wrong.  I think the value is unique only among outstanding SRM Request frames issued by the same source device.

		226		Tero Kivinen		Self		275		7.2.26		8		Section 7.2.26 line 84 If the Channel Number field is not present, what value is assumed for Channel Number field? I would guess current channel number would be best. Specify the value when it is not present.

		227		Don Sturek		Itron		275		7.5.26		9		Actually this comment applies to lines 9-19.  I don't see how Start Time, SRM Duration, Channel Page, Channel Number and Link Handle can be omitted (see 7-141).   There is nothing in the primitives for SRM that would indicate how they would be set on the receiving side if omitted in the MAC command

		228		Don Sturek		Itron		275		7.5.26		19		"with" -> "which"

		229		Don Sturek		Itron		275		7.5.26		19		Link to Table 8-85 is broken

		230		Tero Kivinen		Self		275		7.5.26		Figure 7-141		Section 7.5.26 Figure 7-141 Figure heading is above figure, when it should be below it. Move the heading to correct place. Also this should be figure 7-142, as Figure 7-141 should be the SRM Request command Content field figure, which does not have heading.

		231		Tero Kivinen		Self		275		7.5.27		Figure 7-141		Section 7.5.27 Figure 7-141 The SRM Duration field length should be 0/4, as it can be omitted by setting SRM Duration Present field to 0. Or if the SRM Duration is mandatory field, then remove SRM Duration Present completely.

		232		Tero Kivinen		Self		275		7.5.26		Table 7-96		Section 7.5.26 line 9 There is no Table 7-96, Fix the reference, or add the table.

		233		Tero Kivinen		Self		275		7.5.26		Table 8-85		Section 7.5.26 line 19 The Table 8-85 does not describe anything about the Link Handle. Fix the reference to correct location.

		234		Tero Kivinen		Self		276		7.5.27		1		Section 7.5.27 Figure 7-143 line 1. Havinf field Status inside the MAC command is bad idea, as it can very easily be confused with MLME Status. Rename the "Status" to "SRM Status".

		235		Tero Kivinen		Self		276		7.5.27		6		Section 7.5.27 line 6. Having Status field inside the MAC command is bad idea, as it can very easily be confused with MLME Status. Rename the "Status field" to "SRM Status field".

		236		Tero Kivinen		Self		276		7.5.27		9		Section 7.5.27 line 9 There is no Address Mode or Device Address fields. I assume they are supposed to be in the Measured Device Information field, which is not described anywhere. Either remove them, or specify where they are.

		237		Tero Kivinen		Self		276		7.5.27		Figure 7-143		Section 7.5.27 figure 7-143 Figure is missing heading. Add "Figure 7-143 -- SRM Response command Content field format".

		238		Tero Kivinen		Self		276		7.5.27		Figure 7-143		Section 7.5.27 Figure 7-143 There is field Measured Device Information, but the contents of that is never described. Add description of that field.

		239		Tero Kivinen		Self		276		7.5.27		Figure 7-143		Section 7.5.27 Figure 7-143 The attribute Value field cannot be 4 octets long, as there are several attributes which have different length. Some of them are arrays, and lots of them are 1 octet fields. Change from "4" to "variable".

		240		Tero Kivinen		Self		276		7.5.28		Figure 7-143		Section 7.5.28 Figure 7-143 The attribute Value field cannot be 4 octets long, as there are several attributes which have different length. Some of them are arrays, and lots of them are 1 octet fields. Change from "4" to "variable".

		241		Tero Kivinen		Self		276		7.5.27		Figure 7-144		Section 7.5.27 figure 7-142 header, Having Status field inside the MAC command is bad idea, as it can very easily be confused with MLME Status. Rename the "Status field" to "SRM Status field". This also should be Figure 7-144 instead 7-142.

		242		Tero Kivinen		Self		276		7.5.28		Table 7-143		Section 7.5.28 figure 7-143 Figure heading is on the next page. Also the heading claims this is table 7-143, but references to it say it is 7-145.

		243		Tero Kivinen		Self		276		7.5.27		Table 7-15		Section 7.5.27 line 3 There is missing space between "in" and Table 7-15. Replace "inTable 7-15" with "in Table 7-15".

		244		Tero Kivinen		Self		277		7.5.28		5		Section 7.5.28 line 5 Combing SrmHandle parameter and SRM Token fields is bad idea. Add new parameter SrmToken to MLME-SRM-REPORT and use that for SrmToken, and keep SrmHandle as internal value.

		245		Tero Kivinen		Self		277		7.5.29		Figure 7-144		Section 7.5.29 Figure 7-144 The figure heading claims this is figure 7-144, but the references claim it should be 7-146.

		246		Tero Kivinen		Self		277		7.5.29		Figure 7-144		Section 7.5.29 Figure 7-144 The attribute Value field cannot be 4 octets long, as there are several attributes which have different length. Some of them are arrays, and lots of them are 1 octet fields. Change from "4" to "variable".

		247		Kunal Shah		Itron Inc.		279		7.5.30		2		Remove blonk pages.

		248		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		280		8.1		5		"may be invoked" should be "is invoked".  This is the defined interface for layer management. 

		249		Tero Kivinen		Self		280		8.1		10		Section 8.1 line 10 This is not first use of MCSP, do not expand here.

		250		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		281		8.2.1				Table 8-1 in the SRM related raw, there are no link exact Subclause and no jumpu to the subclause.

		251		Tero Kivinen		Self		282		8.2.2		21		Section 8.2.2 line 21 add text here explaining generic errors, and specify that none of those error codes are not mentioned in the Status valid range field of any of the primitives. The generic security errors include "COUNTER_ERROR, IMPROPER_KEY_TYPE, IMPROPER_SECURITY_LEVEL, SECURITY_ERROR, UNAVAILABLE_KEY, UNSUPPORTED_LEGACY, UNSUPPORTED_SECURITY". Generic transmit errors include "CHANNEL_ACCESS_FAILURE, FRAME_TOO_LONG, NO_ACK, TRANSACTION_EXPIRED, TRANSACTION_OVERFLOW". Remove all of those error codes from all other primitives, and replace them with reference to 8.2.2. What about "NO_DATA" error is that generic error, or specific to some primitives? I think it should be listed as generic, and text should be added here specifying what it means. Add reference to section 6.6 for TRANSACTION_OVERFLOW and TRANSACTION_EXPIRE codes. After this is done, go through all primitives for status parameters values left in them, and verify that the meaning of them is explained there. 

		252		Tero Kivinen		Self		284		8.2.3.1		2		Section 8.2.3.1 line 2 is not complete. Looking at the parameters it can either send Association Request (7.5.2) or DSME Association request command (7.5.12). Add text to explain that.

		253		Tero Kivinen		Self		284		8.2.3.2		9		Section 8.2.3.2 line 9 is not complete. Looking at the parameters this MLME-ASSOCIATE.indication can be called when device receives either Association Request (7.5.2) or DSME Association request command (7.5.12). Add text to explain that.

		254		Tero Kivinen		Self		284		8.2.3.1		Table 8-53		Section 8.2.3.1 Table 8-4 parameter Direction refers to table 8-53, but has Type of Integer and Valid Range of 0x00-0x01, where Table 8-53 has type of Enumeration and Valid range of TX, RX. Change Type and Valid range to be "Enumeration", and "TX, RX". 

		255		Tero Kivinen		Self		286		8.2.3.3		23		Section 8.2.3.3 line 23 has Status parameter, but this is not the normal status parameter, this is Association Status field of the Association Response or DSME Association Response commands. Rename the Status to AssocationStatus to make this clear.

		256		Tero Kivinen		Self		286		8.2.3.3		26		Section 8.2.3.3 line 26 says that coordinator generates Association Response command as described in 7.5.3, but looking at the parameters, I think it can also generate DSME Association Response command as defined in 7.5.13. This text needs to explain that too.

		257		Tero Kivinen		Self		286		8.2.3.3		29		Section 8.2.3.3 line 29 talks about Status field, as it is talking about the Status parameter stored in the Association Status field. Change the Status to AssocationStatus to make clear what field/parameter is talked here.

		258		Tero Kivinen		Self		286		8.2.3.2		Table 8-53		Section 8.2.3.2 Table 8-5 parameter Direction refers to table 8-53, but has Type of Integer and Valid Range of 0x00-0x01, where Table 8-53 has type of Enumeration and Valid range of TX, RX. Change Type and Valid range to be "Enumeration", and "TX, RX". 

		259		Tero Kivinen		Self		287		8.2.3.4		7		Section 8.2.3.4 line 7 MLME-ASSOCIATION.confirm do have Status, but there is no Association Status parameter for this primitive. The Status parameter tells whether sending (DMSE or normal) Association request succeeded or failed, but does not tell whether association succeeded or failed, and if it failed why it failed. Add AssociationStatus parameter to this primitive immediately after the AssocShortAddress paramater.

		260		Tero Kivinen		Self		287		8.2.3.3		Table 7-55		Section 8.2.3.3 Table 8-6 has Status parameter, but this is not the normal status parameter, this is Association Status field of the Association Response or DSME Association Response commands. Rename the Status to AssocationStatus to make this clear. Valid range already points to section 7.5.3, but it should really point directly to table 7-55 which contains Assocation Table field values. The description could point to the 7.5.3. Change Valid range to "As defined in Table 7-55", and change Description to "The association status of the association attempt as defined in 7.5.3".

		261		Tero Kivinen		Self		288		8.2.3.4		Table 7-55		Section 8.2.3.4 line 6 do have Status, but there is no Association Status parameter for this primitive. The Status parameter tells whether sending (DMSE) Association request succeeded or failed, but does not tell whether association succeeded or failed, and if it failed why it failed. Add AssociationStatus parameter to this primitive with Type "Enumeration", Valid Range "As defined in Table 7-55", and Description of "The association status of the association attempt from association request command as defined in 7.5.3". Add this immediately after the AssocShortAddress paramater.

		262		Tero Kivinen		Self		288		8.2.3.4		Table 7-55		Section 8.2.3.4 Table 8-7 do have Status, but there is no Association Status parameter for this primitive. The Status parameter tells whether sending (DMSE) Association request succeeded or failed, but does not tell whether association succeeded or failed, and if it failed why it failed. Add AssociationStatus parameter to this primitive with Type "Enumeration", Valid Range "As defined in Table 7-55", and Description of "The association status of the association attempt from association request command as defined in 7.5.3". Add this immediately after the AssocShortAddress paramater.

		263		Tero Kivinen		Self		289		8.2.3.4		2		Section 8.2.3.4 line 2 this text is inaccurate. The Status of the (DSME) Assocation Request command might be SUCCESS, but the assocation might have still failed. The device needs to check new AssociationStatus parameter to see what went wrong (I.e., whether PAN is at capacity or access was denied etc). Add text here to explain this.

		264		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		292		8.2.5		6		"may send" is wrong.   Also this SAP defines more than sending, it also include notification (as stated in the second paragraph).

		265		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		294		8.2.5.1		27		For the TimeStamp parameter, I notice it sets "The precision of this value shall be a minimum of 20-bits, with the lowest four bits being the least significant."   This is somewhat confusing.... i.e. it is odd to talk about precision on an integer field since integers are precise by their nature.  Also the low four bits are naturally least significant so why state this.  Similar wording appears in nine other places in the draft. The indicated page/line is the first occurrence of ten

		266		Don Sturek		Itron		297		8.2.5.2		14		For IMPROPER_IE_SECURITY, it should be possible for the upper layer to accept ALL or NONE of the IE's in the frame.   It should not be a requirement that in frames where some IE's pass security processing and some fail, the upper layer must process the IE's that pass security.

		267		Don Sturek		Itron		300		8.2.6.1		3		Add an "a" between "matches" and "given"

		268		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		301		8.2.6.3		15		"may be required" is incorrect. The sentence is stating a fact - in some cases it will be required, but the interface is out of scope of this standard.

		269		Don Sturek		Itron		301		8.2.6.3		18		Add an "a" between "matches" and "given"

		270		Tero Kivinen		Self		302		8.2.6.4		7		Section 8.2.6.4 table 8-19 Status parameter has value if INVALID_INDEX, which is not described anywhere what it means. Add text after line 7 explaining that "INVALID_INDEX - The index inside the hierarchical values in PIBAttribute is out of range.".

		271		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		309		8.2.10.1		4		"This primitive may also be generated to cancel a previously generated request to enable the receiver" is wrong.

		272		Tero Kivinen		Self		314		8.2.11.2		Table 8-30		Section 8.2.11.2 Table 8-30 has Status code of BAD_CHANNEL, but there is no text explainin when it is returned. Add text explaining when this error can be returned.

		273		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		316		8.2.12.1		42		Lots of cross references to clause numbers tables etc. while appearing to be clickable do not bring you to the referenced item (some do some don't, I can't see why this is ?  The referenced clause/page/line is just one such.  Where the description of CoordRealignSecurityLevel references Table 9-6, which appears clickable but does not bring you to the table.  There are 26 references to this table. The one at the bottom of page 434 does work but the previous 12 do not.  I did not continue to check the rest.  Many other such cross-references don't work as hyperlinks, while many do.

		274		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		324		8.2.15.1		11		Another erroneous "may". "This primitive may also be generated to cancel a previously generated request" is stating a possibility, not a requirement.

		275		Tero Kivinen		Self		325		8.2.16.2		24		Section 8.2.16.2 line 24 uses MLME-CHANNEL.confirm but there is no MLME-CHANNEL.confirm primitive at all. I assume it should be MLME-SOUNDING.confirm, i.e., replace "MLME-CHANNEL.confirm" with "MLME-SOUNDING-confirm". 

		276		Tero Kivinen		Self		326		8.2.16.2		Table 8-39		Section 8.2.16.2 line 13 in description says it returns UNSUPPORTED_ATTRIBUTE if sounding capability is not supported by PHY, but Status list does not include UNSUPPORTED_ATTRIBUTE, but instead do have separate error message SOUNDING_NOT_SUPPORTED. I do not think there is need for separate error case for SOUNDING_NOT_SUPPORTED, especially as MLME-SOUNDING.request does not take any parameters, so there cannot be any other unsupported attributes in it. Replace the SOUNDING_NOT_SUPPORTED in the Table 8-39 Valid range column of Status with UNSUPPORTED_ATTRIBUTE

		277		Tero Kivinen		Self		326		8.2.16.2		Table 8-39		Section 8.2.16.2 table 8-39 has Status value of SOUNDING_NOT_SUPPORTED. This is not explained in the text unless the text on lines 12-13 should refer to SOUNDING_NOT_SUPPORTED instead of UNSUPPORTED_ATTRIBUTE.

		278		Tero Kivinen		Self		327		8.2.17.2		Table 8-41		Section 8.2.16.2 Table 8-41 has Status value of UNSUPPORTED_ATTRIBUTE, but there are not attributes written here. I think the SOUNDING_NOT_SUPPORTED would be better error message when sounding is not supported. Change "UNSUPPORTED_ATTRIBUTE" to "SOUNDING_NOT_SUPPORTED".

		279		Tero Kivinen		Self		328		8.2.17.2		9		Section 8.2.17.2 line 9 talks about Status value of UNSUPPORTED_ATTRIBUTE, but there are not attributes written here. I think the SOUNDING_NOT_SUPPORTED would be better error message when sounding is not supported. Change "UNSUPPORTED_ATTRIBUTE" to "SOUNDING_NOT_SUPPORTED".

		280		Tero Kivinen		Self		329		8.2.18.1		Table 8-42		Section 8.2.18.1 Table 8-42 DstAddrMode entry uses Valid Range of NO_ADDRESS instead of NONE like we use in all other places. Replace "NO_ADDRESS" with "NONE". The SrcAddrMode few lines above do use correct range.

		281		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		330		8.2.18.1		1		"may be generated by a higher layer" is incorrect use of "may" which describes an optional behavior within the scope of the standard, while higher layer is clearly out of scope of the standard. 

		282		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		332		8.2.18.3		5		"A higher layer may use the information contained" is clearly stating a possible action of the higher layer, not an optional behavior within the scope of this standard.

		283		Tero Kivinen		Self		332		8.2.18.3		Table 8-44		Section 8.2.18.3 Table 8-44 SrcAddrMode entry uses Valid Range of NO_ADDRESS instead of NONE like we use in all other places. Replace "NO_ADDRESS" with "NONE".

		284		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		333		8.2.19.1		2		"may be used by a higher layer" is incorrect use of "may". 

		285		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		334		8.2.19.3		26		"may be used by the device management layer" is stating a requirement on a higher layer (out of scope of this standard)

		286		Tero Kivinen		Self		343		8.2.20.4.		24		Section 8.2.20.4. This is not normal MLME Status, rename it to DsmeGtsStatus. 

		287		Tero Kivinen		Self		344		8.2.20.4		23		Section 8.2.20.4, line 23, the Status here combines both status codes, and the actual status from the DSME GTS response command. Make those two separate. Add DsmeGtsStatus parameter to primitive in the location where Status now, and move the Status to the end.

		288		Tero Kivinen		Self		344		8.2.20.3		Table 8-56		Section 8.2.20.3 Table 8-56. This is not normal status, this is GtsStatus, and should be renamed to such. Rename the Name from "Status" to "GtsStatus", change type from Enumeration to Integer, change Valid range to "As specified in Table 7-58". 

		289		Tero Kivinen		Self		344		8.2.20.3		8		Section 8.2.20.3 line 8 has text assuming Status field is interger, and sets it to zero, one, two etc with specific error codes. The Status in Table 8-56 is specified as Enumeration. This Status is not normal transmission status, this is DsmeGtsStatus, and it should be renamed as such. Change text "The Status field of the command shall be set to zero if the Status parameter value is SUCCESS. The Status field shall be set to one if the Status parameter value is DENIED. The Status field shall be set to two if the Status parameter value is INVALID_PARAMETER" to "The Dsme Gts Status field of the command shall be set to the value DsmeGtsStatus parameter"

		290		Tero Kivinen		Self		344		8.2.20.4		Table 8-56		Section 8.2.20.4 table 8-56 rename Status to DsmeGtsStatus, change the Valid range to say "APPROVED, DISAPPROVED_LACK_OF_AVAILABILITY, DISAPPROVED_UNKNOWN_GTS", and Description to say DsmeGtsStatus field of the DSME-GTS response to send out.

		291		Tero Kivinen		Self		345		8.2.20.4		2		Section 8.2.20.4 line 2 the text "If the value of the Status field in the command is zero (SUCCESS)" assumes the type of Status is integer, and assumes the status is mapped to integer. Change the text to say "If the value of the Status parameter is SUCCESS and the Dsme Gts Status field of the DSME Response command is zero (APPROVED),".

		292		Tero Kivinen		Self		345		8.2.20.4		2		Section 8.2.20.4 line 2, the text "check the Status field of the command" is not something higher layer can do, as it does not see the command. It can check the "Status and DsmeGtsStatus parameters of the confirm". On the other hand if this is describing what device does automatically, then that is already described in the 6.11.5.1. Perhaps some of this text can be removed.

		293		Tero Kivinen		Self		345		8.2.20.4		3		Section 8.2.20.4 line 3. The "as described in ." is missing the reference to the section 6.11.5.1. Change "as described in ." to "as described in 6.11.5.1".

		294		Tero Kivinen		Self		345		8.2.20.4		6-8		Section 8.2.20.4 line 6-8 contains text explaining how to set Status field based on the status parameter. Replace the text "The Status field of the command shall be set to zero if the Status parameter value is SUCCESS. The Status field shall be set to one if the Status parameter value is DENIED. The Status field shall be set to two if the Status paramter valie is INVALID_PARAMETER." with "The DsmeGtsStatus parameter shall be set to have value of the Dsme Gts Status field of the command."

		295		Tero Kivinen		Self		345		8.2.20.4		Table 7-58		Section 8.2.20.4 table 8-57 Status parameter has value of DENIED, which is not normal status, but is actually the DsmeGtsStatus from the DSME GTS Response Command. Separate this out, by adding new DsmeGtsStatus, with type of integer, valid range "as specified in Table 7-58", and with description of "The status of DSME-GTS request". Change the Description of "Status" to "The status of the request."

		296		Tero Kivinen		Self		345		8.2.20.4		Table 8-57		Section 8.2.20.4 table 8-57 has Status value of FAILURE, but there is no text explaining how and when that status value is returned. Remove the value FAILURE from valid range of Status.

		297		Tero Kivinen		Self		345		8.2.20.4				Section 8.2.20.4 lines 11-14. The text "If the value of the Status field in the command is zero, the Status in this pirmitive shall be set to SUCCESS. If the value of the Status field is one, the Status paramter shall be set to DENIED. If the value of the Status field is two, the Status parameter shall be set to INVALID_PARAMETER." is not tied to anything in and is very confusing. Also it mixes Status parameter with DsmeGtsStatus from the DSME GTS Response. Remove the text.
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286 343 8.2.20.4. 24 Section 8.2.20.4. This is not normal MLME Status, rename it to DsmeGtsStatus. 

287 344 8.2.20.4 23

288 344 8.2.20.3 Table 8-56

289 344 8.2.20.3 8

291 345 8.2.20.4 2

294 345 8.2.20.4 6-8

295 345 8.2.20.4 Table 7-58

297 345 8.2.20.4

Section 8.2.20.4, line 23, the Status here combines both status codes, and the 

actual status from the DSME GTS response command. Make those two separate. 

Add DsmeGtsStatus parameter to primitive in the location where Status now, and 

move the Status to the end.

Section 8.2.20.3 Table 8-56. This is not normal status, this is GtsStatus, and 

should be renamed to such. Rename the Name from "Status" to "GtsStatus", 

change type from Enumeration to Integer, change Valid range to "As specified in 

Table 7-58". 

Section 8.2.20.3 line 8 has text assuming Status field is interger, and sets it to 

zero, one, two etc with specific error codes. The Status in Table 8-56 is specified 

as Enumeration. This Status is not normal transmission status, this is 

DsmeGtsStatus, and it should be renamed as such. Change text "The Status field 

of the command shall be set to zero if the Status parameter value is SUCCESS. 

The Status field shall be set to one if the Status parameter value is DENIED. The 

Status field shall be set to two if the Status parameter value is 

INVALID_PARAMETER" to "The Dsme Gts Status field of the command shall be 

set to the value DsmeGtsStatus parameter"

Section 8.2.20.4 line 2 the text "If the value of the Status field in the command is 

zero (SUCCESS)" assumes the type of Status is integer, and assumes the status 

is mapped to integer. Change the text to say "If the value of the Status parameter 

is SUCCESS and the Dsme Gts Status field of the DSME Response command is 

zero (APPROVED),".

Section 8.2.20.4 line 6-8 contains text explaining how to set Status field based on 

the status parameter. Replace the text "The Status field of the command shall be 

set to zero if the Status parameter value is SUCCESS. The Status field shall be 

set to one if the Status parameter value is DENIED. The Status field shall be set to 

two if the Status paramter valie is INVALID_PARAMETER." with "The 

DsmeGtsStatus parameter shall be set to have value of the Dsme Gts Status field 

of the command."

Section 8.2.20.4 table 8-57 Status parameter has value of DENIED, which is not 

normal status, but is actually the DsmeGtsStatus from the DSME GTS Response 

Command. Separate this out, by adding new DsmeGtsStatus, with type of integer, 

valid range "as specified in Table 7-58", and with description of "The status of 

DSME-GTS request". Change the Description of "Status" to "The status of the 

request."

Section 8.2.20.4 lines 11-14. The text "If the value of the Status field in the 

command is zero, the Status in this pirmitive shall be set to SUCCESS. If the 

value of the Status field is one, the Status paramter shall be set to DENIED. If the 

value of the Status field is two, the Status parameter shall be set to 

INVALID_PARAMETER." is not tied to anything in and is very confusing. Also it 

mixes Status parameter with DsmeGtsStatus from the DSME GTS Response. 

Remove the text.
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		CID		Name		Affiliation		Page		Sub-clause		Line #		Comment

		1		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		0		0		0		General:  We've used "may" inappropriately a lot in the past.  "may" states an optional requirement, a permisible action within the scope of the standard (ref  6.4.7 of the IEEE-SA Standards Board Operations Manual and 10.2.2 of the IEEE-SA Stanards Style Manual).   Inappropriate uses include in informative statements, and when describing actions outside the scope of the standard.  

		2		Clint Powell		PWC		1		1		1		Too many Incorrect references and broken reference links. This makes the spec unusable - therefor a technical issue.

		3		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		15				5		The document says: "... ternary amplitude shift keying (TASK) and ternary amplitude shift keying (RS-GFSK)". Both acronyms cannot apply to the same description. 


		4		Tero Kivinen		Self		17		Table of contents		17		Table of contents line 17. Some of the top level section names has formatting error where the page number is immediately after the text, i.e., it is missing the "...." fill between the section name and number.

		5		Don Sturek		Itron		17		TOC		17		TOC entries on line 17 and 45 need some reformatting

		6		Tero Kivinen		Self		44		1		1		Section 1 line 1 The previous page (pdf page 31) has page number 32 in footer, this page (pdf page 32) has page 44 in the footer, i.e., page numbers skip 12 pages suddenly.

		7		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		44		1		1		Page numbering doesn't follow standards style requirements. 

		8		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		46		3.1		11		Inappropriate use of normative language: "may" states an optional requirement, a permisible action within the scope of the standard (ref  6.4.7 of the IEEE-SA Standards Board Operations Manual and 10.2.2 of the IEEE-SA Stanards Style Manual). Clause 3 is not to include requirements.  In this case the definition is not needed and should be removed.

		9		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		46		3.1		22		Inappropriate use of normative language: "may" states an optional requirement, a permisible action within the scope of the standard (ref  6.4.7 of the IEEE-SA Standards Board Operations Manual and 10.2.2 of the IEEE-SA Stanards Style Manual). Clause 3 is not to include requirements. 

		10		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		46		3.1		26		Inappropriate use of normative language: "may" states an optional requirement, a permisible action within the scope of the standard (ref  6.4.7 of the IEEE-SA Standards Board Operations Manual and 10.2.2 of the IEEE-SA Stanards Style Manual). Clause 3 is not to include requirements.  In this case, it is stating a possible capability: can is used for statements of possibility and capability.

		11		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		47		3.1		8		Inappropriate use of normative language: "may" states an optional requirement, a permisible action within the scope of the standard (ref  6.4.7 of the IEEE-SA Standards Board Operations Manual and 10.2.2 of the IEEE-SA Stanards Style Manual). Clause 3 is not to include requirements.  In this case, it is stating a possible capability: can is used for statements of possibility and capability.

		12		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		47		3.1		10		Inappropriate use of "may" .  

		13		Tero Kivinen		Self		48		3.2		26		Section 3.2 line 26 Defined term FCC is not used anywhere in the document, remove the term.

		14		Tero Kivinen		Self		49		3.2		40		Section 3.2 line 40 There is only one reference to PC in the whole standard, remove the PC from acronyms and use expanded version in the one location where it appears.

		15		Tero Kivinen		Self		49		3.2		42		Section 3.2 line 42 There is no uses of acronym PD anywhere in standard, remove it.

		16		Tero Kivinen		Self		50		3.4		27		Section 3.4 line 27 Acronym RIV is not used at all in the standard, remove it from acronym list.

		17		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		52		4.1		5		Another "may" that is stating a possibility, not really an optional requirement.

		18		Tero Kivinen		Self		52		4.1		11		Section 4.1 line 11 This is first use of PSDU, expand it here.

		19		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		52		4.2		18		"The terms octet and bit may also be written as octets or bits." is describing conventions used in the document, not optional requirements defined in the standard. All four terms do appear in this standard so need not be uncertain.  Yup, we've used "may" wrong a lot in the past.

		20		Tero Kivinen		Self		52		4.2		25		Section 4.2 line 25 This is first use of LSB, expand here.

		21		Tero Kivinen		Self		52		4.2		25		Section 4.2 line 25 This is first use if MSB, expand here.

		22		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		53		4.3		4		"Numbers encoded in fields may be signed or unsigned integers" isn't correct use of 'may' either.  In this case, numbers are one or the other. There is no other choice.

		23		Tero Kivinen		Self		53		4.5		22		Section 4.5 line 22 This is not first use of LSB, do not expand here.

		24		Tero Kivinen		Self		53		4.5		22		Section 4.5 line 22 This is not first use of MSB, do not expand here.

		25		Tero Kivinen		Self		54		4.5.1		6		Section 4.5.1 line 6 First use of the OUI, expand here.

		26		Tero Kivinen		Self		54		4.5.1		7		Section 4.5.1 line 7 This is not first use of LSB, do not expand here.

		27		Tero Kivinen		Self		54		4.5.1		7		Section 4.5.1 line 7 This is not first use of MSB, do not expand here.

		28		Don Sturek		Itron		54		4.5.1		18		In Figure 4-7, the arrow symbol used in the first column turned in a "?"

		29		Kunal Shah		Itron Inc.		54		4.5.1		18		Arrow is missing for RMO -> LMO

		30		Tero Kivinen		Self		54		4.5.1		Figure 4-7		Section 4.5.1 Figure 4-7 The There is question marks in the figure between RMO and LMO, and between LSB and MSB. Perhaps it should be some kind of arror ->?

		31		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		56		5.2		19		Document says "...applicationspaces…"

		32		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		56		5.2.1		27		"SUN devices may employ mesh or peer-to-peer multihop techniques to communicate with an access point" isn't exactly correct.  In fact SUN devices typically employ mesh and/or peer-to-peer multihop forwarding in the stated cases.

		33		Tero Kivinen		Self		57		5.2.4		12		Section 5.2.4 line 12 This is first use of ID, expand here.

		34		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		57		5.2.7		30		Description of CMB is not different from description of MBAN

		35		Tero Kivinen		Self		58		5.5		20		Section 5.5 line 20 This is the first use of RFD-TX, expand it here.

		36		Tero Kivinen		Self		58		5.5		22		Section 5.5 line 22 This is only use of PC, remove the (PC) part and remove the PC from the acronym list.

		37		Tero Kivinen		Self		59		5.5		1		Section 5.5 line 1 This is not first use of ID, do not expand here.

		38		Tero Kivinen		Self		59		5.5		1		Section 5.5 line 1 ID is defined acronym use it here. Change "a unique identifier" to "a unique ID".

		39		Tero Kivinen		Self		59		5.5.1		11		Section 5.5.1 line 11 This is first use of RFD-RX, expand it here.

		40		Tero Kivinen		Self		60		5.5.2		3		Section 5.5.2 line 3 This is first use of SPC, expand it here.

		41		Tero Kivinen		Self		60		5.5.2		3		Section 5.5.2 line 3 This is first use of TMCTP, expand it here.

		42		Tero Kivinen		Self		60		5.5.2		9		Section 5.5.2 line 9 this is first use of CAP, so expand it here, change "CAP" with "contention access period (CAP)"

		43		Tero Kivinen		Self		60		5.5.2		9		Section 5.5.2 line 9 this is first use of CFP, so expand it here, change "CFP" with "contention-free period (CFP)"

		44		Tero Kivinen		Self		61		5.6.1		4		Section 5.6.1 line 4 This is first use of HRP, expand here.

		45		Tero Kivinen		Self		61		5.6.1		4		Section 5.6.1 line 4 This is first use of UWB, expand it here.

		46		Don Sturek		Itron		61		5.6.1		7		Didn't we retire the ASK PHY?  If so we should remove it from this list

		47		Tero Kivinen		Self		61		5.6.1		7		Section 5.6.1 line 7, this is first use of BPSK so expand it here, replace "BPSK" with "binary phase-shift keying (BPSK)".

		48		Tero Kivinen		Self		61		5.6.1		7		Section 5.6.1 line 7 This is first use of GFSK, expand here.

		49		Tero Kivinen		Self		61		5.6.1		7		Section 5.6.1 line 7 This is first use of O-QPSK expand here.

		50		Tero Kivinen		Self		61		5.6.1		10		Section 5.6.1 line 10 This is first use of LRP, expand here.

		51		Tero Kivinen		Self		61		5.6.1		10		Section 5.6.1 line 10 This is first use of MSK, expand here.

		52		Tero Kivinen		Self		62		5.6.1		2		Section 5.6.1 line 2 This is first use of TASK, expand it here.

		53		Tero Kivinen		Self		62		5.6.2		8		Section 5.6.2 line 8 This is first use of GTS, expand here.

		54		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		62		5.7.1.1		20		Figure 5.5 b) the arrow to the right of "Beacons" is not pointing correctly to the next Beacon. This may confuse implementers. 

		55		Tero Kivinen		Self		62		5.7.1.1		21		Section 5.7.1.1 line 21 this is not first use of CAP, so do expand it here, change "contention access period (CAP)" with "CAP".

		56		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		62		5.7.1.1		21		Document says: "Any device wishing to communicate during the contention access period (CAP) between two beacons …" the different periods in a frame have not been defined yet in the document. It makes the reading confusing.

		57		Tero Kivinen		Self		62		5.7.1.1		22		Section 5.7.1.1 line 22, this is first use of CSMA-CA, so replace "CSMA-CA" with "carrier sense multiple access with collision avoidance (CSMA-CA)".

		58		Tero Kivinen		Self		62		5.7.1.1		24		Section 5.7.1.1 line 24 This is not first use of GTS, do not expand it here.

		59		Tero Kivinen		Self		62		5.7.1.1		25		Section 5.7.1.1 line 25 this is not first use of CFP, so do expand it here, change "contention-free period (CFP)" with "CFP".

		60		Chris Hett		Landis+Gyr		63		5.7.1.2		10-11		Figure 5-7 and surrounding text appear to have formatting issues.  Text in the figure is difficult to read and formatted strangely.  Title of figure is in the wrong place and truncated.

		61		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		63		5.7.1.2				 Figure 5-7 does not appear full caption. 

		62		Tero Kivinen		Self		64		5.7.1.4		2		Section 5.7.1.4 line 2, this is the first use of the BOP acronym, so expand it here, i.e., change "BOP" to "beacon only period (BOP)". 

		63		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		64		5.7.2.2		24		Document says: "When a device wishes to transfer data in a nonbeacon-enabled PAN, it transmits its Data frame to the coordinator." This sentence is confusing.

		64		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		64		5.7.2.3		27-30		The description assumes that there is only one device connected to the coordinator. Is that the only possible case? (point-to-point)

		65		Tero Kivinen		Self		65		5.7.3		15		Section 5.7.3 line 15 This is not first use of PSDU, do not expand it here.

		66		Tero Kivinen		Self		65		5.7.3		16		Section 5.7.3 line 16 This is first use of PPDU, expand it here.

		67		Tero Kivinen		Self		65		5.7.3		19		Section 5.7.3 line 20 This is first use of IE, expand here, or on the line 19, where we use plural form IEs.

		68		Tero Kivinen		Self		65		5.7.4		28		Section 5.7.4 line 28 This is first use of PCA, expand it here.

		69		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		66		5.7.5		24		Document says : "... This standard was developed with limited power supply…"

		70		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		66		5.7.5		24		Document says: "However, the physical implementation of this standard will require…"

		71		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		66		5.7.5		32		Document says: " Higher powered devices have the option …"

		72		Tero Kivinen		Self		67		5.7.6		36		Section 5.7.6 line 36. The text "When nontrivial protection is required, replay protection is always provide" is not true for TSCH mode. Add note here about that.

		73		Tero Kivinen		Self		68		5.7.7		4		Section 5.7.7 line 4 This is first use of SRM, expand it here.

		74		Tero Kivinen		Self		68		5.7.7		14		Section 5.7.7 line 14 This is first use of LE, expand here.

		75		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		68		5.7.7		18		Document says: "Full measurement: the device conducts the measurement for a specified duration of time regardless of the channel." This statement is strange and liekly incomplete.

		76		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		69		5.7.7		2		 "Table 8-98" does not link to Table 8-98 
Same as another "Table 8-98" does not link to Table 8-98.
Many Figures and Tables, and Subclause in the sentence are not linked.

		77		Don Sturek		Itron		69		5.9		28		Extra sub bullet

		78		Tero Kivinen		Self		69		5.9		30		Section 5.9 line 30 this is first use of the FSK, expand it here.

		79		Don Sturek		Itron		70		5.9		1		Extra line/page

		80		Kunal Shah		Itron Inc.		70		5.9		1		Remove blank page.

		81		Tero Kivinen		Self		75		6.2.4		19		Section 6.2.4 line 19 This is first use of RX, expand it here.

		82		Tero Kivinen		Self		75		6.2.4		19		Section 6.2.4 line 19 This is first use of TX, expand it here.

		83		Chris Hett		Landis+Gyr		76		6.2.5.1		19		Text says:  "CW0 shall be initialized to two before each transmission attempt and reset to
CW0".  It doesn't make sense to set CW0 to CW0.

		84		Tero Kivinen		Self		76		6.2.5.1		Figure 6-5		Section 6.2.5.1 line 24 does not match figure 6-5. This line says that if BLE is set to 1 and we are using slotted system, then BE shall be initialized to min(2, macMinBe). In the figure 6-5 there is arrow from "Battery Life Extension?" to right "Y" to box saying BE = macMinBe, i.e., exactly same as what is set when Battery Life Extension is N. Fix the figure to match the text.

		85		Chris Hett		Landis+Gyr		77		6.2.5.1		1		Text says: "In slotted
systems with the received BLE field set to one, this value shall be initialized to the lesser of two and the
value of macMinBe", however Figure 6-5 shows BE set directly to macMinBe in this case.

		86		Chris Hett		Landis+Gyr		78		6.2.5.1		6		The text says:  "...for the regulatory domains that require listen LBT…"

		87		Tero Kivinen		Self		78		6.2.5.3		40		Section 6.2.5.3 line 40 The text does not parse correctly: "A successful resets the BE to minimum value macMinBe". Successful what? I think it should say "successful transfer resets".

		88		Chris Hett		Landis+Gyr		78		6.2.5.3		40		The text says:  "A successful resets the BE to the minimum value macMinBe."

		89		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		78		6.2.5.3		40		The document says: "A successful resets the BE to the minimum value macMinBe. " 

		90		Chris Hett		Landis+Gyr		78		6.2.5.1		4,8		I think 'macBattLifeExtPeriods' should be italicized

		91		Tero Kivinen		Self		80		6.2.5.4		6		Section 6.2.5.4 line 6 This is first use of MSDU expand here.

		92		Tero Kivinen		Self		80		6.2.5.4		40		Section 6.2.5.4 line 40 This is not first use of PIB, do not expand here.

		93		Tero Kivinen		Self		83		6.2.5.5		18		Section 6.2.5.5 line 18 This is first use of MPDU expand here.

		94		Tero Kivinen		Self		87		6.2.9		Figure 6-11		Section 6.2.9 Figure 6-11 For some reason the figure 6-11 is after Figure 6-12 and ends up in quite wrong place, causing confusion. Move the figure 6-11 to be part of section 6.2.8 not 6.2.9.

		95		Tero Kivinen		Self		89		6.3.1		16		Section 6.3.1 line 16, this is first use of CSS, expand it here.

		96		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		95		6.3.2.1		17		Document says: "A device that is associated through a coordinator that is not the PAN coordinator shall not be capable of detecting a PAN ID conflict": Is it correct for this specification to mandate this behavior?

		97		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		96		6.3.3.1		23		Document says "... for an Coexistence Specification IE should take …"

		98		Tero Kivinen		Self		100		6.3.4		2		Section 6.3.4 line 2 This is not first use of LBT, do not expand.

		99		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		100		6.3.6		33		Document says: "...ASN is required for the generate the nonce…" This is incomplete or unclear.

		100		Tero Kivinen		Self		102		6.4.1		32		Section 6.4.1 line 32. There is no Status field in the Association response. Change "Status field" to "Association Status field". 

		101		Tero Kivinen		Self		102		6.4.1		35		Section 6.4.1 line 35. There is no Status field in the Association response. Change "Status field" to "Association Status field". 

		102		Tero Kivinen		Self		104		6.4.1		Figure 6-22		Section 6.4.1 Figure 6-22. On the FFD next higher layer there is first MCSP-DATA.request with TX, RX DPS information, but I have no idea what that is supposed to do. There is no frame going out with that MCSP-DATA.request call, but there is confirm. Then there MLME-DPS.request which can be used to set the TX, RX DPS information if needed. What is the meaning of the MCSP-DATA.request in the beginning. I think it is leftover from somewhere, and should be removed. If it is not removed, then text needs to be added explaining what it is doing. Also even the MLME-DPS.request step is not explained in the text. I think the MCSP-DATA.request, confirm and MLME-DPS.request should not be there at all, especially as device associating cannot know what the DPS values are before it joins the network, so the coordinator should use default vauls for DPS. My suggestion is to remove them all from the left side.

		103		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		105		6.4.2		26		Document says: "...behavior is required. A device shall only disassociate from the PAN if …"Is the second statement only valid for TSHC devices?, if so it should be worth clarifying it. If not the second sentence should be in another paragraph.

		104		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		106		6.4.3		5		The document says: "... sending an Association Request command with the Association Type field of the Capability Information field set to one to the coordinator of an existing PAN" The statement is confusing.

		105		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		106		6.4.3		10		Document says:"...association request, it send an MLME-ASSOCIATE.response…"

		106		Tero Kivinen		Self		106		6.4.3		13		Section 6.4.3 line 13 the "Status parameter" is bit confusing as MLME-ASSOCIATION.response has Status parameter, but it is not normal MLME status parameter, but instead it is the Association Status field for the Association Response command. Change the "Status parameter" to "AssociationStatus parameter".

		107		Tero Kivinen		Self		106		6.4.3		16		Section 6.4.3 line 16. There is no Status field in the Association response. Change "Status field" to "Association Status field". 

		108		Tero Kivinen		Self		106		6.4.3		17		Section 6.4.3 line 17. There is no Status field in the Association response. Change "Status field" to "Association Status field". 

		109		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		108		6.5.2		10		Document says: "If a Beacon frame is received, the MLME shall discard the Beacon frame if the Source Address and the Source PAN ID fields of the MHR of the Beacon frame do not match the coordinator source address (macCoordShortAddress or macCoordExtendedAddress, depending on the addressing mode) and the PAN ID of the device (macPanId). This specification should not manddate this discarding behavior.

		110		Tero Kivinen		Self		115		6.7.2		20		Section 6.7.2 line 20 this is first use of the FCS, expand it here.

		111		Tero Kivinen		Self		115		6.7.2		41		Section 6.7.2 line 41 this is the first use of EUI-64, do expand here.

		112		Tero Kivinen		Self		124		6.7.8		Figure 6-41		Section 6.7.8 Figure 6-41 Figure has aMaxFrameRetries changed to macMaxFrameRetries with underlining and overstrikes. It should simply say macMaxFrameRetries.

		113		Tero Kivinen		Self		124		6.7.8		Figure 6-42		Section 6.7.8 Figure 6-42 Figure has aMaxFrameRetries changed to macMaxFrameRetries with underlining and overstrikes. It should simply say macMaxFrameRetries.

		114		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		131		6.9.1		18		Second line of paragraph language tense is wrong "… has the Ranging field set to indicated ranging and ..."

		115		Tero Kivinen		Self		131		6.9.1		22		Section 6.9.1 line 22 This is first use of RMAKER, expand it here.

		116		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		131		6.9.2		29		Fourth word in sixth line of paragraph is a typo "dynamice"

		117		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		132		6.9.4		23		Figure 6-48 seems to have editing marks (underline and strikeouts) which I would only expect in an amendment not in a revision.

		118		Tero Kivinen		Self		132		6.9.4		Figure 6-48		Section 6.9.4 Figure 6-48 Figure has editing marks (underline, overstrike) on the right side of the figure where TX to RX ranging was changed to RX to TX ranging. Remove editing marks (two instances on right, and one instance on left). There is also underlined "(TX to RX ranging information)" on left side too.

		119		Tero Kivinen		Self		138		6.11.3.1		4		Section 6.11.3.1 line 4 This is first use of SAB, expand it here.

		120		Tero Kivinen		Self		141		6.11.5.1		29		Section 6.11.5.1 line 29. This text uses MLME-DSME-GTS.response primitive with Status parameter, which is not normal status parameter, but is DsmeGtsStatus. Rewrite by first fixing typo "MLME-DSME-GTS.reponse" to "MLME-DSME-GTS.response" and then change "Status parameter" to "DsmeGtsStatus parameter". Change "SUCCESS" to "APPROVED"

		121		Tero Kivinen		Self		141		6.11.5.1		32		Section 6.11.5.1 line 32 the Status here is confusing, as it mixes the Status of the MLME action and status of the actual operation. Rename "Status" to "Dsme Gts Status".

		122		Tero Kivinen		Self		141		6.11.5.1		37		Section 6.11.5.1 line 37 the Status here is confusing, as it mixes the Status of the MLME action and status of the actual operation. Rename "Status field" to "Dsme Gts Status field".

		123		Tero Kivinen		Self		141		6.11.5.1		43		Section 6.11.5.1 line 43 the Status here is confusing, as it mixes the Status of the MLME action and status of the actual operation. Rename "Status field" to "Dsme Gts Status field".

		124		Tero Kivinen		Self		141		6.11.5.1		35		Section 6.11.5.1 line 35. This text uses MLME-DSME-GTS.response primitive with Status parameter, which is not normal status parameter, but is DsmeGtsStatus. Rewrite by first fixing typo "MLME-DSME-GTS.reponse" to "MLME-DSME-GTS.response" and then change "Status parameter" to "DsmeGtsStatus parameter". Rewrite the values DENIED, and INVALID_PARAMETER to match values from table 7-58.

		125		Tero Kivinen		Self		144		6.11.5.2		24		Section 6.11.5.2 line 24, Status here is confusing, as it mixes the Status of the MLME action and status of the actual operation. Rename "Status field" to "Dsme Gts Status field".

		126		Tero Kivinen		Self		145		6.11.5.2		1		Section 6.11.5.2 line 1, Status here is confusing, as it mixes the Status of the MLME action and status of the actual operation. Rename "Status field" to "Dsme Gts Status field".

		127		Tero Kivinen		Self		145		6.11.5.2		7		Section 6.11.5.2 line 7, Status here is confusing, as it mixes the Status of the MLME action and status of the actual operation. Rename "Status field" to "Dsme Gts Status field".

		128		Tero Kivinen		Self		146		6.11.5.5		28		Section 6.11.5.5 line 28, Status here is confusing, as it mixes the Status of the MLME action and status of the actual operation. Rename "Status field" to "Dsme Gts Status field".

		129		Tero Kivinen		Self		146		6.11.5.5		30		Section 6.11.5.5 line 30, Status here is confusing, as it mixes the Status of the MLME action and status of the actual operation. I think it should call MLME-DSME-GTS.confirm with both Status set to SUCCESS, and DsmeGtsStatus set to APPROVE.

		130		Tero Kivinen		Self		146		6.11.5.5		32		Section 6.11.5.5 line 32 There is no DSMEGTSSABSpecification parameter. Change "DSMEGTSSABSpeification" to "DsmeSabSpecification".

		131		Tero Kivinen		Self		156		6.12.3.3		4		Section 6.12.3.3 line 4 The text "for the devices operating in 920 Mhz band, a sender device may skip doing CSMA-CA" might be incorrect, as in other cases the text contains "Japanese 920 MHz band", not just any 920 MHz band. Is this CSMA-CA skipping allowed for any user on 920 MHz band, or only those using the Japanese 920 MHz band?

		132		Don Sturek		Itron		164		6.17		16		I suspect this sentence fragment is supposed to be a sub-bullett for the above items but not sure.

		133		Don Sturek		Itron		164		6.17.1.1		20		Link to 10.2.5 does not work

		134		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		164		6.17.1.1		20		Subclause 10.2.5 does not link yo 10.2.5

		135		Don Sturek		Itron		164		6.17.1.1		22		Not sure what the ED minimum and maximum are saying.  The values from MLME-SCAN.confirm would indicate those should be 0x00 to 0xff

		136		Don Sturek		Itron		164		6.17.1.1		23		Isn't this information just a rehash of what is stated in 10.2.5?  Wondering why we need another copy here.

		137		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		164		6.17				In this subclause, some Figure and Table in the sentence are underlline.
Such as 6.17.1.2 Line34 Underline at "Figre 6-79" 
And some Figure, Table and Subclause does not link to exact  Figure, Table and Subclause.


		138		Tero Kivinen		Self		165		6.17.1.2		Figure 6-79		Section 6.17.1.2 Figure 6-79 This figure does not seem to have anything to do with maxTxFailTime. I think this is wrong figure. Replace with correct figure.

		139		Tero Kivinen		Self		165		6.17.1.3		Figure 6-80		Section 6.17.1.3 Figure 6-80 Figure is bitmap, and is not searchable. 

		140		Don Sturek		Itron		166		6.17.1.6		1		First, line 1 is blank and should be removed.  Next, line 2 has a "?" where an "=" probably belongs.   I would search the document for "?" as I saw a number of these.

		141		Tero Kivinen		Self		166		6.17.1.4		Figure 6-81		Section 6.17.1.4 Figure 6-81 Figure is bitmap, and is not searchable. 

		142		Tero Kivinen		Self		166		6.17.1.5		Figure 6-82		Section 6.17.1.5 Figure 6-82 Figure is bitmap, and is not searchable. 

		143		Hidetoshi Yokota		Landis+Gyr		167		6.17.1.6		2		"?" is wrong

		144		Tero Kivinen		Self		167		6.17.1.7		2		Section 6.17.1.7 line 2 Replace text "Power ? -150 dBm" with "Power <= -150 dBm".

		145		Hidetoshi Yokota		Landis+Gyr		167		6.17.1.6		6		"?" is wrong

		146		Tero Kivinen		Self		167		6.17.1.7		6		Section 6.17.1.7 line 6 Replace text "Power ? -0 dBm" with "Power >= -0 dBm".

		147		Tero Kivinen		Self		167		6.17.1.7		13		Section 6.17.1.7 line 13, this is not first use of Received Signal Noise Indicator, it was already used and defined in the header. Either use RSNI, or if we ignore the definition in the header, defined it here.

		148		Tero Kivinen		Self		167		6.17.1.7		16		Section 6.17.1.7 line 16, this is first use of ANPI, expand it here. The text looks like it would expand the term, but ANPI is average noise power indicator, and there is no those words there.

		149		Tero Kivinen		Self		167		6.17.1.7		16		Section 6.17.1.7 line 16, RCPI-ANPI is not a defined acronyn, and this is only use for it, remove "(RCPI-ANPI)", especially as the text before does not even explain that acronym. Or is this trying to say RCPI - ANPI as an expression?

		150		Tero Kivinen		Self		167		6.17.1.7		17		Section 6.17.1.7 line 17 This is first use of IPI expand here.

		151		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		167		6.17.1.6		2, 6		"?" shoud be "="

		152		Tero Kivinen		Self		167		6.17.1.6		Figure 6-83		Section 6.17.1.6 Figure 6-83 Figure is bitmap, and is not searchable. 

		153		Tero Kivinen		Self		167		6.17.1.7		Figure 6-84		Section 6.17.1.7 Figure 6-84 Figure is bitmap, and is not searchable. 

		154		Tero Kivinen		Self		168		6.17.1.8		15		Section 6.17.1.8 line 15 This is first use of SFD, expand it here.

		155		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		168		6.17.1.9		24		"6.17.1.7" is blue color with underline

		156		Kunal Shah		Itron Inc.		168		6.17.1.9		26		IPI measured power values shows ? Instead of <. 

		157		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		168		6.17.1.9		26		In the Talbe 6-6 "?" shoud be "<" (IPI Lvel 0 to 11) amd "?" shoud be "-" at IPI Level 12.

		158		Hidetoshi Yokota		Landis+Gyr		168		6.17.1.9		26		all "?"s on Table 6-6 are wrong

		159		Tero Kivinen		Self		168		6.17.1.9		Table 6-6		Section 6.17.1.9 Table 6-6 The table still has ? characters where there should be <= instead. Replace ? with <=.

		160		Tero Kivinen		Self		168		6.17.1.8		Table 8-108		Section 6.17.1.8 line 16 The text here says values are 0x00 and 0xff as shown in Table 8-108 and Table 8-108 for macRssi refers back to here in 6.17.1.8. I.e., what does the actual value 0x00 or 0xff mean? Add text explaining what the values actually mean. 

		161		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		169		6.17.2.4		7		"Figure 6-87" 

		162		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		169		6.17.2.5		11		"Figure 6-88" There is no Figure 6-88.

		163		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		169		6.17.1.11		10-17		Section number, Table does not link.

		164		Tero Kivinen		Self		169		6.17.1.9		Table 6-6		Section 6.17.1.9 Table 6-6 The last line says "?55 < IPI", but I think it is supposed to say "IPI > -55". 

		165		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		170		6.17.2.1		5		Cross reference to 7.4.2.19 is blue underlined like it is a web-link  which is not correct style… it does not work as a hyperlink either.

		166		Tero Kivinen		Self		170		6.17.2.2		19		Section 6.17.2.2 line 19 We have acronym TPC for Transmit power control, add that to the header, i.e. change "6.17.2.2 Transmit Power Control" to "6.17.2.2 Transport Power Control (TPC)".

		167		Tero Kivinen		Self		170		6.17.2.2		20		Section 6.17.2.2 line 20 This is not first use of TPC, do not expand here.

		168		Tero Kivinen		Self		170		6.17.2.2		30		Section 6.17.2.2 line 30 We do not have CSMA/CA as acronym, but we CSMA-CA. Replace all "CSMA/CA" with "CSMA-CA" (4 instances in 6.17.2.2.

		169		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		171		6.17.2.3		1		Strange use of RED in figures 6-85 and 6-86 on some primitive names,

		170		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		171		6.17.2.4		7		underline unnecessary

		171		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		171		6.17.2.5		11		underline unnecessary

		172		Tero Kivinen		Self		171		6.17.2.3		Figure 6-85		Section 6.17.2.3 Figure 6-85 The figure has some font issues, where dashes go over the E of the MLME etc. It also has some arrows in red, and some text is in red too without any reason for color. Fix the figure.

		173		Tero Kivinen		Self		171		6.17.2.3		Figure 6-86		Section 6.17.2.3 Figure 6-86 The figure has some font issues, where dashes go over the E of the MLME etc. It also has some arrows in red, and some text is in red too without any reason for color. Fix the figure.

		174		Tero Kivinen		Self		171		6.17.2.4		Figure 6-87		Section 6.17.2.4 line 7 The figure 6-87 is missing, as the current Figure 6-87 should really be 6-88 as it is about SRM Infrmation Notification, not about SRM Report. Add the missing figure. 

		175		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		172		6.17.2.5		5		Figure 6-87 caption has unnecessary editing marks Acknowledgement changed to Acknowledgment

		176		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		172		6.17.2.5		7		underline unnecessary

		177		Tero Kivinen		Self		172		6.17.2.5		Figure 6-87		Section 6.17.2.5 Figure 6-87 The figure does not need to have "(AckedConfirm=TRUE/FALSE)" text at all, as that parameter does not affect the resulting flow chart. This figure also has some font issues iwth MLME-SRM-INFORMATION parts. Remove the "(AckedConfirm=TRUE/FALSE)" and fix fonts. Also this is really a figure 6-88, and figure 6-87 is missing.

		178		Kunal Shah		Itron Inc.		173		6.18		26		Remove blonk pages.

		179		Don Sturek		Itron		174		6.18		16		Extra line

		180		Don Sturek		Itron		175		6.18		1		Extra page

		181		Tero Kivinen		Self		176		7.1		3		Section 7.1 line 3, this is not first use of EUI-64, do not expand here.

		182		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		177		7.2.1.1		15		Typo?
"described in 6.12.2t." 

		183		Tero Kivinen		Self		177		7.2.1.3		15		Section 7.2.1.3 line 15 This is not first use of LE, do not expand here.

		184		Don Sturek		Itron		185		7.3.1.2		11		Might help to add "as defined in Section 7.4" to the end of this rather self defining statement.

		185		Tero Kivinen		Self		185		7.3.1.3		23		Section 7.3.1.3 line 23, this is not first use of Battery Life Extension (BLE), so do not expand the acronym. Replace "Battery Life Extension (BLE) field" with "BLE field".

		186		Tero Kivinen		Self		185		7.3.1.3		Figure 7-7		Section 7.3.1.3 figure 7-7, this is not first use of Battery Life Extension (BLE), so do not expand the acronym. Replace "Battery Life Extension (BLE)" with "BLE" in the figure 7-7.

		187		Tero Kivinen		Self		189		7.3.3		20		Section 7.3.3 line 20, replace "Enh-ACK" with "Enh-Ack". 

		188		Tero Kivinen		Self		190		7.3.5		24		Section 7.3.5 line 24 This is first use of MCPS, expand here.

		189		Tero Kivinen		Self		196		7.4.2.2		5		Section 7.4.2.2 line 5 This is not first use of OUI, do not expand here.

		190		Tero Kivinen		Self		201		7.4.2.9		11		Section 7.4.2.9 line 11 This is not first use of Frak, do not expand here.

		191		Tero Kivinen		Self		207		7.4.2.13		1		Section 7.4.2.13 line 1 this is first use of DPSK, expand here.

		192		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		209		7.4.2.17		13		There is no space "inTable 7-15".

		193		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		209		7.4.2.17		 12-15		Table 7-19 and Table 8-108 are no link.

		194		Tero Kivinen		Self		209		7.4.2.17		Figure 7-46		Section 7.4.2.17 Figure 7-46 The figure is in bitmap form and is not searchable. Convert to proper figure.

		195		Tero Kivinen		Self		209		7.4.2.17		Table 7-15		Section 7.4.2.17 Table 7-15 The "MacTxFailTime" has wrong case, replace with "macTxFailTime". 

		196		Tero Kivinen		Self		210		7.4.2.17		Table 7-15		Section 7.4.2.17 Table 7-15 Table continuation on the next page has wrong type of header, there is box around the "Table 7-15 -- Format of SRM Metric ID (continued)" header.

		197		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		210		7.4.2.17				Table 7-15—Format of SRM Metric ID (continued) does not need borders.

		198						211		7.4.2.19.2		18		Blue color at "Table 7-17"

		199		Henk de Ruijter		Silicon Labs		215		7.4.4.1		na		Wrong references Link Margin IE for two occurances (Sub-ID value 0x37 and 0x38

		200		Henk de Ruijter		Silicon Labs		215		7.4.4.1		na		Wrong references for RS-GFSK (0x38)

		201		Tero Kivinen		Self		222		7.4.4.10		5		Section 7.4.4.10 line 5 This is not first use of SFD, do not expand it here.

		202		Tero Kivinen		Self		222		7.4.4.10		7		Section 7.4.4.10 line 7 This is first use of NRNSC expand here on first use at the beginning of line, not on the 2nd use at the end of line.

		203		Tero Kivinen		Self		222		7.4.4.10		9		Section 7.4.4.10 line 9 This is first use of RSC, expand here on first use at the beginning of line, not on the 2nd use at the end of line.

		204		Tero Kivinen		Self		231		7.4.4.16		8		Section 7.4.4.16 line 8 This is first use of OVSF, expand it here.

		205		Tero Kivinen		Self		232		7.4.4.17		Table 7-73		Section 7.4.4.17 table 7-73 has bit 23 twice, first in the Spreading Pattern, and second time in the Reserved field. Change Reserved field bit numbers from "23-31" to "24-31". 

		206		Tero Kivinen		Self		235		7.4.4.18		4		Section 7.4.4.18 line 4 This is first use of MCS, expand here.

		207		Tero Kivinen		Self		239		7.4.4.19		8		Section 7.4.4.19 line 8 This is first use of STF, expand it here.

		208		Tero Kivinen		Self		245		7.4.4.23		1		Section 7.4.4.23 line 1, this is first use of EIRP, expand here.

		209		Tero Kivinen		Self		248		7.4.4.29		13		Section 7.4.4.29 line 13 This is first use of LMR, expand here.

		210		Henk de Ruijter		Silicon Labs		251		7.4.4.33		18		Wrong reference

		211		Henk de Ruijter		Silicon Labs		251		7.4.4.33				All references to clause 32, in sub-cause 7.4.4.33, should be changed to 31. Clause 32 does not exist.

		212		Tero Kivinen		Self		266		7.5.15		7		Section 7.5.15 line 7 has field called Status. This is very confusing when we have MLME Status parameter. Rename this to Dsme Gts Status. Change "Status Field" to "Dsme Gts Status field" twice on the line.

		213		Tero Kivinen		Self		266		7.5.15		Figure 7-124		Section 7.5.15 figure 7-124 has field called Status. This is very confusing when we have MLME Status parameter. Rename this to Dsme Gts Status.

		214		Tero Kivinen		Self		266		7.5.15		Table 7-58		Section 7.5.15 Table 7-58 Change the title from "Status field values" to "Dsme Gts Status field values".

		215		Tero Kivinen		Self		268		7.5.16		1		Section 7.5.16 line 1 has field called Status. This is very confusing when we have MLME Status parameter. Rename this to Dsme Gts Status. Change "Status Field" to "Dsme Gts Status field" twice on the line.

		216		Don Sturek		Itron		274		7.5.26		24		Need a space between "in" and "table"

		217		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		274		7.5.26		21
26		"Figure 7-141" undeline with no link.
"Figure 7-142" undeline and ther is no "Figure 7-142" at link page. 

		218		Tero Kivinen		Self		274		7.5.26		Figure 7-141		Section 7.5.26 Figure 7-141 Figure is missing header at all. Add "Figure 7-141 -- SRM Request command Content field Format" for the figure heading.

		219		Tero Kivinen		Self		274		7.5.26		Table 8-81		Section 7.5.26 line 24 The "Table 8-81" is missing space before it, replace "inTable 8-81" with "in Table 8-81". 

		220		Tero Kivinen		Self		274		7.5.26		Table 8-81		Section 7.5.26 line 24 Do not combine SrmHandle and SRM Token. Add separate SrmToken to the table 8-81 and change this to refer to SrmToken.

		221		Tero Kivinen		Self		275		7.2.26		2		Section 7.2.26 line 2 If the Start Time field is not present, what value is assumed for Start Time field? I would guess value 0 would be best. Specify the value when it is not present.

		222		Don Sturek		Itron		275		7.5.26		3		SRM Duration, according to 7-141, is always present

		223		Tero Kivinen		Self		275		7.2.26		4		Section 7.2.26 line 4 If the SRM Duration field is not present, what value is assumed for SRM Duration?

		224		Tero Kivinen		Self		275		7.2.26		6		Section 7.2.26 line 6 If the Channel Page field is not present, what value is assumed for Channel Page field? I would guess current channel page would be best. Specify the value when it is not present.

		225		Don Sturek		Itron		274		7.5.26		25		This line seems wrong.  I think the value is unique only among outstanding SRM Request frames issued by the same source device.

		226		Tero Kivinen		Self		275		7.2.26		8		Section 7.2.26 line 84 If the Channel Number field is not present, what value is assumed for Channel Number field? I would guess current channel number would be best. Specify the value when it is not present.

		227		Don Sturek		Itron		275		7.5.26		9		Actually this comment applies to lines 9-19.  I don't see how Start Time, SRM Duration, Channel Page, Channel Number and Link Handle can be omitted (see 7-141).   There is nothing in the primitives for SRM that would indicate how they would be set on the receiving side if omitted in the MAC command

		228		Don Sturek		Itron		275		7.5.26		19		"with" -> "which"

		229		Don Sturek		Itron		275		7.5.26		19		Link to Table 8-85 is broken

		230		Tero Kivinen		Self		275		7.5.26		Figure 7-141		Section 7.5.26 Figure 7-141 Figure heading is above figure, when it should be below it. Move the heading to correct place. Also this should be figure 7-142, as Figure 7-141 should be the SRM Request command Content field figure, which does not have heading.

		231		Tero Kivinen		Self		275		7.5.27		Figure 7-141		Section 7.5.27 Figure 7-141 The SRM Duration field length should be 0/4, as it can be omitted by setting SRM Duration Present field to 0. Or if the SRM Duration is mandatory field, then remove SRM Duration Present completely.

		232		Tero Kivinen		Self		275		7.5.26		Table 7-96		Section 7.5.26 line 9 There is no Table 7-96, Fix the reference, or add the table.

		233		Tero Kivinen		Self		275		7.5.26		Table 8-85		Section 7.5.26 line 19 The Table 8-85 does not describe anything about the Link Handle. Fix the reference to correct location.

		234		Tero Kivinen		Self		276		7.5.27		1		Section 7.5.27 Figure 7-143 line 1. Havinf field Status inside the MAC command is bad idea, as it can very easily be confused with MLME Status. Rename the "Status" to "SRM Status".

		235		Tero Kivinen		Self		276		7.5.27		6		Section 7.5.27 line 6. Having Status field inside the MAC command is bad idea, as it can very easily be confused with MLME Status. Rename the "Status field" to "SRM Status field".

		236		Tero Kivinen		Self		276		7.5.27		9		Section 7.5.27 line 9 There is no Address Mode or Device Address fields. I assume they are supposed to be in the Measured Device Information field, which is not described anywhere. Either remove them, or specify where they are.

		237		Tero Kivinen		Self		276		7.5.27		Figure 7-143		Section 7.5.27 figure 7-143 Figure is missing heading. Add "Figure 7-143 -- SRM Response command Content field format".

		238		Tero Kivinen		Self		276		7.5.27		Figure 7-143		Section 7.5.27 Figure 7-143 There is field Measured Device Information, but the contents of that is never described. Add description of that field.

		239		Tero Kivinen		Self		276		7.5.27		Figure 7-143		Section 7.5.27 Figure 7-143 The attribute Value field cannot be 4 octets long, as there are several attributes which have different length. Some of them are arrays, and lots of them are 1 octet fields. Change from "4" to "variable".

		240		Tero Kivinen		Self		276		7.5.28		Figure 7-143		Section 7.5.28 Figure 7-143 The attribute Value field cannot be 4 octets long, as there are several attributes which have different length. Some of them are arrays, and lots of them are 1 octet fields. Change from "4" to "variable".

		241		Tero Kivinen		Self		276		7.5.27		Figure 7-144		Section 7.5.27 figure 7-142 header, Having Status field inside the MAC command is bad idea, as it can very easily be confused with MLME Status. Rename the "Status field" to "SRM Status field". This also should be Figure 7-144 instead 7-142.

		242		Tero Kivinen		Self		276		7.5.28		Table 7-143		Section 7.5.28 figure 7-143 Figure heading is on the next page. Also the heading claims this is table 7-143, but references to it say it is 7-145.

		243		Tero Kivinen		Self		276		7.5.27		Table 7-15		Section 7.5.27 line 3 There is missing space between "in" and Table 7-15. Replace "inTable 7-15" with "in Table 7-15".

		244		Tero Kivinen		Self		277		7.5.28		5		Section 7.5.28 line 5 Combing SrmHandle parameter and SRM Token fields is bad idea. Add new parameter SrmToken to MLME-SRM-REPORT and use that for SrmToken, and keep SrmHandle as internal value.

		245		Tero Kivinen		Self		277		7.5.29		Figure 7-144		Section 7.5.29 Figure 7-144 The figure heading claims this is figure 7-144, but the references claim it should be 7-146.

		246		Tero Kivinen		Self		277		7.5.29		Figure 7-144		Section 7.5.29 Figure 7-144 The attribute Value field cannot be 4 octets long, as there are several attributes which have different length. Some of them are arrays, and lots of them are 1 octet fields. Change from "4" to "variable".

		247		Kunal Shah		Itron Inc.		279		7.5.30		2		Remove blonk pages.

		248		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		280		8.1		5		"may be invoked" should be "is invoked".  This is the defined interface for layer management. 

		249		Tero Kivinen		Self		280		8.1		10		Section 8.1 line 10 This is not first use of MCSP, do not expand here.

		250		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		281		8.2.1				Table 8-1 in the SRM related raw, there are no link exact Subclause and no jumpu to the subclause.

		251		Tero Kivinen		Self		282		8.2.2		21		Section 8.2.2 line 21 add text here explaining generic errors, and specify that none of those error codes are not mentioned in the Status valid range field of any of the primitives. The generic security errors include "COUNTER_ERROR, IMPROPER_KEY_TYPE, IMPROPER_SECURITY_LEVEL, SECURITY_ERROR, UNAVAILABLE_KEY, UNSUPPORTED_LEGACY, UNSUPPORTED_SECURITY". Generic transmit errors include "CHANNEL_ACCESS_FAILURE, FRAME_TOO_LONG, NO_ACK, TRANSACTION_EXPIRED, TRANSACTION_OVERFLOW". Remove all of those error codes from all other primitives, and replace them with reference to 8.2.2. What about "NO_DATA" error is that generic error, or specific to some primitives? I think it should be listed as generic, and text should be added here specifying what it means. Add reference to section 6.6 for TRANSACTION_OVERFLOW and TRANSACTION_EXPIRE codes. After this is done, go through all primitives for status parameters values left in them, and verify that the meaning of them is explained there. 

		252		Tero Kivinen		Self		284		8.2.3.1		2		Section 8.2.3.1 line 2 is not complete. Looking at the parameters it can either send Association Request (7.5.2) or DSME Association request command (7.5.12). Add text to explain that.

		253		Tero Kivinen		Self		284		8.2.3.2		9		Section 8.2.3.2 line 9 is not complete. Looking at the parameters this MLME-ASSOCIATE.indication can be called when device receives either Association Request (7.5.2) or DSME Association request command (7.5.12). Add text to explain that.

		254		Tero Kivinen		Self		284		8.2.3.1		Table 8-53		Section 8.2.3.1 Table 8-4 parameter Direction refers to table 8-53, but has Type of Integer and Valid Range of 0x00-0x01, where Table 8-53 has type of Enumeration and Valid range of TX, RX. Change Type and Valid range to be "Enumeration", and "TX, RX". 

		255		Tero Kivinen		Self		286		8.2.3.3		23		Section 8.2.3.3 line 23 has Status parameter, but this is not the normal status parameter, this is Association Status field of the Association Response or DSME Association Response commands. Rename the Status to AssocationStatus to make this clear.

		256		Tero Kivinen		Self		286		8.2.3.3		26		Section 8.2.3.3 line 26 says that coordinator generates Association Response command as described in 7.5.3, but looking at the parameters, I think it can also generate DSME Association Response command as defined in 7.5.13. This text needs to explain that too.

		257		Tero Kivinen		Self		286		8.2.3.3		29		Section 8.2.3.3 line 29 talks about Status field, as it is talking about the Status parameter stored in the Association Status field. Change the Status to AssocationStatus to make clear what field/parameter is talked here.

		258		Tero Kivinen		Self		286		8.2.3.2		Table 8-53		Section 8.2.3.2 Table 8-5 parameter Direction refers to table 8-53, but has Type of Integer and Valid Range of 0x00-0x01, where Table 8-53 has type of Enumeration and Valid range of TX, RX. Change Type and Valid range to be "Enumeration", and "TX, RX". 

		259		Tero Kivinen		Self		287		8.2.3.4		7		Section 8.2.3.4 line 7 MLME-ASSOCIATION.confirm do have Status, but there is no Association Status parameter for this primitive. The Status parameter tells whether sending (DMSE or normal) Association request succeeded or failed, but does not tell whether association succeeded or failed, and if it failed why it failed. Add AssociationStatus parameter to this primitive immediately after the AssocShortAddress paramater.

		260		Tero Kivinen		Self		287		8.2.3.3		Table 7-55		Section 8.2.3.3 Table 8-6 has Status parameter, but this is not the normal status parameter, this is Association Status field of the Association Response or DSME Association Response commands. Rename the Status to AssocationStatus to make this clear. Valid range already points to section 7.5.3, but it should really point directly to table 7-55 which contains Assocation Table field values. The description could point to the 7.5.3. Change Valid range to "As defined in Table 7-55", and change Description to "The association status of the association attempt as defined in 7.5.3".

		261		Tero Kivinen		Self		288		8.2.3.4		Table 7-55		Section 8.2.3.4 line 6 do have Status, but there is no Association Status parameter for this primitive. The Status parameter tells whether sending (DMSE) Association request succeeded or failed, but does not tell whether association succeeded or failed, and if it failed why it failed. Add AssociationStatus parameter to this primitive with Type "Enumeration", Valid Range "As defined in Table 7-55", and Description of "The association status of the association attempt from association request command as defined in 7.5.3". Add this immediately after the AssocShortAddress paramater.

		262		Tero Kivinen		Self		288		8.2.3.4		Table 7-55		Section 8.2.3.4 Table 8-7 do have Status, but there is no Association Status parameter for this primitive. The Status parameter tells whether sending (DMSE) Association request succeeded or failed, but does not tell whether association succeeded or failed, and if it failed why it failed. Add AssociationStatus parameter to this primitive with Type "Enumeration", Valid Range "As defined in Table 7-55", and Description of "The association status of the association attempt from association request command as defined in 7.5.3". Add this immediately after the AssocShortAddress paramater.

		263		Tero Kivinen		Self		289		8.2.3.4		2		Section 8.2.3.4 line 2 this text is inaccurate. The Status of the (DSME) Assocation Request command might be SUCCESS, but the assocation might have still failed. The device needs to check new AssociationStatus parameter to see what went wrong (I.e., whether PAN is at capacity or access was denied etc). Add text here to explain this.

		264		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		292		8.2.5		6		"may send" is wrong.   Also this SAP defines more than sending, it also include notification (as stated in the second paragraph).

		265		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		294		8.2.5.1		27		For the TimeStamp parameter, I notice it sets "The precision of this value shall be a minimum of 20-bits, with the lowest four bits being the least significant."   This is somewhat confusing.... i.e. it is odd to talk about precision on an integer field since integers are precise by their nature.  Also the low four bits are naturally least significant so why state this.  Similar wording appears in nine other places in the draft. The indicated page/line is the first occurrence of ten

		266		Don Sturek		Itron		297		8.2.5.2		14		For IMPROPER_IE_SECURITY, it should be possible for the upper layer to accept ALL or NONE of the IE's in the frame.   It should not be a requirement that in frames where some IE's pass security processing and some fail, the upper layer must process the IE's that pass security.

		267		Don Sturek		Itron		300		8.2.6.1		3		Add an "a" between "matches" and "given"

		268		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		301		8.2.6.3		15		"may be required" is incorrect. The sentence is stating a fact - in some cases it will be required, but the interface is out of scope of this standard.

		269		Don Sturek		Itron		301		8.2.6.3		18		Add an "a" between "matches" and "given"

		270		Tero Kivinen		Self		302		8.2.6.4		7		Section 8.2.6.4 table 8-19 Status parameter has value if INVALID_INDEX, which is not described anywhere what it means. Add text after line 7 explaining that "INVALID_INDEX - The index inside the hierarchical values in PIBAttribute is out of range.".

		271		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		309		8.2.10.1		4		"This primitive may also be generated to cancel a previously generated request to enable the receiver" is wrong.

		272		Tero Kivinen		Self		314		8.2.11.2		Table 8-30		Section 8.2.11.2 Table 8-30 has Status code of BAD_CHANNEL, but there is no text explainin when it is returned. Add text explaining when this error can be returned.

		273		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		316		8.2.12.1		42		Lots of cross references to clause numbers tables etc. while appearing to be clickable do not bring you to the referenced item (some do some don't, I can't see why this is ?  The referenced clause/page/line is just one such.  Where the description of CoordRealignSecurityLevel references Table 9-6, which appears clickable but does not bring you to the table.  There are 26 references to this table. The one at the bottom of page 434 does work but the previous 12 do not.  I did not continue to check the rest.  Many other such cross-references don't work as hyperlinks, while many do.

		274		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		324		8.2.15.1		11		Another erroneous "may". "This primitive may also be generated to cancel a previously generated request" is stating a possibility, not a requirement.

		275		Tero Kivinen		Self		325		8.2.16.2		24		Section 8.2.16.2 line 24 uses MLME-CHANNEL.confirm but there is no MLME-CHANNEL.confirm primitive at all. I assume it should be MLME-SOUNDING.confirm, i.e., replace "MLME-CHANNEL.confirm" with "MLME-SOUNDING-confirm". 

		276		Tero Kivinen		Self		326		8.2.16.2		Table 8-39		Section 8.2.16.2 line 13 in description says it returns UNSUPPORTED_ATTRIBUTE if sounding capability is not supported by PHY, but Status list does not include UNSUPPORTED_ATTRIBUTE, but instead do have separate error message SOUNDING_NOT_SUPPORTED. I do not think there is need for separate error case for SOUNDING_NOT_SUPPORTED, especially as MLME-SOUNDING.request does not take any parameters, so there cannot be any other unsupported attributes in it. Replace the SOUNDING_NOT_SUPPORTED in the Table 8-39 Valid range column of Status with UNSUPPORTED_ATTRIBUTE

		277		Tero Kivinen		Self		326		8.2.16.2		Table 8-39		Section 8.2.16.2 table 8-39 has Status value of SOUNDING_NOT_SUPPORTED. This is not explained in the text unless the text on lines 12-13 should refer to SOUNDING_NOT_SUPPORTED instead of UNSUPPORTED_ATTRIBUTE.

		278		Tero Kivinen		Self		327		8.2.17.2		Table 8-41		Section 8.2.16.2 Table 8-41 has Status value of UNSUPPORTED_ATTRIBUTE, but there are not attributes written here. I think the SOUNDING_NOT_SUPPORTED would be better error message when sounding is not supported. Change "UNSUPPORTED_ATTRIBUTE" to "SOUNDING_NOT_SUPPORTED".

		279		Tero Kivinen		Self		328		8.2.17.2		9		Section 8.2.17.2 line 9 talks about Status value of UNSUPPORTED_ATTRIBUTE, but there are not attributes written here. I think the SOUNDING_NOT_SUPPORTED would be better error message when sounding is not supported. Change "UNSUPPORTED_ATTRIBUTE" to "SOUNDING_NOT_SUPPORTED".

		280		Tero Kivinen		Self		329		8.2.18.1		Table 8-42		Section 8.2.18.1 Table 8-42 DstAddrMode entry uses Valid Range of NO_ADDRESS instead of NONE like we use in all other places. Replace "NO_ADDRESS" with "NONE". The SrcAddrMode few lines above do use correct range.

		281		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		330		8.2.18.1		1		"may be generated by a higher layer" is incorrect use of "may" which describes an optional behavior within the scope of the standard, while higher layer is clearly out of scope of the standard. 

		282		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		332		8.2.18.3		5		"A higher layer may use the information contained" is clearly stating a possible action of the higher layer, not an optional behavior within the scope of this standard.

		283		Tero Kivinen		Self		332		8.2.18.3		Table 8-44		Section 8.2.18.3 Table 8-44 SrcAddrMode entry uses Valid Range of NO_ADDRESS instead of NONE like we use in all other places. Replace "NO_ADDRESS" with "NONE".

		284		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		333		8.2.19.1		2		"may be used by a higher layer" is incorrect use of "may". 

		285		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		334		8.2.19.3		26		"may be used by the device management layer" is stating a requirement on a higher layer (out of scope of this standard)

		286		Tero Kivinen		Self		343		8.2.20.4.		24		Section 8.2.20.4. This is not normal MLME Status, rename it to DsmeGtsStatus. 

		287		Tero Kivinen		Self		344		8.2.20.4		23		Section 8.2.20.4, line 23, the Status here combines both status codes, and the actual status from the DSME GTS response command. Make those two separate. Add DsmeGtsStatus parameter to primitive in the location where Status now, and move the Status to the end.

		288		Tero Kivinen		Self		344		8.2.20.3		Table 7-58		Section 8.2.20.3 Table 8-56. This is not normal status, this is GtsStatus, and should be renamed to such. Rename the Name from "Status" to "GtsStatus", change type from Enumeration to Integer, change Valid range to "As specified in Table 7-58". 

		289		Tero Kivinen		Self		344		8.2.20.3		Table 8-56		Section 8.2.20.3 line 8 has text assuming Status field is interger, and sets it to zero, one, two etc with specific error codes. The Status in Table 8-56 is specified as Enumeration. This Status is not normal transmission status, this is DsmeGtsStatus, and it should be renamed as such. Change text "The Status field of the command shall be set to zero if the Status parameter value is SUCCESS. The Status field shall be set to one if the Status parameter value is DENIED. The Status field shall be set to two if the Status parameter value is INVALID_PARAMETER" to "The Dsme Gts Status field of the command shall be set to the value DsmeGtsStatus parameter"

		290		Tero Kivinen		Self		344		8.2.20.4		Table 8-56		Section 8.2.20.4 table 8-56 rename Status to DsmeGtsStatus, change the Valid range to say "APPROVED, DISAPPROVED_LACK_OF_AVAILABILITY, DISAPPROVED_UNKNOWN_GTS", and Description to say DsmeGtsStatus field of the DSME-GTS response to send out.

		291		Tero Kivinen		Self		345		8.2.20.4		2		Section 8.2.20.4 line 2 the text "If the value of the Status field in the command is zero (SUCCESS)" assumes the type of Status is integer, and assumes the status is mapped to integer. Change the text to say "If the value of the Status parameter is SUCCESS and the Dsme Gts Status field of the DSME Response command is zero (APPROVED),".

		292		Tero Kivinen		Self		345		8.2.20.4		2		Section 8.2.20.4 line 2, the text "check the Status field of the command" is not something higher layer can do, as it does not see the command. It can check the "Status and DsmeGtsStatus parameters of the confirm". On the other hand if this is describing what device does automatically, then that is already described in the 6.11.5.1. Perhaps some of this text can be removed.

		293		Tero Kivinen		Self		345		8.2.20.4		3		Section 8.2.20.4 line 3. The "as described in ." is missing the reference to the section 6.11.5.1. Change "as described in ." to "as described in 6.11.5.1".

		294		Tero Kivinen		Self		345		8.2.20.4		6-8		Section 8.2.20.4 line 6-8 contains text explaining how to set Status field based on the status parameter. Replace the text "The Status field of the command shall be set to zero if the Status parameter value is SUCCESS. The Status field shall be set to one if the Status parameter value is DENIED. The Status field shall be set to two if the Status paramter valie is INVALID_PARAMETER." with "The DsmeGtsStatus parameter shall be set to have value of the Dsme Gts Status field of the command."

		295		Tero Kivinen		Self		345		8.2.20.4		Table 7-58		Section 8.2.20.4 table 8-57 Status parameter has value of DENIED, which is not normal status, but is actually the DsmeGtsStatus from the DSME GTS Response Command. Separate this out, by adding new DsmeGtsStatus, with type of integer, valid range "as specified in Table 7-58", and with description of "The status of DSME-GTS request". Change the Description of "Status" to "The status of the request."

		296		Tero Kivinen		Self		345		8.2.20.4		Table 8-57		Section 8.2.20.4 table 8-57 has Status value of FAILURE, but there is no text explaining how and when that status value is returned. Remove the value FAILURE from valid range of Status.

		297		Tero Kivinen		Self		345		8.2.20.4				Section 8.2.20.4 lines 11-14. The text "If the value of the Status field in the command is zero, the Status in this pirmitive shall be set to SUCCESS. If the value of the Status field is one, the Status paramter shall be set to DENIED. If the value of the Status field is two, the Status parameter shall be set to INVALID_PARAMETER." is not tied to anything in and is very confusing. Also it mixes Status parameter with DsmeGtsStatus from the DSME GTS Response. Remove the text.

		298		Tero Kivinen		Self		356		8.2.23.4		Table 8-67		Section 8.2.23.4 table 8-67 does not explain how the Status type of DENIED can be known from the DBS respond command. Add text explaining that.

		299		Tero Kivinen		Self		364		8.2.26.1.1		14		Section 8.2.26.1.1 line 14 There should be separate SrmToken parameter here between ScopeId and StartTime. Add it here.

		300		Tero Kivinen		Self		364		8.2.26.1.1		18		Section 8.2.26.1.1 line 18 There is no LinkHandle parameter here, should there be one, as there is field for it in the SRM Report command?

		301		Tero Kivinen		Self		365		8.2.26.1.2		6		Section 8.2.26.1.2 line 6 Replace "SRM Report MAC Command frame" with "SRM Report Command frame".

		302		Tero Kivinen		Self		365		8.2.26.1.2		7		Section 8.2.26.1.2 line 7, replace "Enh-ACK" with "Enh-Ack". 

		303		Tero Kivinen		Self		365		8.2.26.1.1		Table 8-75		Section 8.2.26.1.1 Table 8-75 There should be separate SrmToken parameter here between ScopeId and StartTime. Add it here with type if Integer, and Valid Range of 0x01-0xff, and description "Srm Token when sending SRM Report command". 

		304		Tero Kivinen		Self		365		8.2.26.1.1		Table 8-75		Section 8.2.26.1.1 Table 8-75 StartTime field can be omitted from the SRM Report command. Which value of StartTime parameter indicates that this parameter is omitted? Value 0? This applies also to other SRM MLME calls.

		305		Tero Kivinen		Self		365		8.2.26.1.1		Table 8-75		Section 8.2.26.1.1 Table 8-75 Duration field can be omitted from the SRM Report command. Which value of Duration parameter indicates that this parameter is omitted? Value 0? This applies also to other SRM MLME calls.

		306		Tero Kivinen		Self		365		8.2.26.1.1		Table 8-75		Section 8.2.26.1.1 Table 8-75 Channel Page field can be omitted from the SRM Report command. Which value of ChannelPage parameter indicates that this parameter is omitted? This applies also to other SRM MLME calls.

		307		Tero Kivinen		Self		365		8.2.26.1.1		Table 8-75		Section 8.2.26.1.1 Table 8-75 Channel Number field can be omitted from the SRM Report command. Which value of ChannelNumber parameter indicates that this parameter is omitted? This applies also to other SRM MLME calls.

		308		Tero Kivinen		Self		365		8.2.26.1.1		Table 8-75		Section 8.2.26.1.1 Table 8-75 I assume the SrmMetricId is used to fetch the correct measurement from the PIB and that value is then filled to the Attribute Value field of the command. If that is true, this should be explained either here or in the description of the MLME call.

		309		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		365		8.2.26				Most of the Subclause and Table number described in the Table 8-75 to Table 8-86 does not jump to the subclause or table.  
e.g "The SrmMetricId as defined in7.5.29" does not jump to 7.5.29

		310		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		365		8.2.26.1.1				Location of period is incorrect at SrmMetricId and ScopeId.
There is no link to "7.5.29" at  SrmMetricId and ScopeId.

		311		Tero Kivinen		Self		366		8.2.26.1.2		7		Section 8.2.26.1.2 line 7 There should be separate SrmToken parameter here between ScopeId and StartTime. Add it here.

		312		Tero Kivinen		Self		366		8.2.26.1.2		11		Section 8.2.26.1.2 line 11 There is no LinkHandle parameter here, should there be one, as there is field for it in the SRM Report command? Also we do not have parameter for Attribute Value from the incoming command should we have it?

		313		Tero Kivinen		Self		366		8.2.26.1.2		17		Section 8.2.26.1.2 line 17 The text about saying parameter are same than in .request is not true, as request parameters are used to send the frame, and in this case the descriptions are from the received frame. Also there is no RequreConfirm in either MLME call. Remove this text completely.

		314		Tero Kivinen		Self		366		8.2.26.1.2		Table 8-76		Section 8.2.26.1.2 Table 8-76 There should be separate SrmToken parameter here between ScopeId and StartTime. Add it here with type if Integer, and Valid Range of 0x01-0xffm and description "Srm Token of the received SRM Report command". 

		315		Tero Kivinen		Self		366		8.2.26.1.2		Table 8-76		Section 8.2.26.1.2 Table 8-76 If the Start Time field is missing from the SRM Report, what value is used for StartTime parameter?

		316		Tero Kivinen		Self		366		8.2.26.1.2		Table 8-76		Section 8.2.26.1.2 Table 8-76 If the SRM Duration field is missing from the SRM Report, what value is used for Duration parameter?

		317		Tero Kivinen		Self		366		8.2.26.1.2		Table 8-76		Section 8.2.26.1.2 Table 8-76 If the Channel Page field is missing from the SRM Report, what value is used for ChannelPage parameter?

		318		Tero Kivinen		Self		367		8.2.26.1.2		Table 8-76		Section 8.2.26.1.2 Table 8-76 If the Channel Number field is missing from the SRM Report, what value is used for ChannelNumber parameter?

		319		Tero Kivinen		Self		368		8.2.26.2.1		8		Section 8.2.26.2.1 line 8 There should be separate SrmToken parameter here between ScopeId and StartTime. Add it here.

		320		Tero Kivinen		Self		368		8.2.26.2.1		12		Section 8.2.26.2.1 line 12 There is no LinkHandle parameter here, should there be one, as there is field for it in the SRM Information command?

		321		Tero Kivinen		Self		368		8.2.26.2.1		Table 8-78		Section 8.2.26.2.1 Table 8-78 I assume the SrmMetricId is used to fetch the correct measurement from the PIB and that value is then filled to the Attribute Value field of the command. If that is true, this should be explained either here or in the description of the MLME call.

		322		Tero Kivinen		Self		369		8.2.26.2.2		12		Section 8.2.26.2.2 line 12 Why does not the .indication contain all the information from the SRM Information command, i.e., SRM Metric ID, Scope ID, SRM Token, Measurement Information and Attribute value?

		323		Tero Kivinen		Self		370		8.2.26.3		19		Section 8.2.26.3 line 19 Change "MLME-SRM.request" to "MLME-SRM-REQ.request".

		324		Tero Kivinen		Self		370		8.2.26.3		Figure 6-85		Section 8.2.26.3 line 18 I think this should be MLME-SRM-REQ.request not MLME-SRM.request. At least Figure 6-85 assumes so.  Change "MLME-SRM.request" to "MLME-SRM-REQ.request". Also add new "8.2.26.3 MLME-SRM-REQ", and move 8.2.26.3.1 MLME-SRM-REQ.request (old 8.2.26.3 MLME-SRM.request), 8.2.26.3.2 MLME-SRM-REQ.indication (old 8.2.26.4 MLME-SRM.indication) and 8.2.26.3.3 MLME-SRM-REQ.confirm (old 8.2.26.6 MLME-SRM-REQ.confirm) under it.

		325		Tero Kivinen		Self		371		8.2.26.3		1		Section 8.2.26.3 line 1 Change "MLME-SRM.request" to "MLME-SRM-REQ.request".

		326		Tero Kivinen		Self		371		8.2.26.3		8		Section 8.2.26.3 line 8 There should be separate SrmToken parameter here between ScopeId and StartTime. Add it here.

		327		Tero Kivinen		Self		371		8.2.26.3		21		Section 8.2.26.3 line 21 Change "MLME-SRM.request" to "MLME-SRM-REQ.request".

		328		Tero Kivinen		Self		372		8.2.26.3		1		Section 8.2.26.3 line 1 Change "MLME-SRM.request" to "MLME-SRM-REQ.request".

		329		Tero Kivinen		Self		372		8.2.26.4		4		Section 8.2.26.4 line 4 Change "MLME-SRM.indication" to "MLME-SRM-REQ.indication".

		330		Tero Kivinen		Self		372		8.2.26.4		5		Section 8.2.26.4 line 5 Change "MLME-SRM.indication" to "MLME-SRM-REQ.indication".

		331		Tero Kivinen		Self		372		8.2.26.4		7		Section 8.2.26.4 line 7 Change "MLME-SRM.indication" to "MLME-SRM-REQ.indication".

		332		Tero Kivinen		Self		372		8.2.26.4		8		Section 8.2.26.4 line 8 There is no corresponding response primitive, so SrmHandle is no longer useful, remove it.

		333		Tero Kivinen		Self		372		8.2.26.4		11		Section 8.2.26.4 line 11 There should be separate SrmToken parameter here between ScopeId and StartTime. Add it here.

		334		Tero Kivinen		Self		372		8.2.26.4		23		Section 8.2.26.4 line 23 The parameters are not same, as others are for the sending and others for receiving. Remove line 23.

		335		Tero Kivinen		Self		372		8.2.26.3		Table 8-81		Section 8.2.26.3 Table 8-81 There should be separate SrmToken parameter here between ScopeId and StartTime. Add it here with type if Integer, and Valid Range of 0x01-0xff, and description "Srm Token when sending SRM Report command". 

		336		Tero Kivinen		Self		373		8.2.26.4		2		Section 8.2.26.4 line 2 Change "MLME-SRM.indication" to "MLME-SRM-REQ.indication".

		337		Tero Kivinen		Self		373		8.2.26.4		3		Section 8.2.26.4 line 3 Change "MLME-SRM.indication" to "MLME-SRM-REQ.indication".

		338		Tero Kivinen		Self		373		8.2.26.4		5		Section 8.2.26.4 line 5 There is no longer corresponding Response, so SrmHandle is not useful at all for matching them. Use SrmToken for that instead along with the addresses.

		339		Tero Kivinen		Self		373		8.2.26.4		Table 8-82		Section 8.2.26.4 Table 8-82 There is no corresponding response primitive, so SrmHandle is no longer useful, remove it.

		340		Tero Kivinen		Self		374		8.2.26.5		1		Section 8.2.26.5 line 1 Add new 8,2,26,4 MLME-SRM-RES (after 8.2.26.4 is moved under 8.2.26.3) and move MLME-SRM-RES.request under it as 8.2.26.4.1 MLME-SRM-RES.request. Move 8.2.26.5.1 MLME-SRM-RES.indication there as 8.2.26.4.2 MLME-SRM-RES.indication, and 8.2.26.5.2 MLME-SRM-RES.confirm as 8.2.26.4.3 MLME-SRM-RES.confirm.

		341		Tero Kivinen		Self		374		8.2.26.5		11		Section 8.2.26.5 line 11 We do not have parameter for Attribute Value to be used when sending response. Should we have it, or do we automatically fetch it based on the SrmMetricId?

		342		Tero Kivinen		Self		374		8.2.26.5		12		Section 8.2.26.5 line 12 Rename Status to SrmStatus, as this is Srm Status field value sent inside the command.

		343		Tero Kivinen		Self		374		8.2.26.5		20		Section 8.2.26.5 line 20 Change "MLME-SRM.response" to "MLME-SRM-RES.request".

		344		Don Sturek		Itron		374		8.2.26.5		24		The caption Table 8-83 should read "MLME-SRM.request parameters

		345		Tero Kivinen		Self		374		8.2.26.5		Table 8-83		Section 8.2.26.5 line 10 There should be all parameters from needed for SRM Response command, i.e., add SrmMetricId, ScopeId, SrmToken, SrmStatus, StartTime, Duration, ChannelPage, ChannelNumber and LinkHandle. Also add them to the Table 8-83.

		346		Tero Kivinen		Self		374		8.2.26.5		Table 8-83		Section 8.2.26.5 Table 8-83 Description of the SrmHandle is wrong. It is not used to match SRM Response with the corresponding SRM Response, but it is used to match the MLME-SRM-RES.request with corresponding MLME-SRM-RES.confirm.

		347		Tero Kivinen		Self		374		8.2.26.5		Table 8-83		Section 8.2.26.5 Table 8-83 Rename Status to SrmStatus, as this is Srm Status field value sent inside the command.

		348		Tero Kivinen		Self		375		8.2.26.5.1		4		Section 8.2.26.5.1 line 4 Change "reception of and MLME-SRM-Response command" with "SRM Response command".

		349		Tero Kivinen		Self		375		8.2.26.5.1		Table 8-84		Section 8.2.26.5.1 line 8 There is no need for SrmHandle, as there is no corresponding response. Remove it. On the other hand we would need other fields from the SRM Response commands, i.e., SrmMetricId, ScopeId, SrmToken, StartTime. Duration, ChannelPage, ChannelNumber, LinkHandle, and AttributeValue. We do have SrmStatus. Add all those to Table 8-84 too.

		350		Tero Kivinen		Self		376		8.2.26.5.2		Table 8-85		Section 8.2.26.5.2 line 6 There is no need for DeviceAddrMode or DeviceAddress as SrmHandle will uniquely specify the corresponding response, as SrmToken is separated to its own field. Remove DeviceAddrMode and DeviceAddress from here, and also from Table 8-85.

		351		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		377		8.2.26.6		13		Blank row in Table 8-86

		352		Tero Kivinen		Self		377		8.2.26.6		Table 8-86		Section 8.2.26.6 line 7 There is no need for DeviceAddrMode or DeviceAddress as SrmHandle will uniquely specify the corresponding response, as SrmToken is separated to its own field. Remove DeviceAddrMode and DeviceAddress from here, and also from Table 8-86. The Status in parameter list is in the beginning of the line, it is not correctly indented. Fix that too.

		353		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		378		8.3.3.		6		In table 8-90 MCPS-DATA.indication parameters, the Rssi parameter description incorrectly says that the RX level is measured during the PHR, when it is clear from the original 4f 2012 standard text  that it is "measured during the frame Preamble and locked when valid SFD is detected."

		354		Tero Kivinen		Self		383		8.3.2		Table 8-89		Section 8.3.2 line 14: MCSP-DATA.confirm needs to have identical HeaderIeList and PayloadIeList parameters, just like MCSP-DATA.indication has. This AckPayload could contain same information, but there is no point of upper layer to start parsing IE lists. These needs to be added also to the Table 8-89.

		355		Tero Kivinen		Self		385		8.3.2		5		Section 8.3.2, line 5, description uses "NO_ADDRESS", instead of "NONE". Change the "... are set to NO_ADDRESS in MCSP-DATA.request primitive ..." to "... are set to NONE in MCSP-DATA.request primitive ...". 

		356		Tero Kivinen		Self		385		8.3.2		Table 8-89		Section 8.3.2 table 8-89 has UNSUPPORTED_DATARATE Status value, but there is no description when it can be returned. Add text to explain when it is returned.

		357		Tero Kivinen		Self		385		8.3.2		Table 8-89		Section 8.3.2 table 8-89 has UNSUPPORTED_LEIP Status value, but there is no description when it can be returned. Add text to explain when it is returned.

		358		Tero Kivinen		Self		385		8.3.2		Table 8-89		Section 8.3.2 table 8-89 has UNSUPPORTED_PRF Status value, but there is no description when it can be returned. Add text to explain when it is returned.

		359		Tero Kivinen		Self		385		8.3.2		Table 8-89		Section 8.3.2 table 8-89 has UNSUPPORTED_PSR Status value, but there is no description when it can be returned. Add text to explain when it is returned.

		360		Tero Kivinen		Self		385		8.3.2		Table 8-89		Section 8.3.2 table 8-89 has UNSUPPORTED_RANGING Status value, but there is no description when it can be returned. Add text to explain when it is returned. Does this mean that we are doing in ranging something that is unsupported, or that ranging is not supported at all? If this is the last, then RANGING_NOT_SUPPORTED might be better error text.
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CID Page Sub-clau Line # Comment

120 141 6.11.5.1 29

121 141 6.11.5.1 32

122 141 6.11.5.1 37

123 141 6.11.5.1 43

124 141 6.11.5.1 35

129 146 6.11.5.5 30

Section 6.11.5.1 line 29. This text uses MLME-DSME-GTS.response primitive with Status 

parameter, which is not normal status parameter, but is DsmeGtsStatus. Rewrite by first 

fixing typo "MLME-DSME-GTS.reponse" to "MLME-DSME-GTS.response" and then change 

"Status parameter" to "DsmeGtsStatus parameter". Change "SUCCESS" to "APPROVED"

Section 6.11.5.1 line 32 the Status here is confusing, as it mixes the Status of the MLME 

action and status of the actual operation. Rename "Status" to "Dsme Gts Status".

Section 6.11.5.1 line 37 the Status here is confusing, as it mixes the Status of the MLME 

action and status of the actual operation. Rename "Status field" to "Dsme Gts Status field".

Section 6.11.5.1 line 43 the Status here is confusing, as it mixes the Status of the MLME 

action and status of the actual operation. Rename "Status field" to "Dsme Gts Status field".

Section 6.11.5.1 line 35. This text uses MLME-DSME-GTS.response primitive with Status 

parameter, which is not normal status parameter, but is DsmeGtsStatus. Rewrite by first 

fixing typo "MLME-DSME-GTS.reponse" to "MLME-DSME-GTS.response" and then change 

"Status parameter" to "DsmeGtsStatus parameter". Rewrite the values DENIED, and 

INVALID_PARAMETER to match values from table 7-58.

Section 6.11.5.5 line 30, Status here is confusing, as it mixes the Status of the MLME 

action and status of the actual operation. I think it should call MLME-DSME-GTS.confirm 

with both Status set to SUCCESS, and DsmeGtsStatus set to APPROVE.
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		CID		Name		Affiliation		Page		Sub-clause		Line #		Comment

		1		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		0		0		0		General:  We've used "may" inappropriately a lot in the past.  "may" states an optional requirement, a permisible action within the scope of the standard (ref  6.4.7 of the IEEE-SA Standards Board Operations Manual and 10.2.2 of the IEEE-SA Stanards Style Manual).   Inappropriate uses include in informative statements, and when describing actions outside the scope of the standard.  

		2		Clint Powell		PWC		1		1		1		Too many Incorrect references and broken reference links. This makes the spec unusable - therefor a technical issue.

		3		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		15				5		The document says: "... ternary amplitude shift keying (TASK) and ternary amplitude shift keying (RS-GFSK)". Both acronyms cannot apply to the same description. 


		4		Tero Kivinen		Self		17		Table of contents		17		Table of contents line 17. Some of the top level section names has formatting error where the page number is immediately after the text, i.e., it is missing the "...." fill between the section name and number.

		5		Don Sturek		Itron		17		TOC		17		TOC entries on line 17 and 45 need some reformatting

		6		Tero Kivinen		Self		44		1		1		Section 1 line 1 The previous page (pdf page 31) has page number 32 in footer, this page (pdf page 32) has page 44 in the footer, i.e., page numbers skip 12 pages suddenly.

		7		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		44		1		1		Page numbering doesn't follow standards style requirements. 

		8		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		46		3.1		11		Inappropriate use of normative language: "may" states an optional requirement, a permisible action within the scope of the standard (ref  6.4.7 of the IEEE-SA Standards Board Operations Manual and 10.2.2 of the IEEE-SA Stanards Style Manual). Clause 3 is not to include requirements.  In this case the definition is not needed and should be removed.

		9		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		46		3.1		22		Inappropriate use of normative language: "may" states an optional requirement, a permisible action within the scope of the standard (ref  6.4.7 of the IEEE-SA Standards Board Operations Manual and 10.2.2 of the IEEE-SA Stanards Style Manual). Clause 3 is not to include requirements. 

		10		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		46		3.1		26		Inappropriate use of normative language: "may" states an optional requirement, a permisible action within the scope of the standard (ref  6.4.7 of the IEEE-SA Standards Board Operations Manual and 10.2.2 of the IEEE-SA Stanards Style Manual). Clause 3 is not to include requirements.  In this case, it is stating a possible capability: can is used for statements of possibility and capability.

		11		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		47		3.1		8		Inappropriate use of normative language: "may" states an optional requirement, a permisible action within the scope of the standard (ref  6.4.7 of the IEEE-SA Standards Board Operations Manual and 10.2.2 of the IEEE-SA Stanards Style Manual). Clause 3 is not to include requirements.  In this case, it is stating a possible capability: can is used for statements of possibility and capability.

		12		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		47		3.1		10		Inappropriate use of "may" .  

		13		Tero Kivinen		Self		48		3.2		26		Section 3.2 line 26 Defined term FCC is not used anywhere in the document, remove the term.

		14		Tero Kivinen		Self		49		3.2		40		Section 3.2 line 40 There is only one reference to PC in the whole standard, remove the PC from acronyms and use expanded version in the one location where it appears.

		15		Tero Kivinen		Self		49		3.2		42		Section 3.2 line 42 There is no uses of acronym PD anywhere in standard, remove it.

		16		Tero Kivinen		Self		50		3.4		27		Section 3.4 line 27 Acronym RIV is not used at all in the standard, remove it from acronym list.

		17		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		52		4.1		5		Another "may" that is stating a possibility, not really an optional requirement.

		18		Tero Kivinen		Self		52		4.1		11		Section 4.1 line 11 This is first use of PSDU, expand it here.

		19		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		52		4.2		18		"The terms octet and bit may also be written as octets or bits." is describing conventions used in the document, not optional requirements defined in the standard. All four terms do appear in this standard so need not be uncertain.  Yup, we've used "may" wrong a lot in the past.

		20		Tero Kivinen		Self		52		4.2		25		Section 4.2 line 25 This is first use of LSB, expand here.

		21		Tero Kivinen		Self		52		4.2		25		Section 4.2 line 25 This is first use if MSB, expand here.

		22		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		53		4.3		4		"Numbers encoded in fields may be signed or unsigned integers" isn't correct use of 'may' either.  In this case, numbers are one or the other. There is no other choice.

		23		Tero Kivinen		Self		53		4.5		22		Section 4.5 line 22 This is not first use of LSB, do not expand here.

		24		Tero Kivinen		Self		53		4.5		22		Section 4.5 line 22 This is not first use of MSB, do not expand here.

		25		Tero Kivinen		Self		54		4.5.1		6		Section 4.5.1 line 6 First use of the OUI, expand here.

		26		Tero Kivinen		Self		54		4.5.1		7		Section 4.5.1 line 7 This is not first use of LSB, do not expand here.

		27		Tero Kivinen		Self		54		4.5.1		7		Section 4.5.1 line 7 This is not first use of MSB, do not expand here.

		28		Don Sturek		Itron		54		4.5.1		18		In Figure 4-7, the arrow symbol used in the first column turned in a "?"

		29		Kunal Shah		Itron Inc.		54		4.5.1		18		Arrow is missing for RMO -> LMO

		30		Tero Kivinen		Self		54		4.5.1		Figure 4-7		Section 4.5.1 Figure 4-7 The There is question marks in the figure between RMO and LMO, and between LSB and MSB. Perhaps it should be some kind of arror ->?

		31		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		56		5.2		19		Document says "...applicationspaces…"

		32		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		56		5.2.1		27		"SUN devices may employ mesh or peer-to-peer multihop techniques to communicate with an access point" isn't exactly correct.  In fact SUN devices typically employ mesh and/or peer-to-peer multihop forwarding in the stated cases.

		33		Tero Kivinen		Self		57		5.2.4		12		Section 5.2.4 line 12 This is first use of ID, expand here.

		34		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		57		5.2.7		30		Description of CMB is not different from description of MBAN

		35		Tero Kivinen		Self		58		5.5		20		Section 5.5 line 20 This is the first use of RFD-TX, expand it here.

		36		Tero Kivinen		Self		58		5.5		22		Section 5.5 line 22 This is only use of PC, remove the (PC) part and remove the PC from the acronym list.

		37		Tero Kivinen		Self		59		5.5		1		Section 5.5 line 1 This is not first use of ID, do not expand here.

		38		Tero Kivinen		Self		59		5.5		1		Section 5.5 line 1 ID is defined acronym use it here. Change "a unique identifier" to "a unique ID".

		39		Tero Kivinen		Self		59		5.5.1		11		Section 5.5.1 line 11 This is first use of RFD-RX, expand it here.

		40		Tero Kivinen		Self		60		5.5.2		3		Section 5.5.2 line 3 This is first use of SPC, expand it here.

		41		Tero Kivinen		Self		60		5.5.2		3		Section 5.5.2 line 3 This is first use of TMCTP, expand it here.

		42		Tero Kivinen		Self		60		5.5.2		9		Section 5.5.2 line 9 this is first use of CAP, so expand it here, change "CAP" with "contention access period (CAP)"

		43		Tero Kivinen		Self		60		5.5.2		9		Section 5.5.2 line 9 this is first use of CFP, so expand it here, change "CFP" with "contention-free period (CFP)"

		44		Tero Kivinen		Self		61		5.6.1		4		Section 5.6.1 line 4 This is first use of HRP, expand here.

		45		Tero Kivinen		Self		61		5.6.1		4		Section 5.6.1 line 4 This is first use of UWB, expand it here.

		46		Don Sturek		Itron		61		5.6.1		7		Didn't we retire the ASK PHY?  If so we should remove it from this list

		47		Tero Kivinen		Self		61		5.6.1		7		Section 5.6.1 line 7, this is first use of BPSK so expand it here, replace "BPSK" with "binary phase-shift keying (BPSK)".

		48		Tero Kivinen		Self		61		5.6.1		7		Section 5.6.1 line 7 This is first use of GFSK, expand here.

		49		Tero Kivinen		Self		61		5.6.1		7		Section 5.6.1 line 7 This is first use of O-QPSK expand here.

		50		Tero Kivinen		Self		61		5.6.1		10		Section 5.6.1 line 10 This is first use of LRP, expand here.

		51		Tero Kivinen		Self		61		5.6.1		10		Section 5.6.1 line 10 This is first use of MSK, expand here.

		52		Tero Kivinen		Self		62		5.6.1		2		Section 5.6.1 line 2 This is first use of TASK, expand it here.

		53		Tero Kivinen		Self		62		5.6.2		8		Section 5.6.2 line 8 This is first use of GTS, expand here.

		54		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		62		5.7.1.1		20		Figure 5.5 b) the arrow to the right of "Beacons" is not pointing correctly to the next Beacon. This may confuse implementers. 

		55		Tero Kivinen		Self		62		5.7.1.1		21		Section 5.7.1.1 line 21 this is not first use of CAP, so do expand it here, change "contention access period (CAP)" with "CAP".

		56		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		62		5.7.1.1		21		Document says: "Any device wishing to communicate during the contention access period (CAP) between two beacons …" the different periods in a frame have not been defined yet in the document. It makes the reading confusing.

		57		Tero Kivinen		Self		62		5.7.1.1		22		Section 5.7.1.1 line 22, this is first use of CSMA-CA, so replace "CSMA-CA" with "carrier sense multiple access with collision avoidance (CSMA-CA)".

		58		Tero Kivinen		Self		62		5.7.1.1		24		Section 5.7.1.1 line 24 This is not first use of GTS, do not expand it here.

		59		Tero Kivinen		Self		62		5.7.1.1		25		Section 5.7.1.1 line 25 this is not first use of CFP, so do expand it here, change "contention-free period (CFP)" with "CFP".

		60		Chris Hett		Landis+Gyr		63		5.7.1.2		10-11		Figure 5-7 and surrounding text appear to have formatting issues.  Text in the figure is difficult to read and formatted strangely.  Title of figure is in the wrong place and truncated.

		61		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		63		5.7.1.2				 Figure 5-7 does not appear full caption. 

		62		Tero Kivinen		Self		64		5.7.1.4		2		Section 5.7.1.4 line 2, this is the first use of the BOP acronym, so expand it here, i.e., change "BOP" to "beacon only period (BOP)". 

		63		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		64		5.7.2.2		24		Document says: "When a device wishes to transfer data in a nonbeacon-enabled PAN, it transmits its Data frame to the coordinator." This sentence is confusing.

		64		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		64		5.7.2.3		27-30		The description assumes that there is only one device connected to the coordinator. Is that the only possible case? (point-to-point)

		65		Tero Kivinen		Self		65		5.7.3		15		Section 5.7.3 line 15 This is not first use of PSDU, do not expand it here.

		66		Tero Kivinen		Self		65		5.7.3		16		Section 5.7.3 line 16 This is first use of PPDU, expand it here.

		67		Tero Kivinen		Self		65		5.7.3		19		Section 5.7.3 line 20 This is first use of IE, expand here, or on the line 19, where we use plural form IEs.

		68		Tero Kivinen		Self		65		5.7.4		28		Section 5.7.4 line 28 This is first use of PCA, expand it here.

		69		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		66		5.7.5		24		Document says : "... This standard was developed with limited power supply…"

		70		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		66		5.7.5		24		Document says: "However, the physical implementation of this standard will require…"

		71		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		66		5.7.5		32		Document says: " Higher powered devices have the option …"

		72		Tero Kivinen		Self		67		5.7.6		36		Section 5.7.6 line 36. The text "When nontrivial protection is required, replay protection is always provide" is not true for TSCH mode. Add note here about that.

		73		Tero Kivinen		Self		68		5.7.7		4		Section 5.7.7 line 4 This is first use of SRM, expand it here.

		74		Tero Kivinen		Self		68		5.7.7		14		Section 5.7.7 line 14 This is first use of LE, expand here.

		75		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		68		5.7.7		18		Document says: "Full measurement: the device conducts the measurement for a specified duration of time regardless of the channel." This statement is strange and liekly incomplete.

		76		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		69		5.7.7		2		 "Table 8-98" does not link to Table 8-98 
Same as another "Table 8-98" does not link to Table 8-98.
Many Figures and Tables, and Subclause in the sentence are not linked.

		77		Don Sturek		Itron		69		5.9		28		Extra sub bullet

		78		Tero Kivinen		Self		69		5.9		30		Section 5.9 line 30 this is first use of the FSK, expand it here.

		79		Don Sturek		Itron		70		5.9		1		Extra line/page

		80		Kunal Shah		Itron Inc.		70		5.9		1		Remove blank page.

		81		Tero Kivinen		Self		75		6.2.4		19		Section 6.2.4 line 19 This is first use of RX, expand it here.

		82		Tero Kivinen		Self		75		6.2.4		19		Section 6.2.4 line 19 This is first use of TX, expand it here.

		83		Chris Hett		Landis+Gyr		76		6.2.5.1		19		Text says:  "CW0 shall be initialized to two before each transmission attempt and reset to
CW0".  It doesn't make sense to set CW0 to CW0.

		84		Tero Kivinen		Self		76		6.2.5.1		Figure 6-5		Section 6.2.5.1 line 24 does not match figure 6-5. This line says that if BLE is set to 1 and we are using slotted system, then BE shall be initialized to min(2, macMinBe). In the figure 6-5 there is arrow from "Battery Life Extension?" to right "Y" to box saying BE = macMinBe, i.e., exactly same as what is set when Battery Life Extension is N. Fix the figure to match the text.

		85		Chris Hett		Landis+Gyr		77		6.2.5.1		1		Text says: "In slotted
systems with the received BLE field set to one, this value shall be initialized to the lesser of two and the
value of macMinBe", however Figure 6-5 shows BE set directly to macMinBe in this case.

		86		Chris Hett		Landis+Gyr		78		6.2.5.1		6		The text says:  "...for the regulatory domains that require listen LBT…"

		87		Tero Kivinen		Self		78		6.2.5.3		40		Section 6.2.5.3 line 40 The text does not parse correctly: "A successful resets the BE to minimum value macMinBe". Successful what? I think it should say "successful transfer resets".

		88		Chris Hett		Landis+Gyr		78		6.2.5.3		40		The text says:  "A successful resets the BE to the minimum value macMinBe."

		89		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		78		6.2.5.3		40		The document says: "A successful resets the BE to the minimum value macMinBe. " 

		90		Chris Hett		Landis+Gyr		78		6.2.5.1		4,8		I think 'macBattLifeExtPeriods' should be italicized

		91		Tero Kivinen		Self		80		6.2.5.4		6		Section 6.2.5.4 line 6 This is first use of MSDU expand here.

		92		Tero Kivinen		Self		80		6.2.5.4		40		Section 6.2.5.4 line 40 This is not first use of PIB, do not expand here.

		93		Tero Kivinen		Self		83		6.2.5.5		18		Section 6.2.5.5 line 18 This is first use of MPDU expand here.

		94		Tero Kivinen		Self		87		6.2.9		Figure 6-11		Section 6.2.9 Figure 6-11 For some reason the figure 6-11 is after Figure 6-12 and ends up in quite wrong place, causing confusion. Move the figure 6-11 to be part of section 6.2.8 not 6.2.9.

		95		Tero Kivinen		Self		89		6.3.1		16		Section 6.3.1 line 16, this is first use of CSS, expand it here.

		96		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		95		6.3.2.1		17		Document says: "A device that is associated through a coordinator that is not the PAN coordinator shall not be capable of detecting a PAN ID conflict": Is it correct for this specification to mandate this behavior?

		97		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		96		6.3.3.1		23		Document says "... for an Coexistence Specification IE should take …"

		98		Tero Kivinen		Self		100		6.3.4		2		Section 6.3.4 line 2 This is not first use of LBT, do not expand.

		99		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		100		6.3.6		33		Document says: "...ASN is required for the generate the nonce…" This is incomplete or unclear.

		100		Tero Kivinen		Self		102		6.4.1		32		Section 6.4.1 line 32. There is no Status field in the Association response. Change "Status field" to "Association Status field". 

		101		Tero Kivinen		Self		102		6.4.1		35		Section 6.4.1 line 35. There is no Status field in the Association response. Change "Status field" to "Association Status field". 

		102		Tero Kivinen		Self		104		6.4.1		Figure 6-22		Section 6.4.1 Figure 6-22. On the FFD next higher layer there is first MCSP-DATA.request with TX, RX DPS information, but I have no idea what that is supposed to do. There is no frame going out with that MCSP-DATA.request call, but there is confirm. Then there MLME-DPS.request which can be used to set the TX, RX DPS information if needed. What is the meaning of the MCSP-DATA.request in the beginning. I think it is leftover from somewhere, and should be removed. If it is not removed, then text needs to be added explaining what it is doing. Also even the MLME-DPS.request step is not explained in the text. I think the MCSP-DATA.request, confirm and MLME-DPS.request should not be there at all, especially as device associating cannot know what the DPS values are before it joins the network, so the coordinator should use default vauls for DPS. My suggestion is to remove them all from the left side.

		103		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		105		6.4.2		26		Document says: "...behavior is required. A device shall only disassociate from the PAN if …"Is the second statement only valid for TSHC devices?, if so it should be worth clarifying it. If not the second sentence should be in another paragraph.

		104		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		106		6.4.3		5		The document says: "... sending an Association Request command with the Association Type field of the Capability Information field set to one to the coordinator of an existing PAN" The statement is confusing.

		105		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		106		6.4.3		10		Document says:"...association request, it send an MLME-ASSOCIATE.response…"

		106		Tero Kivinen		Self		106		6.4.3		13		Section 6.4.3 line 13 the "Status parameter" is bit confusing as MLME-ASSOCIATION.response has Status parameter, but it is not normal MLME status parameter, but instead it is the Association Status field for the Association Response command. Change the "Status parameter" to "AssociationStatus parameter".

		107		Tero Kivinen		Self		106		6.4.3		16		Section 6.4.3 line 16. There is no Status field in the Association response. Change "Status field" to "Association Status field". 

		108		Tero Kivinen		Self		106		6.4.3		17		Section 6.4.3 line 17. There is no Status field in the Association response. Change "Status field" to "Association Status field". 

		109		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		108		6.5.2		10		Document says: "If a Beacon frame is received, the MLME shall discard the Beacon frame if the Source Address and the Source PAN ID fields of the MHR of the Beacon frame do not match the coordinator source address (macCoordShortAddress or macCoordExtendedAddress, depending on the addressing mode) and the PAN ID of the device (macPanId). This specification should not manddate this discarding behavior.

		110		Tero Kivinen		Self		115		6.7.2		20		Section 6.7.2 line 20 this is first use of the FCS, expand it here.

		111		Tero Kivinen		Self		115		6.7.2		41		Section 6.7.2 line 41 this is the first use of EUI-64, do expand here.

		112		Tero Kivinen		Self		124		6.7.8		Figure 6-41		Section 6.7.8 Figure 6-41 Figure has aMaxFrameRetries changed to macMaxFrameRetries with underlining and overstrikes. It should simply say macMaxFrameRetries.

		113		Tero Kivinen		Self		124		6.7.8		Figure 6-42		Section 6.7.8 Figure 6-42 Figure has aMaxFrameRetries changed to macMaxFrameRetries with underlining and overstrikes. It should simply say macMaxFrameRetries.

		114		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		131		6.9.1		18		Second line of paragraph language tense is wrong "… has the Ranging field set to indicated ranging and ..."

		115		Tero Kivinen		Self		131		6.9.1		22		Section 6.9.1 line 22 This is first use of RMAKER, expand it here.

		116		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		131		6.9.2		29		Fourth word in sixth line of paragraph is a typo "dynamice"

		117		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		132		6.9.4		23		Figure 6-48 seems to have editing marks (underline and strikeouts) which I would only expect in an amendment not in a revision.

		118		Tero Kivinen		Self		132		6.9.4		Figure 6-48		Section 6.9.4 Figure 6-48 Figure has editing marks (underline, overstrike) on the right side of the figure where TX to RX ranging was changed to RX to TX ranging. Remove editing marks (two instances on right, and one instance on left). There is also underlined "(TX to RX ranging information)" on left side too.

		119		Tero Kivinen		Self		138		6.11.3.1		4		Section 6.11.3.1 line 4 This is first use of SAB, expand it here.

		120		Tero Kivinen		Self		141		6.11.5.1		29		Section 6.11.5.1 line 29. This text uses MLME-DSME-GTS.response primitive with Status parameter, which is not normal status parameter, but is DsmeGtsStatus. Rewrite by first fixing typo "MLME-DSME-GTS.reponse" to "MLME-DSME-GTS.response" and then change "Status parameter" to "DsmeGtsStatus parameter". Change "SUCCESS" to "APPROVED"

		121		Tero Kivinen		Self		141		6.11.5.1		32		Section 6.11.5.1 line 32 the Status here is confusing, as it mixes the Status of the MLME action and status of the actual operation. Rename "Status" to "Dsme Gts Status".

		122		Tero Kivinen		Self		141		6.11.5.1		37		Section 6.11.5.1 line 37 the Status here is confusing, as it mixes the Status of the MLME action and status of the actual operation. Rename "Status field" to "Dsme Gts Status field".

		123		Tero Kivinen		Self		141		6.11.5.1		43		Section 6.11.5.1 line 43 the Status here is confusing, as it mixes the Status of the MLME action and status of the actual operation. Rename "Status field" to "Dsme Gts Status field".

		124		Tero Kivinen		Self		141		6.11.5.1		Table 7-58		Section 6.11.5.1 line 35. This text uses MLME-DSME-GTS.response primitive with Status parameter, which is not normal status parameter, but is DsmeGtsStatus. Rewrite by first fixing typo "MLME-DSME-GTS.reponse" to "MLME-DSME-GTS.response" and then change "Status parameter" to "DsmeGtsStatus parameter". Rewrite the values DENIED, and INVALID_PARAMETER to match values from table 7-58.

		125		Tero Kivinen		Self		144		6.11.5.2		24		Section 6.11.5.2 line 24, Status here is confusing, as it mixes the Status of the MLME action and status of the actual operation. Rename "Status field" to "Dsme Gts Status field".

		126		Tero Kivinen		Self		145		6.11.5.2		1		Section 6.11.5.2 line 1, Status here is confusing, as it mixes the Status of the MLME action and status of the actual operation. Rename "Status field" to "Dsme Gts Status field".

		127		Tero Kivinen		Self		145		6.11.5.2		7		Section 6.11.5.2 line 7, Status here is confusing, as it mixes the Status of the MLME action and status of the actual operation. Rename "Status field" to "Dsme Gts Status field".

		128		Tero Kivinen		Self		146		6.11.5.5		28		Section 6.11.5.5 line 28, Status here is confusing, as it mixes the Status of the MLME action and status of the actual operation. Rename "Status field" to "Dsme Gts Status field".

		129		Tero Kivinen		Self		146		6.11.5.5		30		Section 6.11.5.5 line 30, Status here is confusing, as it mixes the Status of the MLME action and status of the actual operation. I think it should call MLME-DSME-GTS.confirm with both Status set to SUCCESS, and DsmeGtsStatus set to APPROVE.

		130		Tero Kivinen		Self		146		6.11.5.5		32		Section 6.11.5.5 line 32 There is no DSMEGTSSABSpecification parameter. Change "DSMEGTSSABSpeification" to "DsmeSabSpecification".

		131		Tero Kivinen		Self		156		6.12.3.3		4		Section 6.12.3.3 line 4 The text "for the devices operating in 920 Mhz band, a sender device may skip doing CSMA-CA" might be incorrect, as in other cases the text contains "Japanese 920 MHz band", not just any 920 MHz band. Is this CSMA-CA skipping allowed for any user on 920 MHz band, or only those using the Japanese 920 MHz band?

		132		Don Sturek		Itron		164		6.17		16		I suspect this sentence fragment is supposed to be a sub-bullett for the above items but not sure.

		133		Don Sturek		Itron		164		6.17.1.1		20		Link to 10.2.5 does not work

		134		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		164		6.17.1.1		20		Subclause 10.2.5 does not link yo 10.2.5

		135		Don Sturek		Itron		164		6.17.1.1		22		Not sure what the ED minimum and maximum are saying.  The values from MLME-SCAN.confirm would indicate those should be 0x00 to 0xff

		136		Don Sturek		Itron		164		6.17.1.1		23		Isn't this information just a rehash of what is stated in 10.2.5?  Wondering why we need another copy here.

		137		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		164		6.17				In this subclause, some Figure and Table in the sentence are underlline.
Such as 6.17.1.2 Line34 Underline at "Figre 6-79" 
And some Figure, Table and Subclause does not link to exact  Figure, Table and Subclause.


		138		Tero Kivinen		Self		165		6.17.1.2		Figure 6-79		Section 6.17.1.2 Figure 6-79 This figure does not seem to have anything to do with maxTxFailTime. I think this is wrong figure. Replace with correct figure.

		139		Tero Kivinen		Self		165		6.17.1.3		Figure 6-80		Section 6.17.1.3 Figure 6-80 Figure is bitmap, and is not searchable. 

		140		Don Sturek		Itron		166		6.17.1.6		1		First, line 1 is blank and should be removed.  Next, line 2 has a "?" where an "=" probably belongs.   I would search the document for "?" as I saw a number of these.

		141		Tero Kivinen		Self		166		6.17.1.4		Figure 6-81		Section 6.17.1.4 Figure 6-81 Figure is bitmap, and is not searchable. 

		142		Tero Kivinen		Self		166		6.17.1.5		Figure 6-82		Section 6.17.1.5 Figure 6-82 Figure is bitmap, and is not searchable. 

		143		Hidetoshi Yokota		Landis+Gyr		167		6.17.1.6		2		"?" is wrong

		144		Tero Kivinen		Self		167		6.17.1.7		2		Section 6.17.1.7 line 2 Replace text "Power ? -150 dBm" with "Power <= -150 dBm".

		145		Hidetoshi Yokota		Landis+Gyr		167		6.17.1.6		6		"?" is wrong

		146		Tero Kivinen		Self		167		6.17.1.7		6		Section 6.17.1.7 line 6 Replace text "Power ? -0 dBm" with "Power >= -0 dBm".

		147		Tero Kivinen		Self		167		6.17.1.7		13		Section 6.17.1.7 line 13, this is not first use of Received Signal Noise Indicator, it was already used and defined in the header. Either use RSNI, or if we ignore the definition in the header, defined it here.

		148		Tero Kivinen		Self		167		6.17.1.7		16		Section 6.17.1.7 line 16, this is first use of ANPI, expand it here. The text looks like it would expand the term, but ANPI is average noise power indicator, and there is no those words there.

		149		Tero Kivinen		Self		167		6.17.1.7		16		Section 6.17.1.7 line 16, RCPI-ANPI is not a defined acronyn, and this is only use for it, remove "(RCPI-ANPI)", especially as the text before does not even explain that acronym. Or is this trying to say RCPI - ANPI as an expression?

		150		Tero Kivinen		Self		167		6.17.1.7		17		Section 6.17.1.7 line 17 This is first use of IPI expand here.

		151		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		167		6.17.1.6		2, 6		"?" shoud be "="

		152		Tero Kivinen		Self		167		6.17.1.6		Figure 6-83		Section 6.17.1.6 Figure 6-83 Figure is bitmap, and is not searchable. 

		153		Tero Kivinen		Self		167		6.17.1.7		Figure 6-84		Section 6.17.1.7 Figure 6-84 Figure is bitmap, and is not searchable. 

		154		Tero Kivinen		Self		168		6.17.1.8		15		Section 6.17.1.8 line 15 This is first use of SFD, expand it here.

		155		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		168		6.17.1.9		24		"6.17.1.7" is blue color with underline

		156		Kunal Shah		Itron Inc.		168		6.17.1.9		26		IPI measured power values shows ? Instead of <. 

		157		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		168		6.17.1.9		26		In the Talbe 6-6 "?" shoud be "<" (IPI Lvel 0 to 11) amd "?" shoud be "-" at IPI Level 12.

		158		Hidetoshi Yokota		Landis+Gyr		168		6.17.1.9		26		all "?"s on Table 6-6 are wrong

		159		Tero Kivinen		Self		168		6.17.1.9		Table 6-6		Section 6.17.1.9 Table 6-6 The table still has ? characters where there should be <= instead. Replace ? with <=.

		160		Tero Kivinen		Self		168		6.17.1.8		Table 8-108		Section 6.17.1.8 line 16 The text here says values are 0x00 and 0xff as shown in Table 8-108 and Table 8-108 for macRssi refers back to here in 6.17.1.8. I.e., what does the actual value 0x00 or 0xff mean? Add text explaining what the values actually mean. 

		161		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		169		6.17.2.4		7		"Figure 6-87" 

		162		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		169		6.17.2.5		11		"Figure 6-88" There is no Figure 6-88.

		163		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		169		6.17.1.11		10-17		Section number, Table does not link.

		164		Tero Kivinen		Self		169		6.17.1.9		Table 6-6		Section 6.17.1.9 Table 6-6 The last line says "?55 < IPI", but I think it is supposed to say "IPI > -55". 

		165		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		170		6.17.2.1		5		Cross reference to 7.4.2.19 is blue underlined like it is a web-link  which is not correct style… it does not work as a hyperlink either.

		166		Tero Kivinen		Self		170		6.17.2.2		19		Section 6.17.2.2 line 19 We have acronym TPC for Transmit power control, add that to the header, i.e. change "6.17.2.2 Transmit Power Control" to "6.17.2.2 Transport Power Control (TPC)".

		167		Tero Kivinen		Self		170		6.17.2.2		20		Section 6.17.2.2 line 20 This is not first use of TPC, do not expand here.

		168		Tero Kivinen		Self		170		6.17.2.2		30		Section 6.17.2.2 line 30 We do not have CSMA/CA as acronym, but we CSMA-CA. Replace all "CSMA/CA" with "CSMA-CA" (4 instances in 6.17.2.2.

		169		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		171		6.17.2.3		1		Strange use of RED in figures 6-85 and 6-86 on some primitive names,

		170		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		171		6.17.2.4		7		underline unnecessary

		171		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		171		6.17.2.5		11		underline unnecessary

		172		Tero Kivinen		Self		171		6.17.2.3		Figure 6-85		Section 6.17.2.3 Figure 6-85 The figure has some font issues, where dashes go over the E of the MLME etc. It also has some arrows in red, and some text is in red too without any reason for color. Fix the figure.

		173		Tero Kivinen		Self		171		6.17.2.3		Figure 6-86		Section 6.17.2.3 Figure 6-86 The figure has some font issues, where dashes go over the E of the MLME etc. It also has some arrows in red, and some text is in red too without any reason for color. Fix the figure.

		174		Tero Kivinen		Self		171		6.17.2.4		Figure 6-87		Section 6.17.2.4 line 7 The figure 6-87 is missing, as the current Figure 6-87 should really be 6-88 as it is about SRM Infrmation Notification, not about SRM Report. Add the missing figure. 

		175		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		172		6.17.2.5		5		Figure 6-87 caption has unnecessary editing marks Acknowledgement changed to Acknowledgment

		176		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		172		6.17.2.5		7		underline unnecessary

		177		Tero Kivinen		Self		172		6.17.2.5		Figure 6-87		Section 6.17.2.5 Figure 6-87 The figure does not need to have "(AckedConfirm=TRUE/FALSE)" text at all, as that parameter does not affect the resulting flow chart. This figure also has some font issues iwth MLME-SRM-INFORMATION parts. Remove the "(AckedConfirm=TRUE/FALSE)" and fix fonts. Also this is really a figure 6-88, and figure 6-87 is missing.

		178		Kunal Shah		Itron Inc.		173		6.18		26		Remove blonk pages.

		179		Don Sturek		Itron		174		6.18		16		Extra line

		180		Don Sturek		Itron		175		6.18		1		Extra page

		181		Tero Kivinen		Self		176		7.1		3		Section 7.1 line 3, this is not first use of EUI-64, do not expand here.

		182		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		177		7.2.1.1		15		Typo?
"described in 6.12.2t." 

		183		Tero Kivinen		Self		177		7.2.1.3		15		Section 7.2.1.3 line 15 This is not first use of LE, do not expand here.

		184		Don Sturek		Itron		185		7.3.1.2		11		Might help to add "as defined in Section 7.4" to the end of this rather self defining statement.

		185		Tero Kivinen		Self		185		7.3.1.3		23		Section 7.3.1.3 line 23, this is not first use of Battery Life Extension (BLE), so do not expand the acronym. Replace "Battery Life Extension (BLE) field" with "BLE field".

		186		Tero Kivinen		Self		185		7.3.1.3		Figure 7-7		Section 7.3.1.3 figure 7-7, this is not first use of Battery Life Extension (BLE), so do not expand the acronym. Replace "Battery Life Extension (BLE)" with "BLE" in the figure 7-7.

		187		Tero Kivinen		Self		189		7.3.3		20		Section 7.3.3 line 20, replace "Enh-ACK" with "Enh-Ack". 

		188		Tero Kivinen		Self		190		7.3.5		24		Section 7.3.5 line 24 This is first use of MCPS, expand here.

		189		Tero Kivinen		Self		196		7.4.2.2		5		Section 7.4.2.2 line 5 This is not first use of OUI, do not expand here.

		190		Tero Kivinen		Self		201		7.4.2.9		11		Section 7.4.2.9 line 11 This is not first use of Frak, do not expand here.

		191		Tero Kivinen		Self		207		7.4.2.13		1		Section 7.4.2.13 line 1 this is first use of DPSK, expand here.

		192		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		209		7.4.2.17		13		There is no space "inTable 7-15".

		193		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		209		7.4.2.17		 12-15		Table 7-19 and Table 8-108 are no link.

		194		Tero Kivinen		Self		209		7.4.2.17		Figure 7-46		Section 7.4.2.17 Figure 7-46 The figure is in bitmap form and is not searchable. Convert to proper figure.

		195		Tero Kivinen		Self		209		7.4.2.17		Table 7-15		Section 7.4.2.17 Table 7-15 The "MacTxFailTime" has wrong case, replace with "macTxFailTime". 

		196		Tero Kivinen		Self		210		7.4.2.17		Table 7-15		Section 7.4.2.17 Table 7-15 Table continuation on the next page has wrong type of header, there is box around the "Table 7-15 -- Format of SRM Metric ID (continued)" header.

		197		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		210		7.4.2.17				Table 7-15—Format of SRM Metric ID (continued) does not need borders.

		198						211		7.4.2.19.2		18		Blue color at "Table 7-17"

		199		Henk de Ruijter		Silicon Labs		215		7.4.4.1		na		Wrong references Link Margin IE for two occurances (Sub-ID value 0x37 and 0x38

		200		Henk de Ruijter		Silicon Labs		215		7.4.4.1		na		Wrong references for RS-GFSK (0x38)

		201		Tero Kivinen		Self		222		7.4.4.10		5		Section 7.4.4.10 line 5 This is not first use of SFD, do not expand it here.

		202		Tero Kivinen		Self		222		7.4.4.10		7		Section 7.4.4.10 line 7 This is first use of NRNSC expand here on first use at the beginning of line, not on the 2nd use at the end of line.

		203		Tero Kivinen		Self		222		7.4.4.10		9		Section 7.4.4.10 line 9 This is first use of RSC, expand here on first use at the beginning of line, not on the 2nd use at the end of line.

		204		Tero Kivinen		Self		231		7.4.4.16		8		Section 7.4.4.16 line 8 This is first use of OVSF, expand it here.

		205		Tero Kivinen		Self		232		7.4.4.17		Table 7-73		Section 7.4.4.17 table 7-73 has bit 23 twice, first in the Spreading Pattern, and second time in the Reserved field. Change Reserved field bit numbers from "23-31" to "24-31". 

		206		Tero Kivinen		Self		235		7.4.4.18		4		Section 7.4.4.18 line 4 This is first use of MCS, expand here.

		207		Tero Kivinen		Self		239		7.4.4.19		8		Section 7.4.4.19 line 8 This is first use of STF, expand it here.

		208		Tero Kivinen		Self		245		7.4.4.23		1		Section 7.4.4.23 line 1, this is first use of EIRP, expand here.

		209		Tero Kivinen		Self		248		7.4.4.29		13		Section 7.4.4.29 line 13 This is first use of LMR, expand here.

		210		Henk de Ruijter		Silicon Labs		251		7.4.4.33		18		Wrong reference

		211		Henk de Ruijter		Silicon Labs		251		7.4.4.33				All references to clause 32, in sub-cause 7.4.4.33, should be changed to 31. Clause 32 does not exist.

		212		Tero Kivinen		Self		266		7.5.15		7		Section 7.5.15 line 7 has field called Status. This is very confusing when we have MLME Status parameter. Rename this to Dsme Gts Status. Change "Status Field" to "Dsme Gts Status field" twice on the line.

		213		Tero Kivinen		Self		266		7.5.15		Figure 7-124		Section 7.5.15 figure 7-124 has field called Status. This is very confusing when we have MLME Status parameter. Rename this to Dsme Gts Status.

		214		Tero Kivinen		Self		266		7.5.15		Table 7-58		Section 7.5.15 Table 7-58 Change the title from "Status field values" to "Dsme Gts Status field values".

		215		Tero Kivinen		Self		268		7.5.16		1		Section 7.5.16 line 1 has field called Status. This is very confusing when we have MLME Status parameter. Rename this to Dsme Gts Status. Change "Status Field" to "Dsme Gts Status field" twice on the line.

		216		Don Sturek		Itron		274		7.5.26		24		Need a space between "in" and "table"

		217		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		274		7.5.26		21
26		"Figure 7-141" undeline with no link.
"Figure 7-142" undeline and ther is no "Figure 7-142" at link page. 

		218		Tero Kivinen		Self		274		7.5.26		Figure 7-141		Section 7.5.26 Figure 7-141 Figure is missing header at all. Add "Figure 7-141 -- SRM Request command Content field Format" for the figure heading.

		219		Tero Kivinen		Self		274		7.5.26		Table 8-81		Section 7.5.26 line 24 The "Table 8-81" is missing space before it, replace "inTable 8-81" with "in Table 8-81". 

		220		Tero Kivinen		Self		274		7.5.26		Table 8-81		Section 7.5.26 line 24 Do not combine SrmHandle and SRM Token. Add separate SrmToken to the table 8-81 and change this to refer to SrmToken.

		221		Tero Kivinen		Self		275		7.2.26		2		Section 7.2.26 line 2 If the Start Time field is not present, what value is assumed for Start Time field? I would guess value 0 would be best. Specify the value when it is not present.

		222		Don Sturek		Itron		275		7.5.26		3		SRM Duration, according to 7-141, is always present

		223		Tero Kivinen		Self		275		7.2.26		4		Section 7.2.26 line 4 If the SRM Duration field is not present, what value is assumed for SRM Duration?

		224		Tero Kivinen		Self		275		7.2.26		6		Section 7.2.26 line 6 If the Channel Page field is not present, what value is assumed for Channel Page field? I would guess current channel page would be best. Specify the value when it is not present.

		225		Don Sturek		Itron		274		7.5.26		25		This line seems wrong.  I think the value is unique only among outstanding SRM Request frames issued by the same source device.

		226		Tero Kivinen		Self		275		7.2.26		8		Section 7.2.26 line 84 If the Channel Number field is not present, what value is assumed for Channel Number field? I would guess current channel number would be best. Specify the value when it is not present.

		227		Don Sturek		Itron		275		7.5.26		9		Actually this comment applies to lines 9-19.  I don't see how Start Time, SRM Duration, Channel Page, Channel Number and Link Handle can be omitted (see 7-141).   There is nothing in the primitives for SRM that would indicate how they would be set on the receiving side if omitted in the MAC command

		228		Don Sturek		Itron		275		7.5.26		19		"with" -> "which"

		229		Don Sturek		Itron		275		7.5.26		19		Link to Table 8-85 is broken

		230		Tero Kivinen		Self		275		7.5.26		Figure 7-141		Section 7.5.26 Figure 7-141 Figure heading is above figure, when it should be below it. Move the heading to correct place. Also this should be figure 7-142, as Figure 7-141 should be the SRM Request command Content field figure, which does not have heading.

		231		Tero Kivinen		Self		275		7.5.27		Figure 7-141		Section 7.5.27 Figure 7-141 The SRM Duration field length should be 0/4, as it can be omitted by setting SRM Duration Present field to 0. Or if the SRM Duration is mandatory field, then remove SRM Duration Present completely.

		232		Tero Kivinen		Self		275		7.5.26		Table 7-96		Section 7.5.26 line 9 There is no Table 7-96, Fix the reference, or add the table.

		233		Tero Kivinen		Self		275		7.5.26		Table 8-85		Section 7.5.26 line 19 The Table 8-85 does not describe anything about the Link Handle. Fix the reference to correct location.

		234		Tero Kivinen		Self		276		7.5.27		1		Section 7.5.27 Figure 7-143 line 1. Havinf field Status inside the MAC command is bad idea, as it can very easily be confused with MLME Status. Rename the "Status" to "SRM Status".

		235		Tero Kivinen		Self		276		7.5.27		6		Section 7.5.27 line 6. Having Status field inside the MAC command is bad idea, as it can very easily be confused with MLME Status. Rename the "Status field" to "SRM Status field".

		236		Tero Kivinen		Self		276		7.5.27		9		Section 7.5.27 line 9 There is no Address Mode or Device Address fields. I assume they are supposed to be in the Measured Device Information field, which is not described anywhere. Either remove them, or specify where they are.

		237		Tero Kivinen		Self		276		7.5.27		Figure 7-143		Section 7.5.27 figure 7-143 Figure is missing heading. Add "Figure 7-143 -- SRM Response command Content field format".

		238		Tero Kivinen		Self		276		7.5.27		Figure 7-143		Section 7.5.27 Figure 7-143 There is field Measured Device Information, but the contents of that is never described. Add description of that field.

		239		Tero Kivinen		Self		276		7.5.27		Figure 7-143		Section 7.5.27 Figure 7-143 The attribute Value field cannot be 4 octets long, as there are several attributes which have different length. Some of them are arrays, and lots of them are 1 octet fields. Change from "4" to "variable".

		240		Tero Kivinen		Self		276		7.5.28		Figure 7-143		Section 7.5.28 Figure 7-143 The attribute Value field cannot be 4 octets long, as there are several attributes which have different length. Some of them are arrays, and lots of them are 1 octet fields. Change from "4" to "variable".

		241		Tero Kivinen		Self		276		7.5.27		Figure 7-144		Section 7.5.27 figure 7-142 header, Having Status field inside the MAC command is bad idea, as it can very easily be confused with MLME Status. Rename the "Status field" to "SRM Status field". This also should be Figure 7-144 instead 7-142.

		242		Tero Kivinen		Self		276		7.5.28		Table 7-143		Section 7.5.28 figure 7-143 Figure heading is on the next page. Also the heading claims this is table 7-143, but references to it say it is 7-145.

		243		Tero Kivinen		Self		276		7.5.27		Table 7-15		Section 7.5.27 line 3 There is missing space between "in" and Table 7-15. Replace "inTable 7-15" with "in Table 7-15".

		244		Tero Kivinen		Self		277		7.5.28		5		Section 7.5.28 line 5 Combing SrmHandle parameter and SRM Token fields is bad idea. Add new parameter SrmToken to MLME-SRM-REPORT and use that for SrmToken, and keep SrmHandle as internal value.

		245		Tero Kivinen		Self		277		7.5.29		Figure 7-144		Section 7.5.29 Figure 7-144 The figure heading claims this is figure 7-144, but the references claim it should be 7-146.

		246		Tero Kivinen		Self		277		7.5.29		Figure 7-144		Section 7.5.29 Figure 7-144 The attribute Value field cannot be 4 octets long, as there are several attributes which have different length. Some of them are arrays, and lots of them are 1 octet fields. Change from "4" to "variable".

		247		Kunal Shah		Itron Inc.		279		7.5.30		2		Remove blonk pages.

		248		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		280		8.1		5		"may be invoked" should be "is invoked".  This is the defined interface for layer management. 

		249		Tero Kivinen		Self		280		8.1		10		Section 8.1 line 10 This is not first use of MCSP, do not expand here.

		250		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		281		8.2.1				Table 8-1 in the SRM related raw, there are no link exact Subclause and no jumpu to the subclause.

		251		Tero Kivinen		Self		282		8.2.2		21		Section 8.2.2 line 21 add text here explaining generic errors, and specify that none of those error codes are not mentioned in the Status valid range field of any of the primitives. The generic security errors include "COUNTER_ERROR, IMPROPER_KEY_TYPE, IMPROPER_SECURITY_LEVEL, SECURITY_ERROR, UNAVAILABLE_KEY, UNSUPPORTED_LEGACY, UNSUPPORTED_SECURITY". Generic transmit errors include "CHANNEL_ACCESS_FAILURE, FRAME_TOO_LONG, NO_ACK, TRANSACTION_EXPIRED, TRANSACTION_OVERFLOW". Remove all of those error codes from all other primitives, and replace them with reference to 8.2.2. What about "NO_DATA" error is that generic error, or specific to some primitives? I think it should be listed as generic, and text should be added here specifying what it means. Add reference to section 6.6 for TRANSACTION_OVERFLOW and TRANSACTION_EXPIRE codes. After this is done, go through all primitives for status parameters values left in them, and verify that the meaning of them is explained there. 

		252		Tero Kivinen		Self		284		8.2.3.1		2		Section 8.2.3.1 line 2 is not complete. Looking at the parameters it can either send Association Request (7.5.2) or DSME Association request command (7.5.12). Add text to explain that.

		253		Tero Kivinen		Self		284		8.2.3.2		9		Section 8.2.3.2 line 9 is not complete. Looking at the parameters this MLME-ASSOCIATE.indication can be called when device receives either Association Request (7.5.2) or DSME Association request command (7.5.12). Add text to explain that.

		254		Tero Kivinen		Self		284		8.2.3.1		Table 8-53		Section 8.2.3.1 Table 8-4 parameter Direction refers to table 8-53, but has Type of Integer and Valid Range of 0x00-0x01, where Table 8-53 has type of Enumeration and Valid range of TX, RX. Change Type and Valid range to be "Enumeration", and "TX, RX". 

		255		Tero Kivinen		Self		286		8.2.3.3		23		Section 8.2.3.3 line 23 has Status parameter, but this is not the normal status parameter, this is Association Status field of the Association Response or DSME Association Response commands. Rename the Status to AssocationStatus to make this clear.

		256		Tero Kivinen		Self		286		8.2.3.3		26		Section 8.2.3.3 line 26 says that coordinator generates Association Response command as described in 7.5.3, but looking at the parameters, I think it can also generate DSME Association Response command as defined in 7.5.13. This text needs to explain that too.

		257		Tero Kivinen		Self		286		8.2.3.3		29		Section 8.2.3.3 line 29 talks about Status field, as it is talking about the Status parameter stored in the Association Status field. Change the Status to AssocationStatus to make clear what field/parameter is talked here.

		258		Tero Kivinen		Self		286		8.2.3.2		Table 8-53		Section 8.2.3.2 Table 8-5 parameter Direction refers to table 8-53, but has Type of Integer and Valid Range of 0x00-0x01, where Table 8-53 has type of Enumeration and Valid range of TX, RX. Change Type and Valid range to be "Enumeration", and "TX, RX". 

		259		Tero Kivinen		Self		287		8.2.3.4		7		Section 8.2.3.4 line 7 MLME-ASSOCIATION.confirm do have Status, but there is no Association Status parameter for this primitive. The Status parameter tells whether sending (DMSE or normal) Association request succeeded or failed, but does not tell whether association succeeded or failed, and if it failed why it failed. Add AssociationStatus parameter to this primitive immediately after the AssocShortAddress paramater.

		260		Tero Kivinen		Self		287		8.2.3.3		Table 7-55		Section 8.2.3.3 Table 8-6 has Status parameter, but this is not the normal status parameter, this is Association Status field of the Association Response or DSME Association Response commands. Rename the Status to AssocationStatus to make this clear. Valid range already points to section 7.5.3, but it should really point directly to table 7-55 which contains Assocation Table field values. The description could point to the 7.5.3. Change Valid range to "As defined in Table 7-55", and change Description to "The association status of the association attempt as defined in 7.5.3".

		261		Tero Kivinen		Self		288		8.2.3.4		Table 7-55		Section 8.2.3.4 line 6 do have Status, but there is no Association Status parameter for this primitive. The Status parameter tells whether sending (DMSE) Association request succeeded or failed, but does not tell whether association succeeded or failed, and if it failed why it failed. Add AssociationStatus parameter to this primitive with Type "Enumeration", Valid Range "As defined in Table 7-55", and Description of "The association status of the association attempt from association request command as defined in 7.5.3". Add this immediately after the AssocShortAddress paramater.

		262		Tero Kivinen		Self		288		8.2.3.4		Table 7-55		Section 8.2.3.4 Table 8-7 do have Status, but there is no Association Status parameter for this primitive. The Status parameter tells whether sending (DMSE) Association request succeeded or failed, but does not tell whether association succeeded or failed, and if it failed why it failed. Add AssociationStatus parameter to this primitive with Type "Enumeration", Valid Range "As defined in Table 7-55", and Description of "The association status of the association attempt from association request command as defined in 7.5.3". Add this immediately after the AssocShortAddress paramater.

		263		Tero Kivinen		Self		289		8.2.3.4		2		Section 8.2.3.4 line 2 this text is inaccurate. The Status of the (DSME) Assocation Request command might be SUCCESS, but the assocation might have still failed. The device needs to check new AssociationStatus parameter to see what went wrong (I.e., whether PAN is at capacity or access was denied etc). Add text here to explain this.

		264		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		292		8.2.5		6		"may send" is wrong.   Also this SAP defines more than sending, it also include notification (as stated in the second paragraph).

		265		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		294		8.2.5.1		27		For the TimeStamp parameter, I notice it sets "The precision of this value shall be a minimum of 20-bits, with the lowest four bits being the least significant."   This is somewhat confusing.... i.e. it is odd to talk about precision on an integer field since integers are precise by their nature.  Also the low four bits are naturally least significant so why state this.  Similar wording appears in nine other places in the draft. The indicated page/line is the first occurrence of ten

		266		Don Sturek		Itron		297		8.2.5.2		14		For IMPROPER_IE_SECURITY, it should be possible for the upper layer to accept ALL or NONE of the IE's in the frame.   It should not be a requirement that in frames where some IE's pass security processing and some fail, the upper layer must process the IE's that pass security.

		267		Don Sturek		Itron		300		8.2.6.1		3		Add an "a" between "matches" and "given"

		268		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		301		8.2.6.3		15		"may be required" is incorrect. The sentence is stating a fact - in some cases it will be required, but the interface is out of scope of this standard.

		269		Don Sturek		Itron		301		8.2.6.3		18		Add an "a" between "matches" and "given"

		270		Tero Kivinen		Self		302		8.2.6.4		7		Section 8.2.6.4 table 8-19 Status parameter has value if INVALID_INDEX, which is not described anywhere what it means. Add text after line 7 explaining that "INVALID_INDEX - The index inside the hierarchical values in PIBAttribute is out of range.".

		271		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		309		8.2.10.1		4		"This primitive may also be generated to cancel a previously generated request to enable the receiver" is wrong.

		272		Tero Kivinen		Self		314		8.2.11.2		Table 8-30		Section 8.2.11.2 Table 8-30 has Status code of BAD_CHANNEL, but there is no text explainin when it is returned. Add text explaining when this error can be returned.

		273		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		316		8.2.12.1		42		Lots of cross references to clause numbers tables etc. while appearing to be clickable do not bring you to the referenced item (some do some don't, I can't see why this is ?  The referenced clause/page/line is just one such.  Where the description of CoordRealignSecurityLevel references Table 9-6, which appears clickable but does not bring you to the table.  There are 26 references to this table. The one at the bottom of page 434 does work but the previous 12 do not.  I did not continue to check the rest.  Many other such cross-references don't work as hyperlinks, while many do.

		274		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		324		8.2.15.1		11		Another erroneous "may". "This primitive may also be generated to cancel a previously generated request" is stating a possibility, not a requirement.

		275		Tero Kivinen		Self		325		8.2.16.2		24		Section 8.2.16.2 line 24 uses MLME-CHANNEL.confirm but there is no MLME-CHANNEL.confirm primitive at all. I assume it should be MLME-SOUNDING.confirm, i.e., replace "MLME-CHANNEL.confirm" with "MLME-SOUNDING-confirm". 

		276		Tero Kivinen		Self		326		8.2.16.2		Table 8-39		Section 8.2.16.2 line 13 in description says it returns UNSUPPORTED_ATTRIBUTE if sounding capability is not supported by PHY, but Status list does not include UNSUPPORTED_ATTRIBUTE, but instead do have separate error message SOUNDING_NOT_SUPPORTED. I do not think there is need for separate error case for SOUNDING_NOT_SUPPORTED, especially as MLME-SOUNDING.request does not take any parameters, so there cannot be any other unsupported attributes in it. Replace the SOUNDING_NOT_SUPPORTED in the Table 8-39 Valid range column of Status with UNSUPPORTED_ATTRIBUTE

		277		Tero Kivinen		Self		326		8.2.16.2		Table 8-39		Section 8.2.16.2 table 8-39 has Status value of SOUNDING_NOT_SUPPORTED. This is not explained in the text unless the text on lines 12-13 should refer to SOUNDING_NOT_SUPPORTED instead of UNSUPPORTED_ATTRIBUTE.

		278		Tero Kivinen		Self		327		8.2.17.2		Table 8-41		Section 8.2.16.2 Table 8-41 has Status value of UNSUPPORTED_ATTRIBUTE, but there are not attributes written here. I think the SOUNDING_NOT_SUPPORTED would be better error message when sounding is not supported. Change "UNSUPPORTED_ATTRIBUTE" to "SOUNDING_NOT_SUPPORTED".

		279		Tero Kivinen		Self		328		8.2.17.2		9		Section 8.2.17.2 line 9 talks about Status value of UNSUPPORTED_ATTRIBUTE, but there are not attributes written here. I think the SOUNDING_NOT_SUPPORTED would be better error message when sounding is not supported. Change "UNSUPPORTED_ATTRIBUTE" to "SOUNDING_NOT_SUPPORTED".

		280		Tero Kivinen		Self		329		8.2.18.1		Table 8-42		Section 8.2.18.1 Table 8-42 DstAddrMode entry uses Valid Range of NO_ADDRESS instead of NONE like we use in all other places. Replace "NO_ADDRESS" with "NONE". The SrcAddrMode few lines above do use correct range.

		281		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		330		8.2.18.1		1		"may be generated by a higher layer" is incorrect use of "may" which describes an optional behavior within the scope of the standard, while higher layer is clearly out of scope of the standard. 

		282		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		332		8.2.18.3		5		"A higher layer may use the information contained" is clearly stating a possible action of the higher layer, not an optional behavior within the scope of this standard.

		283		Tero Kivinen		Self		332		8.2.18.3		Table 8-44		Section 8.2.18.3 Table 8-44 SrcAddrMode entry uses Valid Range of NO_ADDRESS instead of NONE like we use in all other places. Replace "NO_ADDRESS" with "NONE".

		284		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		333		8.2.19.1		2		"may be used by a higher layer" is incorrect use of "may". 

		285		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		334		8.2.19.3		26		"may be used by the device management layer" is stating a requirement on a higher layer (out of scope of this standard)

		286		Tero Kivinen		Self		343		8.2.20.4.		24		Section 8.2.20.4. This is not normal MLME Status, rename it to DsmeGtsStatus. 

		287		Tero Kivinen		Self		344		8.2.20.4		23		Section 8.2.20.4, line 23, the Status here combines both status codes, and the actual status from the DSME GTS response command. Make those two separate. Add DsmeGtsStatus parameter to primitive in the location where Status now, and move the Status to the end.

		288		Tero Kivinen		Self		344		8.2.20.3		Table 7-58		Section 8.2.20.3 Table 8-56. This is not normal status, this is GtsStatus, and should be renamed to such. Rename the Name from "Status" to "GtsStatus", change type from Enumeration to Integer, change Valid range to "As specified in Table 7-58". 

		289		Tero Kivinen		Self		344		8.2.20.3		Table 8-56		Section 8.2.20.3 line 8 has text assuming Status field is interger, and sets it to zero, one, two etc with specific error codes. The Status in Table 8-56 is specified as Enumeration. This Status is not normal transmission status, this is DsmeGtsStatus, and it should be renamed as such. Change text "The Status field of the command shall be set to zero if the Status parameter value is SUCCESS. The Status field shall be set to one if the Status parameter value is DENIED. The Status field shall be set to two if the Status parameter value is INVALID_PARAMETER" to "The Dsme Gts Status field of the command shall be set to the value DsmeGtsStatus parameter"

		290		Tero Kivinen		Self		344		8.2.20.4		Table 8-56		Section 8.2.20.4 table 8-56 rename Status to DsmeGtsStatus, change the Valid range to say "APPROVED, DISAPPROVED_LACK_OF_AVAILABILITY, DISAPPROVED_UNKNOWN_GTS", and Description to say DsmeGtsStatus field of the DSME-GTS response to send out.

		291		Tero Kivinen		Self		345		8.2.20.4		2		Section 8.2.20.4 line 2 the text "If the value of the Status field in the command is zero (SUCCESS)" assumes the type of Status is integer, and assumes the status is mapped to integer. Change the text to say "If the value of the Status parameter is SUCCESS and the Dsme Gts Status field of the DSME Response command is zero (APPROVED),".

		292		Tero Kivinen		Self		345		8.2.20.4		2		Section 8.2.20.4 line 2, the text "check the Status field of the command" is not something higher layer can do, as it does not see the command. It can check the "Status and DsmeGtsStatus parameters of the confirm". On the other hand if this is describing what device does automatically, then that is already described in the 6.11.5.1. Perhaps some of this text can be removed.
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263 289 8.2.3.4 2

290 344 8.2.20.4 Table 8-56

292 345 8.2.20.4 2

Section 8.2.3.4 line 2 this text is inaccurate. The Status of the (DSME) Assocation 

Request command might be SUCCESS, but the assocation might have still failed. 

The device needs to check new AssociationStatus parameter to see what went 

wrong (I.e., whether PAN is at capacity or access was denied etc). Add text here 

to explain this.

Section 8.2.20.4 table 8-56 rename Status to DsmeGtsStatus, change the Valid 

range to say "APPROVED, DISAPPROVED_LACK_OF_AVAILABILITY, 

DISAPPROVED_UNKNOWN_GTS", and Description to say DsmeGtsStatus field 

of the DSME-GTS response to send out.

Section 8.2.20.4 line 2, the text "check the Status field of the command" is not 

something higher layer can do, as it does not see the command. It can check the 

"Status and DsmeGtsStatus parameters of the confirm". On the other hand if this 

is describing what device does automatically, then that is already described in the 

6.11.5.1. Perhaps some of this text can be removed.
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				INSTRUCTIONS: Please use this form to enter your comments.  When complete please submit with your vote as described in the Letter Ballot Notification

Name / Affiliation - These fields are required.

Email / Phone # - please enter a valid email address and contact telephone number.  The editors may use these to contact you if there are questions relating to your comment.  This information will NOT be made public.

Page/Sub-clause/Line Number - If you wish to reference multiple pages, provide the details in the comment field.  Please specify Table / Figure References in the comment field in addition to the Page and Line Number.

Comment/Proposed Change - These fields are required.  Enter your comment and proposed change in these fields, respectively.  Use plain text characters only.  If you use any characters entered with "Ctrl" or "Alt" keys; or if you use symbols of any kind, if may result in an error which invalidates the comment.

E/T -Only one letter is allowed, either E or T.  Enter E if comment is editorial or T if comment is technical.  

Must be Satisfied?  - This field is required.  Enter Yes or No and spell out completely.  If you vote "No" (Disapprove), the data will be associated with your "No" (Disapprove) vote.  This categorization is used to differentiate those comments submitted as part of your "No" (Disapprove) vote from other comments that you may wish to submit. Only those comments that have a "Yes" in the "Must be Satisfied" box will be considered as part of your negative vote. 

		CID		Name		Affiliation		Page		Sub-clause		Line #		Comment

		1		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		0		0		0		General:  We've used "may" inappropriately a lot in the past.  "may" states an optional requirement, a permisible action within the scope of the standard (ref  6.4.7 of the IEEE-SA Standards Board Operations Manual and 10.2.2 of the IEEE-SA Stanards Style Manual).   Inappropriate uses include in informative statements, and when describing actions outside the scope of the standard.  

		2		Clint Powell		PWC		1		1		1		Too many Incorrect references and broken reference links. This makes the spec unusable - therefor a technical issue.

		3		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		15				5		The document says: "... ternary amplitude shift keying (TASK) and ternary amplitude shift keying (RS-GFSK)". Both acronyms cannot apply to the same description. 


		4		Tero Kivinen		Self		17		Table of contents		17		Table of contents line 17. Some of the top level section names has formatting error where the page number is immediately after the text, i.e., it is missing the "...." fill between the section name and number.

		5		Don Sturek		Itron		17		TOC		17		TOC entries on line 17 and 45 need some reformatting

		6		Tero Kivinen		Self		44		1		1		Section 1 line 1 The previous page (pdf page 31) has page number 32 in footer, this page (pdf page 32) has page 44 in the footer, i.e., page numbers skip 12 pages suddenly.

		7		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		44		1		1		Page numbering doesn't follow standards style requirements. 

		8		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		46		3.1		11		Inappropriate use of normative language: "may" states an optional requirement, a permisible action within the scope of the standard (ref  6.4.7 of the IEEE-SA Standards Board Operations Manual and 10.2.2 of the IEEE-SA Stanards Style Manual). Clause 3 is not to include requirements.  In this case the definition is not needed and should be removed.

		9		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		46		3.1		22		Inappropriate use of normative language: "may" states an optional requirement, a permisible action within the scope of the standard (ref  6.4.7 of the IEEE-SA Standards Board Operations Manual and 10.2.2 of the IEEE-SA Stanards Style Manual). Clause 3 is not to include requirements. 

		10		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		46		3.1		26		Inappropriate use of normative language: "may" states an optional requirement, a permisible action within the scope of the standard (ref  6.4.7 of the IEEE-SA Standards Board Operations Manual and 10.2.2 of the IEEE-SA Stanards Style Manual). Clause 3 is not to include requirements.  In this case, it is stating a possible capability: can is used for statements of possibility and capability.

		11		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		47		3.1		8		Inappropriate use of normative language: "may" states an optional requirement, a permisible action within the scope of the standard (ref  6.4.7 of the IEEE-SA Standards Board Operations Manual and 10.2.2 of the IEEE-SA Stanards Style Manual). Clause 3 is not to include requirements.  In this case, it is stating a possible capability: can is used for statements of possibility and capability.

		12		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		47		3.1		10		Inappropriate use of "may" .  

		13		Tero Kivinen		Self		48		3.2		26		Section 3.2 line 26 Defined term FCC is not used anywhere in the document, remove the term.

		14		Tero Kivinen		Self		49		3.2		40		Section 3.2 line 40 There is only one reference to PC in the whole standard, remove the PC from acronyms and use expanded version in the one location where it appears.

		15		Tero Kivinen		Self		49		3.2		42		Section 3.2 line 42 There is no uses of acronym PD anywhere in standard, remove it.

		16		Tero Kivinen		Self		50		3.4		27		Section 3.4 line 27 Acronym RIV is not used at all in the standard, remove it from acronym list.

		17		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		52		4.1		5		Another "may" that is stating a possibility, not really an optional requirement.

		18		Tero Kivinen		Self		52		4.1		11		Section 4.1 line 11 This is first use of PSDU, expand it here.

		19		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		52		4.2		18		"The terms octet and bit may also be written as octets or bits." is describing conventions used in the document, not optional requirements defined in the standard. All four terms do appear in this standard so need not be uncertain.  Yup, we've used "may" wrong a lot in the past.

		20		Tero Kivinen		Self		52		4.2		25		Section 4.2 line 25 This is first use of LSB, expand here.

		21		Tero Kivinen		Self		52		4.2		25		Section 4.2 line 25 This is first use if MSB, expand here.

		22		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		53		4.3		4		"Numbers encoded in fields may be signed or unsigned integers" isn't correct use of 'may' either.  In this case, numbers are one or the other. There is no other choice.

		23		Tero Kivinen		Self		53		4.5		22		Section 4.5 line 22 This is not first use of LSB, do not expand here.

		24		Tero Kivinen		Self		53		4.5		22		Section 4.5 line 22 This is not first use of MSB, do not expand here.

		25		Tero Kivinen		Self		54		4.5.1		6		Section 4.5.1 line 6 First use of the OUI, expand here.

		26		Tero Kivinen		Self		54		4.5.1		7		Section 4.5.1 line 7 This is not first use of LSB, do not expand here.

		27		Tero Kivinen		Self		54		4.5.1		7		Section 4.5.1 line 7 This is not first use of MSB, do not expand here.

		28		Don Sturek		Itron		54		4.5.1		18		In Figure 4-7, the arrow symbol used in the first column turned in a "?"

		29		Kunal Shah		Itron Inc.		54		4.5.1		18		Arrow is missing for RMO -> LMO

		30		Tero Kivinen		Self		54		4.5.1		Figure 4-7		Section 4.5.1 Figure 4-7 The There is question marks in the figure between RMO and LMO, and between LSB and MSB. Perhaps it should be some kind of arror ->?

		31		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		56		5.2		19		Document says "...applicationspaces…"

		32		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		56		5.2.1		27		"SUN devices may employ mesh or peer-to-peer multihop techniques to communicate with an access point" isn't exactly correct.  In fact SUN devices typically employ mesh and/or peer-to-peer multihop forwarding in the stated cases.

		33		Tero Kivinen		Self		57		5.2.4		12		Section 5.2.4 line 12 This is first use of ID, expand here.

		34		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		57		5.2.7		30		Description of CMB is not different from description of MBAN

		35		Tero Kivinen		Self		58		5.5		20		Section 5.5 line 20 This is the first use of RFD-TX, expand it here.

		36		Tero Kivinen		Self		58		5.5		22		Section 5.5 line 22 This is only use of PC, remove the (PC) part and remove the PC from the acronym list.

		37		Tero Kivinen		Self		59		5.5		1		Section 5.5 line 1 This is not first use of ID, do not expand here.

		38		Tero Kivinen		Self		59		5.5		1		Section 5.5 line 1 ID is defined acronym use it here. Change "a unique identifier" to "a unique ID".

		39		Tero Kivinen		Self		59		5.5.1		11		Section 5.5.1 line 11 This is first use of RFD-RX, expand it here.

		40		Tero Kivinen		Self		60		5.5.2		3		Section 5.5.2 line 3 This is first use of SPC, expand it here.

		41		Tero Kivinen		Self		60		5.5.2		3		Section 5.5.2 line 3 This is first use of TMCTP, expand it here.

		42		Tero Kivinen		Self		60		5.5.2		9		Section 5.5.2 line 9 this is first use of CAP, so expand it here, change "CAP" with "contention access period (CAP)"

		43		Tero Kivinen		Self		60		5.5.2		9		Section 5.5.2 line 9 this is first use of CFP, so expand it here, change "CFP" with "contention-free period (CFP)"

		44		Tero Kivinen		Self		61		5.6.1		4		Section 5.6.1 line 4 This is first use of HRP, expand here.

		45		Tero Kivinen		Self		61		5.6.1		4		Section 5.6.1 line 4 This is first use of UWB, expand it here.

		46		Don Sturek		Itron		61		5.6.1		7		Didn't we retire the ASK PHY?  If so we should remove it from this list

		47		Tero Kivinen		Self		61		5.6.1		7		Section 5.6.1 line 7, this is first use of BPSK so expand it here, replace "BPSK" with "binary phase-shift keying (BPSK)".

		48		Tero Kivinen		Self		61		5.6.1		7		Section 5.6.1 line 7 This is first use of GFSK, expand here.

		49		Tero Kivinen		Self		61		5.6.1		7		Section 5.6.1 line 7 This is first use of O-QPSK expand here.

		50		Tero Kivinen		Self		61		5.6.1		10		Section 5.6.1 line 10 This is first use of LRP, expand here.

		51		Tero Kivinen		Self		61		5.6.1		10		Section 5.6.1 line 10 This is first use of MSK, expand here.

		52		Tero Kivinen		Self		62		5.6.1		2		Section 5.6.1 line 2 This is first use of TASK, expand it here.

		53		Tero Kivinen		Self		62		5.6.2		8		Section 5.6.2 line 8 This is first use of GTS, expand here.

		54		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		62		5.7.1.1		20		Figure 5.5 b) the arrow to the right of "Beacons" is not pointing correctly to the next Beacon. This may confuse implementers. 

		55		Tero Kivinen		Self		62		5.7.1.1		21		Section 5.7.1.1 line 21 this is not first use of CAP, so do expand it here, change "contention access period (CAP)" with "CAP".

		56		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		62		5.7.1.1		21		Document says: "Any device wishing to communicate during the contention access period (CAP) between two beacons …" the different periods in a frame have not been defined yet in the document. It makes the reading confusing.

		57		Tero Kivinen		Self		62		5.7.1.1		22		Section 5.7.1.1 line 22, this is first use of CSMA-CA, so replace "CSMA-CA" with "carrier sense multiple access with collision avoidance (CSMA-CA)".

		58		Tero Kivinen		Self		62		5.7.1.1		24		Section 5.7.1.1 line 24 This is not first use of GTS, do not expand it here.

		59		Tero Kivinen		Self		62		5.7.1.1		25		Section 5.7.1.1 line 25 this is not first use of CFP, so do expand it here, change "contention-free period (CFP)" with "CFP".

		60		Chris Hett		Landis+Gyr		63		5.7.1.2		10-11		Figure 5-7 and surrounding text appear to have formatting issues.  Text in the figure is difficult to read and formatted strangely.  Title of figure is in the wrong place and truncated.

		61		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		63		5.7.1.2				 Figure 5-7 does not appear full caption. 

		62		Tero Kivinen		Self		64		5.7.1.4		2		Section 5.7.1.4 line 2, this is the first use of the BOP acronym, so expand it here, i.e., change "BOP" to "beacon only period (BOP)". 

		63		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		64		5.7.2.2		24		Document says: "When a device wishes to transfer data in a nonbeacon-enabled PAN, it transmits its Data frame to the coordinator." This sentence is confusing.

		64		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		64		5.7.2.3		27-30		The description assumes that there is only one device connected to the coordinator. Is that the only possible case? (point-to-point)

		65		Tero Kivinen		Self		65		5.7.3		15		Section 5.7.3 line 15 This is not first use of PSDU, do not expand it here.

		66		Tero Kivinen		Self		65		5.7.3		16		Section 5.7.3 line 16 This is first use of PPDU, expand it here.

		67		Tero Kivinen		Self		65		5.7.3		19		Section 5.7.3 line 20 This is first use of IE, expand here, or on the line 19, where we use plural form IEs.

		68		Tero Kivinen		Self		65		5.7.4		28		Section 5.7.4 line 28 This is first use of PCA, expand it here.

		69		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		66		5.7.5		24		Document says : "... This standard was developed with limited power supply…"

		70		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		66		5.7.5		24		Document says: "However, the physical implementation of this standard will require…"

		71		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		66		5.7.5		32		Document says: " Higher powered devices have the option …"

		72		Tero Kivinen		Self		67		5.7.6		36		Section 5.7.6 line 36. The text "When nontrivial protection is required, replay protection is always provide" is not true for TSCH mode. Add note here about that.

		73		Tero Kivinen		Self		68		5.7.7		4		Section 5.7.7 line 4 This is first use of SRM, expand it here.

		74		Tero Kivinen		Self		68		5.7.7		14		Section 5.7.7 line 14 This is first use of LE, expand here.

		75		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		68		5.7.7		18		Document says: "Full measurement: the device conducts the measurement for a specified duration of time regardless of the channel." This statement is strange and liekly incomplete.

		76		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		69		5.7.7		2		 "Table 8-98" does not link to Table 8-98 
Same as another "Table 8-98" does not link to Table 8-98.
Many Figures and Tables, and Subclause in the sentence are not linked.

		77		Don Sturek		Itron		69		5.9		28		Extra sub bullet

		78		Tero Kivinen		Self		69		5.9		30		Section 5.9 line 30 this is first use of the FSK, expand it here.

		79		Don Sturek		Itron		70		5.9		1		Extra line/page

		80		Kunal Shah		Itron Inc.		70		5.9		1		Remove blank page.

		81		Tero Kivinen		Self		75		6.2.4		19		Section 6.2.4 line 19 This is first use of RX, expand it here.

		82		Tero Kivinen		Self		75		6.2.4		19		Section 6.2.4 line 19 This is first use of TX, expand it here.

		83		Chris Hett		Landis+Gyr		76		6.2.5.1		19		Text says:  "CW0 shall be initialized to two before each transmission attempt and reset to
CW0".  It doesn't make sense to set CW0 to CW0.

		84		Tero Kivinen		Self		76		6.2.5.1		Figure 6-5		Section 6.2.5.1 line 24 does not match figure 6-5. This line says that if BLE is set to 1 and we are using slotted system, then BE shall be initialized to min(2, macMinBe). In the figure 6-5 there is arrow from "Battery Life Extension?" to right "Y" to box saying BE = macMinBe, i.e., exactly same as what is set when Battery Life Extension is N. Fix the figure to match the text.

		85		Chris Hett		Landis+Gyr		77		6.2.5.1		1		Text says: "In slotted
systems with the received BLE field set to one, this value shall be initialized to the lesser of two and the
value of macMinBe", however Figure 6-5 shows BE set directly to macMinBe in this case.

		86		Chris Hett		Landis+Gyr		78		6.2.5.1		6		The text says:  "...for the regulatory domains that require listen LBT…"

		87		Tero Kivinen		Self		78		6.2.5.3		40		Section 6.2.5.3 line 40 The text does not parse correctly: "A successful resets the BE to minimum value macMinBe". Successful what? I think it should say "successful transfer resets".

		88		Chris Hett		Landis+Gyr		78		6.2.5.3		40		The text says:  "A successful resets the BE to the minimum value macMinBe."

		89		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		78		6.2.5.3		40		The document says: "A successful resets the BE to the minimum value macMinBe. " 

		90		Chris Hett		Landis+Gyr		78		6.2.5.1		4,8		I think 'macBattLifeExtPeriods' should be italicized

		91		Tero Kivinen		Self		80		6.2.5.4		6		Section 6.2.5.4 line 6 This is first use of MSDU expand here.

		92		Tero Kivinen		Self		80		6.2.5.4		40		Section 6.2.5.4 line 40 This is not first use of PIB, do not expand here.

		93		Tero Kivinen		Self		83		6.2.5.5		18		Section 6.2.5.5 line 18 This is first use of MPDU expand here.

		94		Tero Kivinen		Self		87		6.2.9		Figure 6-11		Section 6.2.9 Figure 6-11 For some reason the figure 6-11 is after Figure 6-12 and ends up in quite wrong place, causing confusion. Move the figure 6-11 to be part of section 6.2.8 not 6.2.9.

		95		Tero Kivinen		Self		89		6.3.1		16		Section 6.3.1 line 16, this is first use of CSS, expand it here.

		96		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		95		6.3.2.1		17		Document says: "A device that is associated through a coordinator that is not the PAN coordinator shall not be capable of detecting a PAN ID conflict": Is it correct for this specification to mandate this behavior?

		97		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		96		6.3.3.1		23		Document says "... for an Coexistence Specification IE should take …"

		98		Tero Kivinen		Self		100		6.3.4		2		Section 6.3.4 line 2 This is not first use of LBT, do not expand.

		99		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		100		6.3.6		33		Document says: "...ASN is required for the generate the nonce…" This is incomplete or unclear.

		100		Tero Kivinen		Self		102		6.4.1		32		Section 6.4.1 line 32. There is no Status field in the Association response. Change "Status field" to "Association Status field". 

		101		Tero Kivinen		Self		102		6.4.1		35		Section 6.4.1 line 35. There is no Status field in the Association response. Change "Status field" to "Association Status field". 

		102		Tero Kivinen		Self		104		6.4.1		Figure 6-22		Section 6.4.1 Figure 6-22. On the FFD next higher layer there is first MCSP-DATA.request with TX, RX DPS information, but I have no idea what that is supposed to do. There is no frame going out with that MCSP-DATA.request call, but there is confirm. Then there MLME-DPS.request which can be used to set the TX, RX DPS information if needed. What is the meaning of the MCSP-DATA.request in the beginning. I think it is leftover from somewhere, and should be removed. If it is not removed, then text needs to be added explaining what it is doing. Also even the MLME-DPS.request step is not explained in the text. I think the MCSP-DATA.request, confirm and MLME-DPS.request should not be there at all, especially as device associating cannot know what the DPS values are before it joins the network, so the coordinator should use default vauls for DPS. My suggestion is to remove them all from the left side.

		103		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		105		6.4.2		26		Document says: "...behavior is required. A device shall only disassociate from the PAN if …"Is the second statement only valid for TSHC devices?, if so it should be worth clarifying it. If not the second sentence should be in another paragraph.

		104		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		106		6.4.3		5		The document says: "... sending an Association Request command with the Association Type field of the Capability Information field set to one to the coordinator of an existing PAN" The statement is confusing.

		105		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		106		6.4.3		10		Document says:"...association request, it send an MLME-ASSOCIATE.response…"

		106		Tero Kivinen		Self		106		6.4.3		13		Section 6.4.3 line 13 the "Status parameter" is bit confusing as MLME-ASSOCIATION.response has Status parameter, but it is not normal MLME status parameter, but instead it is the Association Status field for the Association Response command. Change the "Status parameter" to "AssociationStatus parameter".

		107		Tero Kivinen		Self		106		6.4.3		16		Section 6.4.3 line 16. There is no Status field in the Association response. Change "Status field" to "Association Status field". 

		108		Tero Kivinen		Self		106		6.4.3		17		Section 6.4.3 line 17. There is no Status field in the Association response. Change "Status field" to "Association Status field". 

		109		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		108		6.5.2		10		Document says: "If a Beacon frame is received, the MLME shall discard the Beacon frame if the Source Address and the Source PAN ID fields of the MHR of the Beacon frame do not match the coordinator source address (macCoordShortAddress or macCoordExtendedAddress, depending on the addressing mode) and the PAN ID of the device (macPanId). This specification should not manddate this discarding behavior.

		110		Tero Kivinen		Self		115		6.7.2		20		Section 6.7.2 line 20 this is first use of the FCS, expand it here.

		111		Tero Kivinen		Self		115		6.7.2		41		Section 6.7.2 line 41 this is the first use of EUI-64, do expand here.

		112		Tero Kivinen		Self		124		6.7.8		Figure 6-41		Section 6.7.8 Figure 6-41 Figure has aMaxFrameRetries changed to macMaxFrameRetries with underlining and overstrikes. It should simply say macMaxFrameRetries.

		113		Tero Kivinen		Self		124		6.7.8		Figure 6-42		Section 6.7.8 Figure 6-42 Figure has aMaxFrameRetries changed to macMaxFrameRetries with underlining and overstrikes. It should simply say macMaxFrameRetries.

		114		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		131		6.9.1		18		Second line of paragraph language tense is wrong "… has the Ranging field set to indicated ranging and ..."

		115		Tero Kivinen		Self		131		6.9.1		22		Section 6.9.1 line 22 This is first use of RMAKER, expand it here.

		116		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		131		6.9.2		29		Fourth word in sixth line of paragraph is a typo "dynamice"

		117		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		132		6.9.4		23		Figure 6-48 seems to have editing marks (underline and strikeouts) which I would only expect in an amendment not in a revision.

		118		Tero Kivinen		Self		132		6.9.4		Figure 6-48		Section 6.9.4 Figure 6-48 Figure has editing marks (underline, overstrike) on the right side of the figure where TX to RX ranging was changed to RX to TX ranging. Remove editing marks (two instances on right, and one instance on left). There is also underlined "(TX to RX ranging information)" on left side too.

		119		Tero Kivinen		Self		138		6.11.3.1		4		Section 6.11.3.1 line 4 This is first use of SAB, expand it here.

		120		Tero Kivinen		Self		141		6.11.5.1		29		Section 6.11.5.1 line 29. This text uses MLME-DSME-GTS.response primitive with Status parameter, which is not normal status parameter, but is DsmeGtsStatus. Rewrite by first fixing typo "MLME-DSME-GTS.reponse" to "MLME-DSME-GTS.response" and then change "Status parameter" to "DsmeGtsStatus parameter". Change "SUCCESS" to "APPROVED"

		121		Tero Kivinen		Self		141		6.11.5.1		32		Section 6.11.5.1 line 32 the Status here is confusing, as it mixes the Status of the MLME action and status of the actual operation. Rename "Status" to "Dsme Gts Status".

		122		Tero Kivinen		Self		141		6.11.5.1		37		Section 6.11.5.1 line 37 the Status here is confusing, as it mixes the Status of the MLME action and status of the actual operation. Rename "Status field" to "Dsme Gts Status field".

		123		Tero Kivinen		Self		141		6.11.5.1		43		Section 6.11.5.1 line 43 the Status here is confusing, as it mixes the Status of the MLME action and status of the actual operation. Rename "Status field" to "Dsme Gts Status field".

		124		Tero Kivinen		Self		141		6.11.5.1		Table 7-58		Section 6.11.5.1 line 35. This text uses MLME-DSME-GTS.response primitive with Status parameter, which is not normal status parameter, but is DsmeGtsStatus. Rewrite by first fixing typo "MLME-DSME-GTS.reponse" to "MLME-DSME-GTS.response" and then change "Status parameter" to "DsmeGtsStatus parameter". Rewrite the values DENIED, and INVALID_PARAMETER to match values from table 7-58.

		125		Tero Kivinen		Self		144		6.11.5.2		24		Section 6.11.5.2 line 24, Status here is confusing, as it mixes the Status of the MLME action and status of the actual operation. Rename "Status field" to "Dsme Gts Status field".

		126		Tero Kivinen		Self		145		6.11.5.2		1		Section 6.11.5.2 line 1, Status here is confusing, as it mixes the Status of the MLME action and status of the actual operation. Rename "Status field" to "Dsme Gts Status field".

		127		Tero Kivinen		Self		145		6.11.5.2		7		Section 6.11.5.2 line 7, Status here is confusing, as it mixes the Status of the MLME action and status of the actual operation. Rename "Status field" to "Dsme Gts Status field".

		128		Tero Kivinen		Self		146		6.11.5.5		28		Section 6.11.5.5 line 28, Status here is confusing, as it mixes the Status of the MLME action and status of the actual operation. Rename "Status field" to "Dsme Gts Status field".

		129		Tero Kivinen		Self		146		6.11.5.5		30		Section 6.11.5.5 line 30, Status here is confusing, as it mixes the Status of the MLME action and status of the actual operation. I think it should call MLME-DSME-GTS.confirm with both Status set to SUCCESS, and DsmeGtsStatus set to APPROVE.

		130		Tero Kivinen		Self		146		6.11.5.5		32		Section 6.11.5.5 line 32 There is no DSMEGTSSABSpecification parameter. Change "DSMEGTSSABSpeification" to "DsmeSabSpecification".

		131		Tero Kivinen		Self		156		6.12.3.3		4		Section 6.12.3.3 line 4 The text "for the devices operating in 920 Mhz band, a sender device may skip doing CSMA-CA" might be incorrect, as in other cases the text contains "Japanese 920 MHz band", not just any 920 MHz band. Is this CSMA-CA skipping allowed for any user on 920 MHz band, or only those using the Japanese 920 MHz band?

		132		Don Sturek		Itron		164		6.17		16		I suspect this sentence fragment is supposed to be a sub-bullett for the above items but not sure.

		133		Don Sturek		Itron		164		6.17.1.1		20		Link to 10.2.5 does not work

		134		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		164		6.17.1.1		20		Subclause 10.2.5 does not link yo 10.2.5

		135		Don Sturek		Itron		164		6.17.1.1		22		Not sure what the ED minimum and maximum are saying.  The values from MLME-SCAN.confirm would indicate those should be 0x00 to 0xff

		136		Don Sturek		Itron		164		6.17.1.1		23		Isn't this information just a rehash of what is stated in 10.2.5?  Wondering why we need another copy here.

		137		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		164		6.17				In this subclause, some Figure and Table in the sentence are underlline.
Such as 6.17.1.2 Line34 Underline at "Figre 6-79" 
And some Figure, Table and Subclause does not link to exact  Figure, Table and Subclause.


		138		Tero Kivinen		Self		165		6.17.1.2		Figure 6-79		Section 6.17.1.2 Figure 6-79 This figure does not seem to have anything to do with maxTxFailTime. I think this is wrong figure. Replace with correct figure.

		139		Tero Kivinen		Self		165		6.17.1.3		Figure 6-80		Section 6.17.1.3 Figure 6-80 Figure is bitmap, and is not searchable. 

		140		Don Sturek		Itron		166		6.17.1.6		1		First, line 1 is blank and should be removed.  Next, line 2 has a "?" where an "=" probably belongs.   I would search the document for "?" as I saw a number of these.

		141		Tero Kivinen		Self		166		6.17.1.4		Figure 6-81		Section 6.17.1.4 Figure 6-81 Figure is bitmap, and is not searchable. 

		142		Tero Kivinen		Self		166		6.17.1.5		Figure 6-82		Section 6.17.1.5 Figure 6-82 Figure is bitmap, and is not searchable. 

		143		Hidetoshi Yokota		Landis+Gyr		167		6.17.1.6		2		"?" is wrong

		144		Tero Kivinen		Self		167		6.17.1.7		2		Section 6.17.1.7 line 2 Replace text "Power ? -150 dBm" with "Power <= -150 dBm".

		145		Hidetoshi Yokota		Landis+Gyr		167		6.17.1.6		6		"?" is wrong

		146		Tero Kivinen		Self		167		6.17.1.7		6		Section 6.17.1.7 line 6 Replace text "Power ? -0 dBm" with "Power >= -0 dBm".

		147		Tero Kivinen		Self		167		6.17.1.7		13		Section 6.17.1.7 line 13, this is not first use of Received Signal Noise Indicator, it was already used and defined in the header. Either use RSNI, or if we ignore the definition in the header, defined it here.

		148		Tero Kivinen		Self		167		6.17.1.7		16		Section 6.17.1.7 line 16, this is first use of ANPI, expand it here. The text looks like it would expand the term, but ANPI is average noise power indicator, and there is no those words there.

		149		Tero Kivinen		Self		167		6.17.1.7		16		Section 6.17.1.7 line 16, RCPI-ANPI is not a defined acronyn, and this is only use for it, remove "(RCPI-ANPI)", especially as the text before does not even explain that acronym. Or is this trying to say RCPI - ANPI as an expression?

		150		Tero Kivinen		Self		167		6.17.1.7		17		Section 6.17.1.7 line 17 This is first use of IPI expand here.

		151		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		167		6.17.1.6		2, 6		"?" shoud be "="

		152		Tero Kivinen		Self		167		6.17.1.6		Figure 6-83		Section 6.17.1.6 Figure 6-83 Figure is bitmap, and is not searchable. 

		153		Tero Kivinen		Self		167		6.17.1.7		Figure 6-84		Section 6.17.1.7 Figure 6-84 Figure is bitmap, and is not searchable. 

		154		Tero Kivinen		Self		168		6.17.1.8		15		Section 6.17.1.8 line 15 This is first use of SFD, expand it here.

		155		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		168		6.17.1.9		24		"6.17.1.7" is blue color with underline

		156		Kunal Shah		Itron Inc.		168		6.17.1.9		26		IPI measured power values shows ? Instead of <. 

		157		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		168		6.17.1.9		26		In the Talbe 6-6 "?" shoud be "<" (IPI Lvel 0 to 11) amd "?" shoud be "-" at IPI Level 12.

		158		Hidetoshi Yokota		Landis+Gyr		168		6.17.1.9		26		all "?"s on Table 6-6 are wrong

		159		Tero Kivinen		Self		168		6.17.1.9		Table 6-6		Section 6.17.1.9 Table 6-6 The table still has ? characters where there should be <= instead. Replace ? with <=.

		160		Tero Kivinen		Self		168		6.17.1.8		Table 8-108		Section 6.17.1.8 line 16 The text here says values are 0x00 and 0xff as shown in Table 8-108 and Table 8-108 for macRssi refers back to here in 6.17.1.8. I.e., what does the actual value 0x00 or 0xff mean? Add text explaining what the values actually mean. 

		161		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		169		6.17.2.4		7		"Figure 6-87" 

		162		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		169		6.17.2.5		11		"Figure 6-88" There is no Figure 6-88.

		163		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		169		6.17.1.11		10-17		Section number, Table does not link.

		164		Tero Kivinen		Self		169		6.17.1.9		Table 6-6		Section 6.17.1.9 Table 6-6 The last line says "?55 < IPI", but I think it is supposed to say "IPI > -55". 

		165		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		170		6.17.2.1		5		Cross reference to 7.4.2.19 is blue underlined like it is a web-link  which is not correct style… it does not work as a hyperlink either.

		166		Tero Kivinen		Self		170		6.17.2.2		19		Section 6.17.2.2 line 19 We have acronym TPC for Transmit power control, add that to the header, i.e. change "6.17.2.2 Transmit Power Control" to "6.17.2.2 Transport Power Control (TPC)".

		167		Tero Kivinen		Self		170		6.17.2.2		20		Section 6.17.2.2 line 20 This is not first use of TPC, do not expand here.

		168		Tero Kivinen		Self		170		6.17.2.2		30		Section 6.17.2.2 line 30 We do not have CSMA/CA as acronym, but we CSMA-CA. Replace all "CSMA/CA" with "CSMA-CA" (4 instances in 6.17.2.2.

		169		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		171		6.17.2.3		1		Strange use of RED in figures 6-85 and 6-86 on some primitive names,

		170		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		171		6.17.2.4		7		underline unnecessary

		171		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		171		6.17.2.5		11		underline unnecessary

		172		Tero Kivinen		Self		171		6.17.2.3		Figure 6-85		Section 6.17.2.3 Figure 6-85 The figure has some font issues, where dashes go over the E of the MLME etc. It also has some arrows in red, and some text is in red too without any reason for color. Fix the figure.

		173		Tero Kivinen		Self		171		6.17.2.3		Figure 6-86		Section 6.17.2.3 Figure 6-86 The figure has some font issues, where dashes go over the E of the MLME etc. It also has some arrows in red, and some text is in red too without any reason for color. Fix the figure.

		174		Tero Kivinen		Self		171		6.17.2.4		Figure 6-87		Section 6.17.2.4 line 7 The figure 6-87 is missing, as the current Figure 6-87 should really be 6-88 as it is about SRM Infrmation Notification, not about SRM Report. Add the missing figure. 

		175		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		172		6.17.2.5		5		Figure 6-87 caption has unnecessary editing marks Acknowledgement changed to Acknowledgment

		176		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		172		6.17.2.5		7		underline unnecessary

		177		Tero Kivinen		Self		172		6.17.2.5		Figure 6-87		Section 6.17.2.5 Figure 6-87 The figure does not need to have "(AckedConfirm=TRUE/FALSE)" text at all, as that parameter does not affect the resulting flow chart. This figure also has some font issues iwth MLME-SRM-INFORMATION parts. Remove the "(AckedConfirm=TRUE/FALSE)" and fix fonts. Also this is really a figure 6-88, and figure 6-87 is missing.

		178		Kunal Shah		Itron Inc.		173		6.18		26		Remove blonk pages.

		179		Don Sturek		Itron		174		6.18		16		Extra line

		180		Don Sturek		Itron		175		6.18		1		Extra page

		181		Tero Kivinen		Self		176		7.1		3		Section 7.1 line 3, this is not first use of EUI-64, do not expand here.

		182		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		177		7.2.1.1		15		Typo?
"described in 6.12.2t." 

		183		Tero Kivinen		Self		177		7.2.1.3		15		Section 7.2.1.3 line 15 This is not first use of LE, do not expand here.

		184		Don Sturek		Itron		185		7.3.1.2		11		Might help to add "as defined in Section 7.4" to the end of this rather self defining statement.

		185		Tero Kivinen		Self		185		7.3.1.3		23		Section 7.3.1.3 line 23, this is not first use of Battery Life Extension (BLE), so do not expand the acronym. Replace "Battery Life Extension (BLE) field" with "BLE field".

		186		Tero Kivinen		Self		185		7.3.1.3		Figure 7-7		Section 7.3.1.3 figure 7-7, this is not first use of Battery Life Extension (BLE), so do not expand the acronym. Replace "Battery Life Extension (BLE)" with "BLE" in the figure 7-7.

		187		Tero Kivinen		Self		189		7.3.3		20		Section 7.3.3 line 20, replace "Enh-ACK" with "Enh-Ack". 

		188		Tero Kivinen		Self		190		7.3.5		24		Section 7.3.5 line 24 This is first use of MCPS, expand here.

		189		Tero Kivinen		Self		196		7.4.2.2		5		Section 7.4.2.2 line 5 This is not first use of OUI, do not expand here.

		190		Tero Kivinen		Self		201		7.4.2.9		11		Section 7.4.2.9 line 11 This is not first use of Frak, do not expand here.

		191		Tero Kivinen		Self		207		7.4.2.13		1		Section 7.4.2.13 line 1 this is first use of DPSK, expand here.

		192		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		209		7.4.2.17		13		There is no space "inTable 7-15".

		193		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		209		7.4.2.17		 12-15		Table 7-19 and Table 8-108 are no link.

		194		Tero Kivinen		Self		209		7.4.2.17		Figure 7-46		Section 7.4.2.17 Figure 7-46 The figure is in bitmap form and is not searchable. Convert to proper figure.

		195		Tero Kivinen		Self		209		7.4.2.17		Table 7-15		Section 7.4.2.17 Table 7-15 The "MacTxFailTime" has wrong case, replace with "macTxFailTime". 

		196		Tero Kivinen		Self		210		7.4.2.17		Table 7-15		Section 7.4.2.17 Table 7-15 Table continuation on the next page has wrong type of header, there is box around the "Table 7-15 -- Format of SRM Metric ID (continued)" header.

		197		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		210		7.4.2.17				Table 7-15—Format of SRM Metric ID (continued) does not need borders.

		198						211		7.4.2.19.2		18		Blue color at "Table 7-17"

		199		Henk de Ruijter		Silicon Labs		215		7.4.4.1		na		Wrong references Link Margin IE for two occurances (Sub-ID value 0x37 and 0x38

		200		Henk de Ruijter		Silicon Labs		215		7.4.4.1		na		Wrong references for RS-GFSK (0x38)

		201		Tero Kivinen		Self		222		7.4.4.10		5		Section 7.4.4.10 line 5 This is not first use of SFD, do not expand it here.

		202		Tero Kivinen		Self		222		7.4.4.10		7		Section 7.4.4.10 line 7 This is first use of NRNSC expand here on first use at the beginning of line, not on the 2nd use at the end of line.

		203		Tero Kivinen		Self		222		7.4.4.10		9		Section 7.4.4.10 line 9 This is first use of RSC, expand here on first use at the beginning of line, not on the 2nd use at the end of line.

		204		Tero Kivinen		Self		231		7.4.4.16		8		Section 7.4.4.16 line 8 This is first use of OVSF, expand it here.

		205		Tero Kivinen		Self		232		7.4.4.17		Table 7-73		Section 7.4.4.17 table 7-73 has bit 23 twice, first in the Spreading Pattern, and second time in the Reserved field. Change Reserved field bit numbers from "23-31" to "24-31". 

		206		Tero Kivinen		Self		235		7.4.4.18		4		Section 7.4.4.18 line 4 This is first use of MCS, expand here.

		207		Tero Kivinen		Self		239		7.4.4.19		8		Section 7.4.4.19 line 8 This is first use of STF, expand it here.

		208		Tero Kivinen		Self		245		7.4.4.23		1		Section 7.4.4.23 line 1, this is first use of EIRP, expand here.

		209		Tero Kivinen		Self		248		7.4.4.29		13		Section 7.4.4.29 line 13 This is first use of LMR, expand here.

		210		Henk de Ruijter		Silicon Labs		251		7.4.4.33		18		Wrong reference

		211		Henk de Ruijter		Silicon Labs		251		7.4.4.33				All references to clause 32, in sub-cause 7.4.4.33, should be changed to 31. Clause 32 does not exist.

		212		Tero Kivinen		Self		266		7.5.15		7		Section 7.5.15 line 7 has field called Status. This is very confusing when we have MLME Status parameter. Rename this to Dsme Gts Status. Change "Status Field" to "Dsme Gts Status field" twice on the line.

		213		Tero Kivinen		Self		266		7.5.15		Figure 7-124		Section 7.5.15 figure 7-124 has field called Status. This is very confusing when we have MLME Status parameter. Rename this to Dsme Gts Status.

		214		Tero Kivinen		Self		266		7.5.15		Table 7-58		Section 7.5.15 Table 7-58 Change the title from "Status field values" to "Dsme Gts Status field values".

		215		Tero Kivinen		Self		268		7.5.16		1		Section 7.5.16 line 1 has field called Status. This is very confusing when we have MLME Status parameter. Rename this to Dsme Gts Status. Change "Status Field" to "Dsme Gts Status field" twice on the line.

		216		Don Sturek		Itron		274		7.5.26		24		Need a space between "in" and "table"

		217		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		274		7.5.26		21
26		"Figure 7-141" undeline with no link.
"Figure 7-142" undeline and ther is no "Figure 7-142" at link page. 

		218		Tero Kivinen		Self		274		7.5.26		Figure 7-141		Section 7.5.26 Figure 7-141 Figure is missing header at all. Add "Figure 7-141 -- SRM Request command Content field Format" for the figure heading.

		219		Tero Kivinen		Self		274		7.5.26		Table 8-81		Section 7.5.26 line 24 The "Table 8-81" is missing space before it, replace "inTable 8-81" with "in Table 8-81". 

		220		Tero Kivinen		Self		274		7.5.26		Table 8-81		Section 7.5.26 line 24 Do not combine SrmHandle and SRM Token. Add separate SrmToken to the table 8-81 and change this to refer to SrmToken.

		221		Tero Kivinen		Self		275		7.2.26		2		Section 7.2.26 line 2 If the Start Time field is not present, what value is assumed for Start Time field? I would guess value 0 would be best. Specify the value when it is not present.

		222		Don Sturek		Itron		275		7.5.26		3		SRM Duration, according to 7-141, is always present

		223		Tero Kivinen		Self		275		7.2.26		4		Section 7.2.26 line 4 If the SRM Duration field is not present, what value is assumed for SRM Duration?

		224		Tero Kivinen		Self		275		7.2.26		6		Section 7.2.26 line 6 If the Channel Page field is not present, what value is assumed for Channel Page field? I would guess current channel page would be best. Specify the value when it is not present.

		225		Don Sturek		Itron		274		7.5.26		25		This line seems wrong.  I think the value is unique only among outstanding SRM Request frames issued by the same source device.

		226		Tero Kivinen		Self		275		7.2.26		8		Section 7.2.26 line 84 If the Channel Number field is not present, what value is assumed for Channel Number field? I would guess current channel number would be best. Specify the value when it is not present.

		227		Don Sturek		Itron		275		7.5.26		9		Actually this comment applies to lines 9-19.  I don't see how Start Time, SRM Duration, Channel Page, Channel Number and Link Handle can be omitted (see 7-141).   There is nothing in the primitives for SRM that would indicate how they would be set on the receiving side if omitted in the MAC command

		228		Don Sturek		Itron		275		7.5.26		19		"with" -> "which"

		229		Don Sturek		Itron		275		7.5.26		19		Link to Table 8-85 is broken

		230		Tero Kivinen		Self		275		7.5.26		Figure 7-141		Section 7.5.26 Figure 7-141 Figure heading is above figure, when it should be below it. Move the heading to correct place. Also this should be figure 7-142, as Figure 7-141 should be the SRM Request command Content field figure, which does not have heading.

		231		Tero Kivinen		Self		275		7.5.27		Figure 7-141		Section 7.5.27 Figure 7-141 The SRM Duration field length should be 0/4, as it can be omitted by setting SRM Duration Present field to 0. Or if the SRM Duration is mandatory field, then remove SRM Duration Present completely.

		232		Tero Kivinen		Self		275		7.5.26		Table 7-96		Section 7.5.26 line 9 There is no Table 7-96, Fix the reference, or add the table.

		233		Tero Kivinen		Self		275		7.5.26		Table 8-85		Section 7.5.26 line 19 The Table 8-85 does not describe anything about the Link Handle. Fix the reference to correct location.

		234		Tero Kivinen		Self		276		7.5.27		1		Section 7.5.27 Figure 7-143 line 1. Havinf field Status inside the MAC command is bad idea, as it can very easily be confused with MLME Status. Rename the "Status" to "SRM Status".

		235		Tero Kivinen		Self		276		7.5.27		6		Section 7.5.27 line 6. Having Status field inside the MAC command is bad idea, as it can very easily be confused with MLME Status. Rename the "Status field" to "SRM Status field".

		236		Tero Kivinen		Self		276		7.5.27		9		Section 7.5.27 line 9 There is no Address Mode or Device Address fields. I assume they are supposed to be in the Measured Device Information field, which is not described anywhere. Either remove them, or specify where they are.

		237		Tero Kivinen		Self		276		7.5.27		Figure 7-143		Section 7.5.27 figure 7-143 Figure is missing heading. Add "Figure 7-143 -- SRM Response command Content field format".

		238		Tero Kivinen		Self		276		7.5.27		Figure 7-143		Section 7.5.27 Figure 7-143 There is field Measured Device Information, but the contents of that is never described. Add description of that field.

		239		Tero Kivinen		Self		276		7.5.27		Figure 7-143		Section 7.5.27 Figure 7-143 The attribute Value field cannot be 4 octets long, as there are several attributes which have different length. Some of them are arrays, and lots of them are 1 octet fields. Change from "4" to "variable".

		240		Tero Kivinen		Self		276		7.5.28		Figure 7-143		Section 7.5.28 Figure 7-143 The attribute Value field cannot be 4 octets long, as there are several attributes which have different length. Some of them are arrays, and lots of them are 1 octet fields. Change from "4" to "variable".

		241		Tero Kivinen		Self		276		7.5.27		Figure 7-144		Section 7.5.27 figure 7-142 header, Having Status field inside the MAC command is bad idea, as it can very easily be confused with MLME Status. Rename the "Status field" to "SRM Status field". This also should be Figure 7-144 instead 7-142.

		242		Tero Kivinen		Self		276		7.5.28		Table 7-143		Section 7.5.28 figure 7-143 Figure heading is on the next page. Also the heading claims this is table 7-143, but references to it say it is 7-145.

		243		Tero Kivinen		Self		276		7.5.27		Table 7-15		Section 7.5.27 line 3 There is missing space between "in" and Table 7-15. Replace "inTable 7-15" with "in Table 7-15".

		244		Tero Kivinen		Self		277		7.5.28		5		Section 7.5.28 line 5 Combing SrmHandle parameter and SRM Token fields is bad idea. Add new parameter SrmToken to MLME-SRM-REPORT and use that for SrmToken, and keep SrmHandle as internal value.

		245		Tero Kivinen		Self		277		7.5.29		Figure 7-144		Section 7.5.29 Figure 7-144 The figure heading claims this is figure 7-144, but the references claim it should be 7-146.

		246		Tero Kivinen		Self		277		7.5.29		Figure 7-144		Section 7.5.29 Figure 7-144 The attribute Value field cannot be 4 octets long, as there are several attributes which have different length. Some of them are arrays, and lots of them are 1 octet fields. Change from "4" to "variable".

		247		Kunal Shah		Itron Inc.		279		7.5.30		2		Remove blonk pages.

		248		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		280		8.1		5		"may be invoked" should be "is invoked".  This is the defined interface for layer management. 

		249		Tero Kivinen		Self		280		8.1		10		Section 8.1 line 10 This is not first use of MCSP, do not expand here.

		250		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		281		8.2.1				Table 8-1 in the SRM related raw, there are no link exact Subclause and no jumpu to the subclause.

		251		Tero Kivinen		Self		282		8.2.2		21		Section 8.2.2 line 21 add text here explaining generic errors, and specify that none of those error codes are not mentioned in the Status valid range field of any of the primitives. The generic security errors include "COUNTER_ERROR, IMPROPER_KEY_TYPE, IMPROPER_SECURITY_LEVEL, SECURITY_ERROR, UNAVAILABLE_KEY, UNSUPPORTED_LEGACY, UNSUPPORTED_SECURITY". Generic transmit errors include "CHANNEL_ACCESS_FAILURE, FRAME_TOO_LONG, NO_ACK, TRANSACTION_EXPIRED, TRANSACTION_OVERFLOW". Remove all of those error codes from all other primitives, and replace them with reference to 8.2.2. What about "NO_DATA" error is that generic error, or specific to some primitives? I think it should be listed as generic, and text should be added here specifying what it means. Add reference to section 6.6 for TRANSACTION_OVERFLOW and TRANSACTION_EXPIRE codes. After this is done, go through all primitives for status parameters values left in them, and verify that the meaning of them is explained there. 

		252		Tero Kivinen		Self		284		8.2.3.1		2		Section 8.2.3.1 line 2 is not complete. Looking at the parameters it can either send Association Request (7.5.2) or DSME Association request command (7.5.12). Add text to explain that.

		253		Tero Kivinen		Self		284		8.2.3.2		9		Section 8.2.3.2 line 9 is not complete. Looking at the parameters this MLME-ASSOCIATE.indication can be called when device receives either Association Request (7.5.2) or DSME Association request command (7.5.12). Add text to explain that.

		254		Tero Kivinen		Self		284		8.2.3.1		Table 8-53		Section 8.2.3.1 Table 8-4 parameter Direction refers to table 8-53, but has Type of Integer and Valid Range of 0x00-0x01, where Table 8-53 has type of Enumeration and Valid range of TX, RX. Change Type and Valid range to be "Enumeration", and "TX, RX". 

		255		Tero Kivinen		Self		286		8.2.3.3		23		Section 8.2.3.3 line 23 has Status parameter, but this is not the normal status parameter, this is Association Status field of the Association Response or DSME Association Response commands. Rename the Status to AssocationStatus to make this clear.

		256		Tero Kivinen		Self		286		8.2.3.3		26		Section 8.2.3.3 line 26 says that coordinator generates Association Response command as described in 7.5.3, but looking at the parameters, I think it can also generate DSME Association Response command as defined in 7.5.13. This text needs to explain that too.

		257		Tero Kivinen		Self		286		8.2.3.3		29		Section 8.2.3.3 line 29 talks about Status field, as it is talking about the Status parameter stored in the Association Status field. Change the Status to AssocationStatus to make clear what field/parameter is talked here.

		258		Tero Kivinen		Self		286		8.2.3.2		Table 8-53		Section 8.2.3.2 Table 8-5 parameter Direction refers to table 8-53, but has Type of Integer and Valid Range of 0x00-0x01, where Table 8-53 has type of Enumeration and Valid range of TX, RX. Change Type and Valid range to be "Enumeration", and "TX, RX". 

		259		Tero Kivinen		Self		287		8.2.3.4		7		Section 8.2.3.4 line 7 MLME-ASSOCIATION.confirm do have Status, but there is no Association Status parameter for this primitive. The Status parameter tells whether sending (DMSE or normal) Association request succeeded or failed, but does not tell whether association succeeded or failed, and if it failed why it failed. Add AssociationStatus parameter to this primitive immediately after the AssocShortAddress paramater.

		260		Tero Kivinen		Self		287		8.2.3.3		Table 7-55		Section 8.2.3.3 Table 8-6 has Status parameter, but this is not the normal status parameter, this is Association Status field of the Association Response or DSME Association Response commands. Rename the Status to AssocationStatus to make this clear. Valid range already points to section 7.5.3, but it should really point directly to table 7-55 which contains Assocation Table field values. The description could point to the 7.5.3. Change Valid range to "As defined in Table 7-55", and change Description to "The association status of the association attempt as defined in 7.5.3".

		261		Tero Kivinen		Self		288		8.2.3.4		Table 7-55		Section 8.2.3.4 line 6 do have Status, but there is no Association Status parameter for this primitive. The Status parameter tells whether sending (DMSE) Association request succeeded or failed, but does not tell whether association succeeded or failed, and if it failed why it failed. Add AssociationStatus parameter to this primitive with Type "Enumeration", Valid Range "As defined in Table 7-55", and Description of "The association status of the association attempt from association request command as defined in 7.5.3". Add this immediately after the AssocShortAddress paramater.

		262		Tero Kivinen		Self		288		8.2.3.4		Table 7-55		Section 8.2.3.4 Table 8-7 do have Status, but there is no Association Status parameter for this primitive. The Status parameter tells whether sending (DMSE) Association request succeeded or failed, but does not tell whether association succeeded or failed, and if it failed why it failed. Add AssociationStatus parameter to this primitive with Type "Enumeration", Valid Range "As defined in Table 7-55", and Description of "The association status of the association attempt from association request command as defined in 7.5.3". Add this immediately after the AssocShortAddress paramater.

		263		Tero Kivinen		Self		289		8.2.3.4		2		Section 8.2.3.4 line 2 this text is inaccurate. The Status of the (DSME) Assocation Request command might be SUCCESS, but the assocation might have still failed. The device needs to check new AssociationStatus parameter to see what went wrong (I.e., whether PAN is at capacity or access was denied etc). Add text here to explain this.

		264		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		292		8.2.5		6		"may send" is wrong.   Also this SAP defines more than sending, it also include notification (as stated in the second paragraph).

		265		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		294		8.2.5.1		27		For the TimeStamp parameter, I notice it sets "The precision of this value shall be a minimum of 20-bits, with the lowest four bits being the least significant."   This is somewhat confusing.... i.e. it is odd to talk about precision on an integer field since integers are precise by their nature.  Also the low four bits are naturally least significant so why state this.  Similar wording appears in nine other places in the draft. The indicated page/line is the first occurrence of ten

		266		Don Sturek		Itron		297		8.2.5.2		14		For IMPROPER_IE_SECURITY, it should be possible for the upper layer to accept ALL or NONE of the IE's in the frame.   It should not be a requirement that in frames where some IE's pass security processing and some fail, the upper layer must process the IE's that pass security.

		267		Don Sturek		Itron		300		8.2.6.1		3		Add an "a" between "matches" and "given"

		268		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		301		8.2.6.3		15		"may be required" is incorrect. The sentence is stating a fact - in some cases it will be required, but the interface is out of scope of this standard.

		269		Don Sturek		Itron		301		8.2.6.3		18		Add an "a" between "matches" and "given"

		270		Tero Kivinen		Self		302		8.2.6.4		7		Section 8.2.6.4 table 8-19 Status parameter has value if INVALID_INDEX, which is not described anywhere what it means. Add text after line 7 explaining that "INVALID_INDEX - The index inside the hierarchical values in PIBAttribute is out of range.".

		271		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		309		8.2.10.1		4		"This primitive may also be generated to cancel a previously generated request to enable the receiver" is wrong.

		272		Tero Kivinen		Self		314		8.2.11.2		Table 8-30		Section 8.2.11.2 Table 8-30 has Status code of BAD_CHANNEL, but there is no text explainin when it is returned. Add text explaining when this error can be returned.

		273		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		316		8.2.12.1		42		Lots of cross references to clause numbers tables etc. while appearing to be clickable do not bring you to the referenced item (some do some don't, I can't see why this is ?  The referenced clause/page/line is just one such.  Where the description of CoordRealignSecurityLevel references Table 9-6, which appears clickable but does not bring you to the table.  There are 26 references to this table. The one at the bottom of page 434 does work but the previous 12 do not.  I did not continue to check the rest.  Many other such cross-references don't work as hyperlinks, while many do.

		274		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		324		8.2.15.1		11		Another erroneous "may". "This primitive may also be generated to cancel a previously generated request" is stating a possibility, not a requirement.

		275		Tero Kivinen		Self		325		8.2.16.2		24		Section 8.2.16.2 line 24 uses MLME-CHANNEL.confirm but there is no MLME-CHANNEL.confirm primitive at all. I assume it should be MLME-SOUNDING.confirm, i.e., replace "MLME-CHANNEL.confirm" with "MLME-SOUNDING-confirm". 

		276		Tero Kivinen		Self		326		8.2.16.2		Table 8-39		Section 8.2.16.2 line 13 in description says it returns UNSUPPORTED_ATTRIBUTE if sounding capability is not supported by PHY, but Status list does not include UNSUPPORTED_ATTRIBUTE, but instead do have separate error message SOUNDING_NOT_SUPPORTED. I do not think there is need for separate error case for SOUNDING_NOT_SUPPORTED, especially as MLME-SOUNDING.request does not take any parameters, so there cannot be any other unsupported attributes in it. Replace the SOUNDING_NOT_SUPPORTED in the Table 8-39 Valid range column of Status with UNSUPPORTED_ATTRIBUTE

		277		Tero Kivinen		Self		326		8.2.16.2		Table 8-39		Section 8.2.16.2 table 8-39 has Status value of SOUNDING_NOT_SUPPORTED. This is not explained in the text unless the text on lines 12-13 should refer to SOUNDING_NOT_SUPPORTED instead of UNSUPPORTED_ATTRIBUTE.

		278		Tero Kivinen		Self		327		8.2.17.2		Table 8-41		Section 8.2.16.2 Table 8-41 has Status value of UNSUPPORTED_ATTRIBUTE, but there are not attributes written here. I think the SOUNDING_NOT_SUPPORTED would be better error message when sounding is not supported. Change "UNSUPPORTED_ATTRIBUTE" to "SOUNDING_NOT_SUPPORTED".

		279		Tero Kivinen		Self		328		8.2.17.2		9		Section 8.2.17.2 line 9 talks about Status value of UNSUPPORTED_ATTRIBUTE, but there are not attributes written here. I think the SOUNDING_NOT_SUPPORTED would be better error message when sounding is not supported. Change "UNSUPPORTED_ATTRIBUTE" to "SOUNDING_NOT_SUPPORTED".

		280		Tero Kivinen		Self		329		8.2.18.1		Table 8-42		Section 8.2.18.1 Table 8-42 DstAddrMode entry uses Valid Range of NO_ADDRESS instead of NONE like we use in all other places. Replace "NO_ADDRESS" with "NONE". The SrcAddrMode few lines above do use correct range.

		281		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		330		8.2.18.1		1		"may be generated by a higher layer" is incorrect use of "may" which describes an optional behavior within the scope of the standard, while higher layer is clearly out of scope of the standard. 

		282		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		332		8.2.18.3		5		"A higher layer may use the information contained" is clearly stating a possible action of the higher layer, not an optional behavior within the scope of this standard.

		283		Tero Kivinen		Self		332		8.2.18.3		Table 8-44		Section 8.2.18.3 Table 8-44 SrcAddrMode entry uses Valid Range of NO_ADDRESS instead of NONE like we use in all other places. Replace "NO_ADDRESS" with "NONE".

		284		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		333		8.2.19.1		2		"may be used by a higher layer" is incorrect use of "may". 

		285		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		334		8.2.19.3		26		"may be used by the device management layer" is stating a requirement on a higher layer (out of scope of this standard)

		286		Tero Kivinen		Self		343		8.2.20.4.		24		Section 8.2.20.4. This is not normal MLME Status, rename it to DsmeGtsStatus. 

		287		Tero Kivinen		Self		344		8.2.20.4		23		Section 8.2.20.4, line 23, the Status here combines both status codes, and the actual status from the DSME GTS response command. Make those two separate. Add DsmeGtsStatus parameter to primitive in the location where Status now, and move the Status to the end.

		288		Tero Kivinen		Self		344		8.2.20.3		Table 7-58		Section 8.2.20.3 Table 8-56. This is not normal status, this is GtsStatus, and should be renamed to such. Rename the Name from "Status" to "GtsStatus", change type from Enumeration to Integer, change Valid range to "As specified in Table 7-58". 

		289		Tero Kivinen		Self		344		8.2.20.3		Table 8-56		Section 8.2.20.3 line 8 has text assuming Status field is interger, and sets it to zero, one, two etc with specific error codes. The Status in Table 8-56 is specified as Enumeration. This Status is not normal transmission status, this is DsmeGtsStatus, and it should be renamed as such. Change text "The Status field of the command shall be set to zero if the Status parameter value is SUCCESS. The Status field shall be set to one if the Status parameter value is DENIED. The Status field shall be set to two if the Status parameter value is INVALID_PARAMETER" to "The Dsme Gts Status field of the command shall be set to the value DsmeGtsStatus parameter"

		290		Tero Kivinen		Self		344		8.2.20.4		Table 8-56		Section 8.2.20.4 table 8-56 rename Status to DsmeGtsStatus, change the Valid range to say "APPROVED, DISAPPROVED_LACK_OF_AVAILABILITY, DISAPPROVED_UNKNOWN_GTS", and Description to say DsmeGtsStatus field of the DSME-GTS response to send out.

		291		Tero Kivinen		Self		345		8.2.20.4		2		Section 8.2.20.4 line 2 the text "If the value of the Status field in the command is zero (SUCCESS)" assumes the type of Status is integer, and assumes the status is mapped to integer. Change the text to say "If the value of the Status parameter is SUCCESS and the Dsme Gts Status field of the DSME Response command is zero (APPROVED),".

		292		Tero Kivinen		Self		345		8.2.20.4		2		Section 8.2.20.4 line 2, the text "check the Status field of the command" is not something higher layer can do, as it does not see the command. It can check the "Status and DsmeGtsStatus parameters of the confirm". On the other hand if this is describing what device does automatically, then that is already described in the 6.11.5.1. Perhaps some of this text can be removed.

		293		Tero Kivinen		Self		345		8.2.20.4		3		Section 8.2.20.4 line 3. The "as described in ." is missing the reference to the section 6.11.5.1. Change "as described in ." to "as described in 6.11.5.1".

		294		Tero Kivinen		Self		345		8.2.20.4		6-8		Section 8.2.20.4 line 6-8 contains text explaining how to set Status field based on the status parameter. Replace the text "The Status field of the command shall be set to zero if the Status parameter value is SUCCESS. The Status field shall be set to one if the Status parameter value is DENIED. The Status field shall be set to two if the Status paramter valie is INVALID_PARAMETER." with "The DsmeGtsStatus parameter shall be set to have value of the Dsme Gts Status field of the command."

		295		Tero Kivinen		Self		345		8.2.20.4		Table 7-58		Section 8.2.20.4 table 8-57 Status parameter has value of DENIED, which is not normal status, but is actually the DsmeGtsStatus from the DSME GTS Response Command. Separate this out, by adding new DsmeGtsStatus, with type of integer, valid range "as specified in Table 7-58", and with description of "The status of DSME-GTS request". Change the Description of "Status" to "The status of the request."

		296		Tero Kivinen		Self		345		8.2.20.4		Table 8-57		Section 8.2.20.4 table 8-57 has Status value of FAILURE, but there is no text explaining how and when that status value is returned. Remove the value FAILURE from valid range of Status.

		297		Tero Kivinen		Self		345		8.2.20.4				Section 8.2.20.4 lines 11-14. The text "If the value of the Status field in the command is zero, the Status in this pirmitive shall be set to SUCCESS. If the value of the Status field is one, the Status paramter shall be set to DENIED. If the value of the Status field is two, the Status parameter shall be set to INVALID_PARAMETER." is not tied to anything in and is very confusing. Also it mixes Status parameter with DsmeGtsStatus from the DSME GTS Response. Remove the text.
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251 282 8.2.2 21

270 302 8.2.6.4 7

272 314 8.2.11.2 Table 8-30

296 345 8.2.20.4 Table 8-57

Section 8.2.2 line 21 add text here explaining generic errors, and specify that none 

of those error codes are not mentioned in the Status valid range field of any of the 

primitives. The generic security errors include "COUNTER_ERROR, 

IMPROPER_KEY_TYPE, IMPROPER_SECURITY_LEVEL, SECURITY_ERROR, 

UNAVAILABLE_KEY, UNSUPPORTED_LEGACY, UNSUPPORTED_SECURITY". 

Generic transmit errors include "CHANNEL_ACCESS_FAILURE, 

FRAME_TOO_LONG, NO_ACK, TRANSACTION_EXPIRED, 

TRANSACTION_OVERFLOW". Remove all of those error codes from all other 

primitives, and replace them with reference to 8.2.2. What about "NO_DATA" error 

is that generic error, or specific to some primitives? I think it should be listed as 

generic, and text should be added here specifying what it means. Add reference to 

section 6.6 for TRANSACTION_OVERFLOW and TRANSACTION_EXPIRE codes. 

After this is done, go through all primitives for status parameters values left in 

them, and verify that the meaning of them is explained there. 

Section 8.2.6.4 table 8-19 Status parameter has value if INVALID_INDEX, which is 

not described anywhere what it means. Add text after line 7 explaining that 

"INVALID_INDEX - The index inside the hierarchical values in PIBAttribute is out 

of range.".

Section 8.2.11.2 Table 8-30 has Status code of BAD_CHANNEL, but there is no 

text explainin when it is returned. Add text explaining when this error can be 

returned.

Section 8.2.20.4 table 8-57 has Status value of FAILURE, but there is no text 

explaining how and when that status value is returned. Remove the value FAILURE 

from valid range of Status.
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		CID		Name		Affiliation		Page		Sub-clause		Line #		Comment

		1		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		0		0		0		General:  We've used "may" inappropriately a lot in the past.  "may" states an optional requirement, a permisible action within the scope of the standard (ref  6.4.7 of the IEEE-SA Standards Board Operations Manual and 10.2.2 of the IEEE-SA Stanards Style Manual).   Inappropriate uses include in informative statements, and when describing actions outside the scope of the standard.  

		2		Clint Powell		PWC		1		1		1		Too many Incorrect references and broken reference links. This makes the spec unusable - therefor a technical issue.

		3		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		15				5		The document says: "... ternary amplitude shift keying (TASK) and ternary amplitude shift keying (RS-GFSK)". Both acronyms cannot apply to the same description. 


		4		Tero Kivinen		Self		17		Table of contents		17		Table of contents line 17. Some of the top level section names has formatting error where the page number is immediately after the text, i.e., it is missing the "...." fill between the section name and number.

		5		Don Sturek		Itron		17		TOC		17		TOC entries on line 17 and 45 need some reformatting

		6		Tero Kivinen		Self		44		1		1		Section 1 line 1 The previous page (pdf page 31) has page number 32 in footer, this page (pdf page 32) has page 44 in the footer, i.e., page numbers skip 12 pages suddenly.

		7		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		44		1		1		Page numbering doesn't follow standards style requirements. 

		8		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		46		3.1		11		Inappropriate use of normative language: "may" states an optional requirement, a permisible action within the scope of the standard (ref  6.4.7 of the IEEE-SA Standards Board Operations Manual and 10.2.2 of the IEEE-SA Stanards Style Manual). Clause 3 is not to include requirements.  In this case the definition is not needed and should be removed.

		9		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		46		3.1		22		Inappropriate use of normative language: "may" states an optional requirement, a permisible action within the scope of the standard (ref  6.4.7 of the IEEE-SA Standards Board Operations Manual and 10.2.2 of the IEEE-SA Stanards Style Manual). Clause 3 is not to include requirements. 

		10		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		46		3.1		26		Inappropriate use of normative language: "may" states an optional requirement, a permisible action within the scope of the standard (ref  6.4.7 of the IEEE-SA Standards Board Operations Manual and 10.2.2 of the IEEE-SA Stanards Style Manual). Clause 3 is not to include requirements.  In this case, it is stating a possible capability: can is used for statements of possibility and capability.

		11		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		47		3.1		8		Inappropriate use of normative language: "may" states an optional requirement, a permisible action within the scope of the standard (ref  6.4.7 of the IEEE-SA Standards Board Operations Manual and 10.2.2 of the IEEE-SA Stanards Style Manual). Clause 3 is not to include requirements.  In this case, it is stating a possible capability: can is used for statements of possibility and capability.

		12		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		47		3.1		10		Inappropriate use of "may" .  

		13		Tero Kivinen		Self		48		3.2		26		Section 3.2 line 26 Defined term FCC is not used anywhere in the document, remove the term.

		14		Tero Kivinen		Self		49		3.2		40		Section 3.2 line 40 There is only one reference to PC in the whole standard, remove the PC from acronyms and use expanded version in the one location where it appears.

		15		Tero Kivinen		Self		49		3.2		42		Section 3.2 line 42 There is no uses of acronym PD anywhere in standard, remove it.

		16		Tero Kivinen		Self		50		3.4		27		Section 3.4 line 27 Acronym RIV is not used at all in the standard, remove it from acronym list.

		17		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		52		4.1		5		Another "may" that is stating a possibility, not really an optional requirement.

		18		Tero Kivinen		Self		52		4.1		11		Section 4.1 line 11 This is first use of PSDU, expand it here.

		19		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		52		4.2		18		"The terms octet and bit may also be written as octets or bits." is describing conventions used in the document, not optional requirements defined in the standard. All four terms do appear in this standard so need not be uncertain.  Yup, we've used "may" wrong a lot in the past.

		20		Tero Kivinen		Self		52		4.2		25		Section 4.2 line 25 This is first use of LSB, expand here.

		21		Tero Kivinen		Self		52		4.2		25		Section 4.2 line 25 This is first use if MSB, expand here.

		22		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		53		4.3		4		"Numbers encoded in fields may be signed or unsigned integers" isn't correct use of 'may' either.  In this case, numbers are one or the other. There is no other choice.

		23		Tero Kivinen		Self		53		4.5		22		Section 4.5 line 22 This is not first use of LSB, do not expand here.

		24		Tero Kivinen		Self		53		4.5		22		Section 4.5 line 22 This is not first use of MSB, do not expand here.

		25		Tero Kivinen		Self		54		4.5.1		6		Section 4.5.1 line 6 First use of the OUI, expand here.

		26		Tero Kivinen		Self		54		4.5.1		7		Section 4.5.1 line 7 This is not first use of LSB, do not expand here.

		27		Tero Kivinen		Self		54		4.5.1		7		Section 4.5.1 line 7 This is not first use of MSB, do not expand here.

		28		Don Sturek		Itron		54		4.5.1		18		In Figure 4-7, the arrow symbol used in the first column turned in a "?"

		29		Kunal Shah		Itron Inc.		54		4.5.1		18		Arrow is missing for RMO -> LMO

		30		Tero Kivinen		Self		54		4.5.1		Figure 4-7		Section 4.5.1 Figure 4-7 The There is question marks in the figure between RMO and LMO, and between LSB and MSB. Perhaps it should be some kind of arror ->?

		31		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		56		5.2		19		Document says "...applicationspaces…"

		32		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		56		5.2.1		27		"SUN devices may employ mesh or peer-to-peer multihop techniques to communicate with an access point" isn't exactly correct.  In fact SUN devices typically employ mesh and/or peer-to-peer multihop forwarding in the stated cases.

		33		Tero Kivinen		Self		57		5.2.4		12		Section 5.2.4 line 12 This is first use of ID, expand here.

		34		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		57		5.2.7		30		Description of CMB is not different from description of MBAN

		35		Tero Kivinen		Self		58		5.5		20		Section 5.5 line 20 This is the first use of RFD-TX, expand it here.

		36		Tero Kivinen		Self		58		5.5		22		Section 5.5 line 22 This is only use of PC, remove the (PC) part and remove the PC from the acronym list.

		37		Tero Kivinen		Self		59		5.5		1		Section 5.5 line 1 This is not first use of ID, do not expand here.

		38		Tero Kivinen		Self		59		5.5		1		Section 5.5 line 1 ID is defined acronym use it here. Change "a unique identifier" to "a unique ID".

		39		Tero Kivinen		Self		59		5.5.1		11		Section 5.5.1 line 11 This is first use of RFD-RX, expand it here.

		40		Tero Kivinen		Self		60		5.5.2		3		Section 5.5.2 line 3 This is first use of SPC, expand it here.

		41		Tero Kivinen		Self		60		5.5.2		3		Section 5.5.2 line 3 This is first use of TMCTP, expand it here.

		42		Tero Kivinen		Self		60		5.5.2		9		Section 5.5.2 line 9 this is first use of CAP, so expand it here, change "CAP" with "contention access period (CAP)"

		43		Tero Kivinen		Self		60		5.5.2		9		Section 5.5.2 line 9 this is first use of CFP, so expand it here, change "CFP" with "contention-free period (CFP)"

		44		Tero Kivinen		Self		61		5.6.1		4		Section 5.6.1 line 4 This is first use of HRP, expand here.

		45		Tero Kivinen		Self		61		5.6.1		4		Section 5.6.1 line 4 This is first use of UWB, expand it here.

		46		Don Sturek		Itron		61		5.6.1		7		Didn't we retire the ASK PHY?  If so we should remove it from this list

		47		Tero Kivinen		Self		61		5.6.1		7		Section 5.6.1 line 7, this is first use of BPSK so expand it here, replace "BPSK" with "binary phase-shift keying (BPSK)".

		48		Tero Kivinen		Self		61		5.6.1		7		Section 5.6.1 line 7 This is first use of GFSK, expand here.

		49		Tero Kivinen		Self		61		5.6.1		7		Section 5.6.1 line 7 This is first use of O-QPSK expand here.

		50		Tero Kivinen		Self		61		5.6.1		10		Section 5.6.1 line 10 This is first use of LRP, expand here.

		51		Tero Kivinen		Self		61		5.6.1		10		Section 5.6.1 line 10 This is first use of MSK, expand here.

		52		Tero Kivinen		Self		62		5.6.1		2		Section 5.6.1 line 2 This is first use of TASK, expand it here.

		53		Tero Kivinen		Self		62		5.6.2		8		Section 5.6.2 line 8 This is first use of GTS, expand here.

		54		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		62		5.7.1.1		20		Figure 5.5 b) the arrow to the right of "Beacons" is not pointing correctly to the next Beacon. This may confuse implementers. 

		55		Tero Kivinen		Self		62		5.7.1.1		21		Section 5.7.1.1 line 21 this is not first use of CAP, so do expand it here, change "contention access period (CAP)" with "CAP".

		56		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		62		5.7.1.1		21		Document says: "Any device wishing to communicate during the contention access period (CAP) between two beacons …" the different periods in a frame have not been defined yet in the document. It makes the reading confusing.

		57		Tero Kivinen		Self		62		5.7.1.1		22		Section 5.7.1.1 line 22, this is first use of CSMA-CA, so replace "CSMA-CA" with "carrier sense multiple access with collision avoidance (CSMA-CA)".

		58		Tero Kivinen		Self		62		5.7.1.1		24		Section 5.7.1.1 line 24 This is not first use of GTS, do not expand it here.

		59		Tero Kivinen		Self		62		5.7.1.1		25		Section 5.7.1.1 line 25 this is not first use of CFP, so do expand it here, change "contention-free period (CFP)" with "CFP".

		60		Chris Hett		Landis+Gyr		63		5.7.1.2		10-11		Figure 5-7 and surrounding text appear to have formatting issues.  Text in the figure is difficult to read and formatted strangely.  Title of figure is in the wrong place and truncated.

		61		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		63		5.7.1.2				 Figure 5-7 does not appear full caption. 

		62		Tero Kivinen		Self		64		5.7.1.4		2		Section 5.7.1.4 line 2, this is the first use of the BOP acronym, so expand it here, i.e., change "BOP" to "beacon only period (BOP)". 

		63		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		64		5.7.2.2		24		Document says: "When a device wishes to transfer data in a nonbeacon-enabled PAN, it transmits its Data frame to the coordinator." This sentence is confusing.

		64		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		64		5.7.2.3		27-30		The description assumes that there is only one device connected to the coordinator. Is that the only possible case? (point-to-point)

		65		Tero Kivinen		Self		65		5.7.3		15		Section 5.7.3 line 15 This is not first use of PSDU, do not expand it here.

		66		Tero Kivinen		Self		65		5.7.3		16		Section 5.7.3 line 16 This is first use of PPDU, expand it here.

		67		Tero Kivinen		Self		65		5.7.3		19		Section 5.7.3 line 20 This is first use of IE, expand here, or on the line 19, where we use plural form IEs.

		68		Tero Kivinen		Self		65		5.7.4		28		Section 5.7.4 line 28 This is first use of PCA, expand it here.

		69		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		66		5.7.5		24		Document says : "... This standard was developed with limited power supply…"

		70		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		66		5.7.5		24		Document says: "However, the physical implementation of this standard will require…"

		71		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		66		5.7.5		32		Document says: " Higher powered devices have the option …"

		72		Tero Kivinen		Self		67		5.7.6		36		Section 5.7.6 line 36. The text "When nontrivial protection is required, replay protection is always provide" is not true for TSCH mode. Add note here about that.

		73		Tero Kivinen		Self		68		5.7.7		4		Section 5.7.7 line 4 This is first use of SRM, expand it here.

		74		Tero Kivinen		Self		68		5.7.7		14		Section 5.7.7 line 14 This is first use of LE, expand here.

		75		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		68		5.7.7		18		Document says: "Full measurement: the device conducts the measurement for a specified duration of time regardless of the channel." This statement is strange and liekly incomplete.

		76		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		69		5.7.7		2		 "Table 8-98" does not link to Table 8-98 
Same as another "Table 8-98" does not link to Table 8-98.
Many Figures and Tables, and Subclause in the sentence are not linked.

		77		Don Sturek		Itron		69		5.9		28		Extra sub bullet

		78		Tero Kivinen		Self		69		5.9		30		Section 5.9 line 30 this is first use of the FSK, expand it here.

		79		Don Sturek		Itron		70		5.9		1		Extra line/page

		80		Kunal Shah		Itron Inc.		70		5.9		1		Remove blank page.

		81		Tero Kivinen		Self		75		6.2.4		19		Section 6.2.4 line 19 This is first use of RX, expand it here.

		82		Tero Kivinen		Self		75		6.2.4		19		Section 6.2.4 line 19 This is first use of TX, expand it here.

		83		Chris Hett		Landis+Gyr		76		6.2.5.1		19		Text says:  "CW0 shall be initialized to two before each transmission attempt and reset to
CW0".  It doesn't make sense to set CW0 to CW0.

		84		Tero Kivinen		Self		76		6.2.5.1		Figure 6-5		Section 6.2.5.1 line 24 does not match figure 6-5. This line says that if BLE is set to 1 and we are using slotted system, then BE shall be initialized to min(2, macMinBe). In the figure 6-5 there is arrow from "Battery Life Extension?" to right "Y" to box saying BE = macMinBe, i.e., exactly same as what is set when Battery Life Extension is N. Fix the figure to match the text.

		85		Chris Hett		Landis+Gyr		77		6.2.5.1		1		Text says: "In slotted
systems with the received BLE field set to one, this value shall be initialized to the lesser of two and the
value of macMinBe", however Figure 6-5 shows BE set directly to macMinBe in this case.

		86		Chris Hett		Landis+Gyr		78		6.2.5.1		6		The text says:  "...for the regulatory domains that require listen LBT…"

		87		Tero Kivinen		Self		78		6.2.5.3		40		Section 6.2.5.3 line 40 The text does not parse correctly: "A successful resets the BE to minimum value macMinBe". Successful what? I think it should say "successful transfer resets".

		88		Chris Hett		Landis+Gyr		78		6.2.5.3		40		The text says:  "A successful resets the BE to the minimum value macMinBe."

		89		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		78		6.2.5.3		40		The document says: "A successful resets the BE to the minimum value macMinBe. " 

		90		Chris Hett		Landis+Gyr		78		6.2.5.1		4,8		I think 'macBattLifeExtPeriods' should be italicized

		91		Tero Kivinen		Self		80		6.2.5.4		6		Section 6.2.5.4 line 6 This is first use of MSDU expand here.

		92		Tero Kivinen		Self		80		6.2.5.4		40		Section 6.2.5.4 line 40 This is not first use of PIB, do not expand here.

		93		Tero Kivinen		Self		83		6.2.5.5		18		Section 6.2.5.5 line 18 This is first use of MPDU expand here.

		94		Tero Kivinen		Self		87		6.2.9		Figure 6-11		Section 6.2.9 Figure 6-11 For some reason the figure 6-11 is after Figure 6-12 and ends up in quite wrong place, causing confusion. Move the figure 6-11 to be part of section 6.2.8 not 6.2.9.

		95		Tero Kivinen		Self		89		6.3.1		16		Section 6.3.1 line 16, this is first use of CSS, expand it here.

		96		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		95		6.3.2.1		17		Document says: "A device that is associated through a coordinator that is not the PAN coordinator shall not be capable of detecting a PAN ID conflict": Is it correct for this specification to mandate this behavior?

		97		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		96		6.3.3.1		23		Document says "... for an Coexistence Specification IE should take …"

		98		Tero Kivinen		Self		100		6.3.4		2		Section 6.3.4 line 2 This is not first use of LBT, do not expand.

		99		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		100		6.3.6		33		Document says: "...ASN is required for the generate the nonce…" This is incomplete or unclear.

		100		Tero Kivinen		Self		102		6.4.1		32		Section 6.4.1 line 32. There is no Status field in the Association response. Change "Status field" to "Association Status field". 

		101		Tero Kivinen		Self		102		6.4.1		35		Section 6.4.1 line 35. There is no Status field in the Association response. Change "Status field" to "Association Status field". 

		102		Tero Kivinen		Self		104		6.4.1		Figure 6-22		Section 6.4.1 Figure 6-22. On the FFD next higher layer there is first MCSP-DATA.request with TX, RX DPS information, but I have no idea what that is supposed to do. There is no frame going out with that MCSP-DATA.request call, but there is confirm. Then there MLME-DPS.request which can be used to set the TX, RX DPS information if needed. What is the meaning of the MCSP-DATA.request in the beginning. I think it is leftover from somewhere, and should be removed. If it is not removed, then text needs to be added explaining what it is doing. Also even the MLME-DPS.request step is not explained in the text. I think the MCSP-DATA.request, confirm and MLME-DPS.request should not be there at all, especially as device associating cannot know what the DPS values are before it joins the network, so the coordinator should use default vauls for DPS. My suggestion is to remove them all from the left side.

		103		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		105		6.4.2		26		Document says: "...behavior is required. A device shall only disassociate from the PAN if …"Is the second statement only valid for TSHC devices?, if so it should be worth clarifying it. If not the second sentence should be in another paragraph.

		104		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		106		6.4.3		5		The document says: "... sending an Association Request command with the Association Type field of the Capability Information field set to one to the coordinator of an existing PAN" The statement is confusing.

		105		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		106		6.4.3		10		Document says:"...association request, it send an MLME-ASSOCIATE.response…"

		106		Tero Kivinen		Self		106		6.4.3		13		Section 6.4.3 line 13 the "Status parameter" is bit confusing as MLME-ASSOCIATION.response has Status parameter, but it is not normal MLME status parameter, but instead it is the Association Status field for the Association Response command. Change the "Status parameter" to "AssociationStatus parameter".

		107		Tero Kivinen		Self		106		6.4.3		16		Section 6.4.3 line 16. There is no Status field in the Association response. Change "Status field" to "Association Status field". 

		108		Tero Kivinen		Self		106		6.4.3		17		Section 6.4.3 line 17. There is no Status field in the Association response. Change "Status field" to "Association Status field". 

		109		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		108		6.5.2		10		Document says: "If a Beacon frame is received, the MLME shall discard the Beacon frame if the Source Address and the Source PAN ID fields of the MHR of the Beacon frame do not match the coordinator source address (macCoordShortAddress or macCoordExtendedAddress, depending on the addressing mode) and the PAN ID of the device (macPanId). This specification should not manddate this discarding behavior.

		110		Tero Kivinen		Self		115		6.7.2		20		Section 6.7.2 line 20 this is first use of the FCS, expand it here.

		111		Tero Kivinen		Self		115		6.7.2		41		Section 6.7.2 line 41 this is the first use of EUI-64, do expand here.

		112		Tero Kivinen		Self		124		6.7.8		Figure 6-41		Section 6.7.8 Figure 6-41 Figure has aMaxFrameRetries changed to macMaxFrameRetries with underlining and overstrikes. It should simply say macMaxFrameRetries.

		113		Tero Kivinen		Self		124		6.7.8		Figure 6-42		Section 6.7.8 Figure 6-42 Figure has aMaxFrameRetries changed to macMaxFrameRetries with underlining and overstrikes. It should simply say macMaxFrameRetries.

		114		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		131		6.9.1		18		Second line of paragraph language tense is wrong "… has the Ranging field set to indicated ranging and ..."

		115		Tero Kivinen		Self		131		6.9.1		22		Section 6.9.1 line 22 This is first use of RMAKER, expand it here.

		116		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		131		6.9.2		29		Fourth word in sixth line of paragraph is a typo "dynamice"

		117		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		132		6.9.4		23		Figure 6-48 seems to have editing marks (underline and strikeouts) which I would only expect in an amendment not in a revision.

		118		Tero Kivinen		Self		132		6.9.4		Figure 6-48		Section 6.9.4 Figure 6-48 Figure has editing marks (underline, overstrike) on the right side of the figure where TX to RX ranging was changed to RX to TX ranging. Remove editing marks (two instances on right, and one instance on left). There is also underlined "(TX to RX ranging information)" on left side too.

		119		Tero Kivinen		Self		138		6.11.3.1		4		Section 6.11.3.1 line 4 This is first use of SAB, expand it here.

		120		Tero Kivinen		Self		141		6.11.5.1		29		Section 6.11.5.1 line 29. This text uses MLME-DSME-GTS.response primitive with Status parameter, which is not normal status parameter, but is DsmeGtsStatus. Rewrite by first fixing typo "MLME-DSME-GTS.reponse" to "MLME-DSME-GTS.response" and then change "Status parameter" to "DsmeGtsStatus parameter". Change "SUCCESS" to "APPROVED"

		121		Tero Kivinen		Self		141		6.11.5.1		32		Section 6.11.5.1 line 32 the Status here is confusing, as it mixes the Status of the MLME action and status of the actual operation. Rename "Status" to "Dsme Gts Status".

		122		Tero Kivinen		Self		141		6.11.5.1		37		Section 6.11.5.1 line 37 the Status here is confusing, as it mixes the Status of the MLME action and status of the actual operation. Rename "Status field" to "Dsme Gts Status field".

		123		Tero Kivinen		Self		141		6.11.5.1		43		Section 6.11.5.1 line 43 the Status here is confusing, as it mixes the Status of the MLME action and status of the actual operation. Rename "Status field" to "Dsme Gts Status field".

		124		Tero Kivinen		Self		141		6.11.5.1		Table 7-58		Section 6.11.5.1 line 35. This text uses MLME-DSME-GTS.response primitive with Status parameter, which is not normal status parameter, but is DsmeGtsStatus. Rewrite by first fixing typo "MLME-DSME-GTS.reponse" to "MLME-DSME-GTS.response" and then change "Status parameter" to "DsmeGtsStatus parameter". Rewrite the values DENIED, and INVALID_PARAMETER to match values from table 7-58.

		125		Tero Kivinen		Self		144		6.11.5.2		24		Section 6.11.5.2 line 24, Status here is confusing, as it mixes the Status of the MLME action and status of the actual operation. Rename "Status field" to "Dsme Gts Status field".

		126		Tero Kivinen		Self		145		6.11.5.2		1		Section 6.11.5.2 line 1, Status here is confusing, as it mixes the Status of the MLME action and status of the actual operation. Rename "Status field" to "Dsme Gts Status field".

		127		Tero Kivinen		Self		145		6.11.5.2		7		Section 6.11.5.2 line 7, Status here is confusing, as it mixes the Status of the MLME action and status of the actual operation. Rename "Status field" to "Dsme Gts Status field".

		128		Tero Kivinen		Self		146		6.11.5.5		28		Section 6.11.5.5 line 28, Status here is confusing, as it mixes the Status of the MLME action and status of the actual operation. Rename "Status field" to "Dsme Gts Status field".

		129		Tero Kivinen		Self		146		6.11.5.5		30		Section 6.11.5.5 line 30, Status here is confusing, as it mixes the Status of the MLME action and status of the actual operation. I think it should call MLME-DSME-GTS.confirm with both Status set to SUCCESS, and DsmeGtsStatus set to APPROVE.

		130		Tero Kivinen		Self		146		6.11.5.5		32		Section 6.11.5.5 line 32 There is no DSMEGTSSABSpecification parameter. Change "DSMEGTSSABSpeification" to "DsmeSabSpecification".

		131		Tero Kivinen		Self		156		6.12.3.3		4		Section 6.12.3.3 line 4 The text "for the devices operating in 920 Mhz band, a sender device may skip doing CSMA-CA" might be incorrect, as in other cases the text contains "Japanese 920 MHz band", not just any 920 MHz band. Is this CSMA-CA skipping allowed for any user on 920 MHz band, or only those using the Japanese 920 MHz band?

		132		Don Sturek		Itron		164		6.17		16		I suspect this sentence fragment is supposed to be a sub-bullett for the above items but not sure.

		133		Don Sturek		Itron		164		6.17.1.1		20		Link to 10.2.5 does not work

		134		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		164		6.17.1.1		20		Subclause 10.2.5 does not link yo 10.2.5

		135		Don Sturek		Itron		164		6.17.1.1		22		Not sure what the ED minimum and maximum are saying.  The values from MLME-SCAN.confirm would indicate those should be 0x00 to 0xff

		136		Don Sturek		Itron		164		6.17.1.1		23		Isn't this information just a rehash of what is stated in 10.2.5?  Wondering why we need another copy here.

		137		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		164		6.17				In this subclause, some Figure and Table in the sentence are underlline.
Such as 6.17.1.2 Line34 Underline at "Figre 6-79" 
And some Figure, Table and Subclause does not link to exact  Figure, Table and Subclause.


		138		Tero Kivinen		Self		165		6.17.1.2		Figure 6-79		Section 6.17.1.2 Figure 6-79 This figure does not seem to have anything to do with maxTxFailTime. I think this is wrong figure. Replace with correct figure.

		139		Tero Kivinen		Self		165		6.17.1.3		Figure 6-80		Section 6.17.1.3 Figure 6-80 Figure is bitmap, and is not searchable. 

		140		Don Sturek		Itron		166		6.17.1.6		1		First, line 1 is blank and should be removed.  Next, line 2 has a "?" where an "=" probably belongs.   I would search the document for "?" as I saw a number of these.

		141		Tero Kivinen		Self		166		6.17.1.4		Figure 6-81		Section 6.17.1.4 Figure 6-81 Figure is bitmap, and is not searchable. 

		142		Tero Kivinen		Self		166		6.17.1.5		Figure 6-82		Section 6.17.1.5 Figure 6-82 Figure is bitmap, and is not searchable. 

		143		Hidetoshi Yokota		Landis+Gyr		167		6.17.1.6		2		"?" is wrong

		144		Tero Kivinen		Self		167		6.17.1.7		2		Section 6.17.1.7 line 2 Replace text "Power ? -150 dBm" with "Power <= -150 dBm".

		145		Hidetoshi Yokota		Landis+Gyr		167		6.17.1.6		6		"?" is wrong

		146		Tero Kivinen		Self		167		6.17.1.7		6		Section 6.17.1.7 line 6 Replace text "Power ? -0 dBm" with "Power >= -0 dBm".

		147		Tero Kivinen		Self		167		6.17.1.7		13		Section 6.17.1.7 line 13, this is not first use of Received Signal Noise Indicator, it was already used and defined in the header. Either use RSNI, or if we ignore the definition in the header, defined it here.

		148		Tero Kivinen		Self		167		6.17.1.7		16		Section 6.17.1.7 line 16, this is first use of ANPI, expand it here. The text looks like it would expand the term, but ANPI is average noise power indicator, and there is no those words there.

		149		Tero Kivinen		Self		167		6.17.1.7		16		Section 6.17.1.7 line 16, RCPI-ANPI is not a defined acronyn, and this is only use for it, remove "(RCPI-ANPI)", especially as the text before does not even explain that acronym. Or is this trying to say RCPI - ANPI as an expression?

		150		Tero Kivinen		Self		167		6.17.1.7		17		Section 6.17.1.7 line 17 This is first use of IPI expand here.

		151		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		167		6.17.1.6		2, 6		"?" shoud be "="

		152		Tero Kivinen		Self		167		6.17.1.6		Figure 6-83		Section 6.17.1.6 Figure 6-83 Figure is bitmap, and is not searchable. 

		153		Tero Kivinen		Self		167		6.17.1.7		Figure 6-84		Section 6.17.1.7 Figure 6-84 Figure is bitmap, and is not searchable. 

		154		Tero Kivinen		Self		168		6.17.1.8		15		Section 6.17.1.8 line 15 This is first use of SFD, expand it here.

		155		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		168		6.17.1.9		24		"6.17.1.7" is blue color with underline

		156		Kunal Shah		Itron Inc.		168		6.17.1.9		26		IPI measured power values shows ? Instead of <. 

		157		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		168		6.17.1.9		26		In the Talbe 6-6 "?" shoud be "<" (IPI Lvel 0 to 11) amd "?" shoud be "-" at IPI Level 12.

		158		Hidetoshi Yokota		Landis+Gyr		168		6.17.1.9		26		all "?"s on Table 6-6 are wrong

		159		Tero Kivinen		Self		168		6.17.1.9		Table 6-6		Section 6.17.1.9 Table 6-6 The table still has ? characters where there should be <= instead. Replace ? with <=.

		160		Tero Kivinen		Self		168		6.17.1.8		Table 8-108		Section 6.17.1.8 line 16 The text here says values are 0x00 and 0xff as shown in Table 8-108 and Table 8-108 for macRssi refers back to here in 6.17.1.8. I.e., what does the actual value 0x00 or 0xff mean? Add text explaining what the values actually mean. 

		161		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		169		6.17.2.4		7		"Figure 6-87" 

		162		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		169		6.17.2.5		11		"Figure 6-88" There is no Figure 6-88.

		163		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		169		6.17.1.11		10-17		Section number, Table does not link.

		164		Tero Kivinen		Self		169		6.17.1.9		Table 6-6		Section 6.17.1.9 Table 6-6 The last line says "?55 < IPI", but I think it is supposed to say "IPI > -55". 

		165		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		170		6.17.2.1		5		Cross reference to 7.4.2.19 is blue underlined like it is a web-link  which is not correct style… it does not work as a hyperlink either.

		166		Tero Kivinen		Self		170		6.17.2.2		19		Section 6.17.2.2 line 19 We have acronym TPC for Transmit power control, add that to the header, i.e. change "6.17.2.2 Transmit Power Control" to "6.17.2.2 Transport Power Control (TPC)".

		167		Tero Kivinen		Self		170		6.17.2.2		20		Section 6.17.2.2 line 20 This is not first use of TPC, do not expand here.

		168		Tero Kivinen		Self		170		6.17.2.2		30		Section 6.17.2.2 line 30 We do not have CSMA/CA as acronym, but we CSMA-CA. Replace all "CSMA/CA" with "CSMA-CA" (4 instances in 6.17.2.2.

		169		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		171		6.17.2.3		1		Strange use of RED in figures 6-85 and 6-86 on some primitive names,

		170		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		171		6.17.2.4		7		underline unnecessary

		171		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		171		6.17.2.5		11		underline unnecessary

		172		Tero Kivinen		Self		171		6.17.2.3		Figure 6-85		Section 6.17.2.3 Figure 6-85 The figure has some font issues, where dashes go over the E of the MLME etc. It also has some arrows in red, and some text is in red too without any reason for color. Fix the figure.

		173		Tero Kivinen		Self		171		6.17.2.3		Figure 6-86		Section 6.17.2.3 Figure 6-86 The figure has some font issues, where dashes go over the E of the MLME etc. It also has some arrows in red, and some text is in red too without any reason for color. Fix the figure.

		174		Tero Kivinen		Self		171		6.17.2.4		Figure 6-87		Section 6.17.2.4 line 7 The figure 6-87 is missing, as the current Figure 6-87 should really be 6-88 as it is about SRM Infrmation Notification, not about SRM Report. Add the missing figure. 

		175		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		172		6.17.2.5		5		Figure 6-87 caption has unnecessary editing marks Acknowledgement changed to Acknowledgment

		176		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		172		6.17.2.5		7		underline unnecessary

		177		Tero Kivinen		Self		172		6.17.2.5		Figure 6-87		Section 6.17.2.5 Figure 6-87 The figure does not need to have "(AckedConfirm=TRUE/FALSE)" text at all, as that parameter does not affect the resulting flow chart. This figure also has some font issues iwth MLME-SRM-INFORMATION parts. Remove the "(AckedConfirm=TRUE/FALSE)" and fix fonts. Also this is really a figure 6-88, and figure 6-87 is missing.

		178		Kunal Shah		Itron Inc.		173		6.18		26		Remove blonk pages.

		179		Don Sturek		Itron		174		6.18		16		Extra line

		180		Don Sturek		Itron		175		6.18		1		Extra page

		181		Tero Kivinen		Self		176		7.1		3		Section 7.1 line 3, this is not first use of EUI-64, do not expand here.

		182		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		177		7.2.1.1		15		Typo?
"described in 6.12.2t." 

		183		Tero Kivinen		Self		177		7.2.1.3		15		Section 7.2.1.3 line 15 This is not first use of LE, do not expand here.

		184		Don Sturek		Itron		185		7.3.1.2		11		Might help to add "as defined in Section 7.4" to the end of this rather self defining statement.

		185		Tero Kivinen		Self		185		7.3.1.3		23		Section 7.3.1.3 line 23, this is not first use of Battery Life Extension (BLE), so do not expand the acronym. Replace "Battery Life Extension (BLE) field" with "BLE field".

		186		Tero Kivinen		Self		185		7.3.1.3		Figure 7-7		Section 7.3.1.3 figure 7-7, this is not first use of Battery Life Extension (BLE), so do not expand the acronym. Replace "Battery Life Extension (BLE)" with "BLE" in the figure 7-7.

		187		Tero Kivinen		Self		189		7.3.3		20		Section 7.3.3 line 20, replace "Enh-ACK" with "Enh-Ack". 

		188		Tero Kivinen		Self		190		7.3.5		24		Section 7.3.5 line 24 This is first use of MCPS, expand here.

		189		Tero Kivinen		Self		196		7.4.2.2		5		Section 7.4.2.2 line 5 This is not first use of OUI, do not expand here.

		190		Tero Kivinen		Self		201		7.4.2.9		11		Section 7.4.2.9 line 11 This is not first use of Frak, do not expand here.

		191		Tero Kivinen		Self		207		7.4.2.13		1		Section 7.4.2.13 line 1 this is first use of DPSK, expand here.

		192		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		209		7.4.2.17		13		There is no space "inTable 7-15".

		193		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		209		7.4.2.17		 12-15		Table 7-19 and Table 8-108 are no link.

		194		Tero Kivinen		Self		209		7.4.2.17		Figure 7-46		Section 7.4.2.17 Figure 7-46 The figure is in bitmap form and is not searchable. Convert to proper figure.

		195		Tero Kivinen		Self		209		7.4.2.17		Table 7-15		Section 7.4.2.17 Table 7-15 The "MacTxFailTime" has wrong case, replace with "macTxFailTime". 

		196		Tero Kivinen		Self		210		7.4.2.17		Table 7-15		Section 7.4.2.17 Table 7-15 Table continuation on the next page has wrong type of header, there is box around the "Table 7-15 -- Format of SRM Metric ID (continued)" header.

		197		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		210		7.4.2.17				Table 7-15—Format of SRM Metric ID (continued) does not need borders.

		198						211		7.4.2.19.2		18		Blue color at "Table 7-17"

		199		Henk de Ruijter		Silicon Labs		215		7.4.4.1		na		Wrong references Link Margin IE for two occurances (Sub-ID value 0x37 and 0x38

		200		Henk de Ruijter		Silicon Labs		215		7.4.4.1		na		Wrong references for RS-GFSK (0x38)

		201		Tero Kivinen		Self		222		7.4.4.10		5		Section 7.4.4.10 line 5 This is not first use of SFD, do not expand it here.

		202		Tero Kivinen		Self		222		7.4.4.10		7		Section 7.4.4.10 line 7 This is first use of NRNSC expand here on first use at the beginning of line, not on the 2nd use at the end of line.

		203		Tero Kivinen		Self		222		7.4.4.10		9		Section 7.4.4.10 line 9 This is first use of RSC, expand here on first use at the beginning of line, not on the 2nd use at the end of line.

		204		Tero Kivinen		Self		231		7.4.4.16		8		Section 7.4.4.16 line 8 This is first use of OVSF, expand it here.

		205		Tero Kivinen		Self		232		7.4.4.17		Table 7-73		Section 7.4.4.17 table 7-73 has bit 23 twice, first in the Spreading Pattern, and second time in the Reserved field. Change Reserved field bit numbers from "23-31" to "24-31". 

		206		Tero Kivinen		Self		235		7.4.4.18		4		Section 7.4.4.18 line 4 This is first use of MCS, expand here.

		207		Tero Kivinen		Self		239		7.4.4.19		8		Section 7.4.4.19 line 8 This is first use of STF, expand it here.

		208		Tero Kivinen		Self		245		7.4.4.23		1		Section 7.4.4.23 line 1, this is first use of EIRP, expand here.

		209		Tero Kivinen		Self		248		7.4.4.29		13		Section 7.4.4.29 line 13 This is first use of LMR, expand here.

		210		Henk de Ruijter		Silicon Labs		251		7.4.4.33		18		Wrong reference

		211		Henk de Ruijter		Silicon Labs		251		7.4.4.33				All references to clause 32, in sub-cause 7.4.4.33, should be changed to 31. Clause 32 does not exist.

		212		Tero Kivinen		Self		266		7.5.15		7		Section 7.5.15 line 7 has field called Status. This is very confusing when we have MLME Status parameter. Rename this to Dsme Gts Status. Change "Status Field" to "Dsme Gts Status field" twice on the line.

		213		Tero Kivinen		Self		266		7.5.15		Figure 7-124		Section 7.5.15 figure 7-124 has field called Status. This is very confusing when we have MLME Status parameter. Rename this to Dsme Gts Status.

		214		Tero Kivinen		Self		266		7.5.15		Table 7-58		Section 7.5.15 Table 7-58 Change the title from "Status field values" to "Dsme Gts Status field values".

		215		Tero Kivinen		Self		268		7.5.16		1		Section 7.5.16 line 1 has field called Status. This is very confusing when we have MLME Status parameter. Rename this to Dsme Gts Status. Change "Status Field" to "Dsme Gts Status field" twice on the line.

		216		Don Sturek		Itron		274		7.5.26		24		Need a space between "in" and "table"

		217		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		274		7.5.26		21
26		"Figure 7-141" undeline with no link.
"Figure 7-142" undeline and ther is no "Figure 7-142" at link page. 

		218		Tero Kivinen		Self		274		7.5.26		Figure 7-141		Section 7.5.26 Figure 7-141 Figure is missing header at all. Add "Figure 7-141 -- SRM Request command Content field Format" for the figure heading.

		219		Tero Kivinen		Self		274		7.5.26		Table 8-81		Section 7.5.26 line 24 The "Table 8-81" is missing space before it, replace "inTable 8-81" with "in Table 8-81". 

		220		Tero Kivinen		Self		274		7.5.26		Table 8-81		Section 7.5.26 line 24 Do not combine SrmHandle and SRM Token. Add separate SrmToken to the table 8-81 and change this to refer to SrmToken.

		221		Tero Kivinen		Self		275		7.2.26		2		Section 7.2.26 line 2 If the Start Time field is not present, what value is assumed for Start Time field? I would guess value 0 would be best. Specify the value when it is not present.

		222		Don Sturek		Itron		275		7.5.26		3		SRM Duration, according to 7-141, is always present

		223		Tero Kivinen		Self		275		7.2.26		4		Section 7.2.26 line 4 If the SRM Duration field is not present, what value is assumed for SRM Duration?

		224		Tero Kivinen		Self		275		7.2.26		6		Section 7.2.26 line 6 If the Channel Page field is not present, what value is assumed for Channel Page field? I would guess current channel page would be best. Specify the value when it is not present.

		225		Don Sturek		Itron		274		7.5.26		25		This line seems wrong.  I think the value is unique only among outstanding SRM Request frames issued by the same source device.

		226		Tero Kivinen		Self		275		7.2.26		8		Section 7.2.26 line 84 If the Channel Number field is not present, what value is assumed for Channel Number field? I would guess current channel number would be best. Specify the value when it is not present.

		227		Don Sturek		Itron		275		7.5.26		9		Actually this comment applies to lines 9-19.  I don't see how Start Time, SRM Duration, Channel Page, Channel Number and Link Handle can be omitted (see 7-141).   There is nothing in the primitives for SRM that would indicate how they would be set on the receiving side if omitted in the MAC command

		228		Don Sturek		Itron		275		7.5.26		19		"with" -> "which"

		229		Don Sturek		Itron		275		7.5.26		19		Link to Table 8-85 is broken

		230		Tero Kivinen		Self		275		7.5.26		Figure 7-141		Section 7.5.26 Figure 7-141 Figure heading is above figure, when it should be below it. Move the heading to correct place. Also this should be figure 7-142, as Figure 7-141 should be the SRM Request command Content field figure, which does not have heading.

		231		Tero Kivinen		Self		275		7.5.27		Figure 7-141		Section 7.5.27 Figure 7-141 The SRM Duration field length should be 0/4, as it can be omitted by setting SRM Duration Present field to 0. Or if the SRM Duration is mandatory field, then remove SRM Duration Present completely.

		232		Tero Kivinen		Self		275		7.5.26		Table 7-96		Section 7.5.26 line 9 There is no Table 7-96, Fix the reference, or add the table.

		233		Tero Kivinen		Self		275		7.5.26		Table 8-85		Section 7.5.26 line 19 The Table 8-85 does not describe anything about the Link Handle. Fix the reference to correct location.

		234		Tero Kivinen		Self		276		7.5.27		1		Section 7.5.27 Figure 7-143 line 1. Havinf field Status inside the MAC command is bad idea, as it can very easily be confused with MLME Status. Rename the "Status" to "SRM Status".

		235		Tero Kivinen		Self		276		7.5.27		6		Section 7.5.27 line 6. Having Status field inside the MAC command is bad idea, as it can very easily be confused with MLME Status. Rename the "Status field" to "SRM Status field".

		236		Tero Kivinen		Self		276		7.5.27		9		Section 7.5.27 line 9 There is no Address Mode or Device Address fields. I assume they are supposed to be in the Measured Device Information field, which is not described anywhere. Either remove them, or specify where they are.

		237		Tero Kivinen		Self		276		7.5.27		Figure 7-143		Section 7.5.27 figure 7-143 Figure is missing heading. Add "Figure 7-143 -- SRM Response command Content field format".

		238		Tero Kivinen		Self		276		7.5.27		Figure 7-143		Section 7.5.27 Figure 7-143 There is field Measured Device Information, but the contents of that is never described. Add description of that field.

		239		Tero Kivinen		Self		276		7.5.27		Figure 7-143		Section 7.5.27 Figure 7-143 The attribute Value field cannot be 4 octets long, as there are several attributes which have different length. Some of them are arrays, and lots of them are 1 octet fields. Change from "4" to "variable".

		240		Tero Kivinen		Self		276		7.5.28		Figure 7-143		Section 7.5.28 Figure 7-143 The attribute Value field cannot be 4 octets long, as there are several attributes which have different length. Some of them are arrays, and lots of them are 1 octet fields. Change from "4" to "variable".

		241		Tero Kivinen		Self		276		7.5.27		Figure 7-144		Section 7.5.27 figure 7-142 header, Having Status field inside the MAC command is bad idea, as it can very easily be confused with MLME Status. Rename the "Status field" to "SRM Status field". This also should be Figure 7-144 instead 7-142.

		242		Tero Kivinen		Self		276		7.5.28		Table 7-143		Section 7.5.28 figure 7-143 Figure heading is on the next page. Also the heading claims this is table 7-143, but references to it say it is 7-145.

		243		Tero Kivinen		Self		276		7.5.27		Table 7-15		Section 7.5.27 line 3 There is missing space between "in" and Table 7-15. Replace "inTable 7-15" with "in Table 7-15".

		244		Tero Kivinen		Self		277		7.5.28		5		Section 7.5.28 line 5 Combing SrmHandle parameter and SRM Token fields is bad idea. Add new parameter SrmToken to MLME-SRM-REPORT and use that for SrmToken, and keep SrmHandle as internal value.

		245		Tero Kivinen		Self		277		7.5.29		Figure 7-144		Section 7.5.29 Figure 7-144 The figure heading claims this is figure 7-144, but the references claim it should be 7-146.

		246		Tero Kivinen		Self		277		7.5.29		Figure 7-144		Section 7.5.29 Figure 7-144 The attribute Value field cannot be 4 octets long, as there are several attributes which have different length. Some of them are arrays, and lots of them are 1 octet fields. Change from "4" to "variable".

		247		Kunal Shah		Itron Inc.		279		7.5.30		2		Remove blonk pages.

		248		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		280		8.1		5		"may be invoked" should be "is invoked".  This is the defined interface for layer management. 

		249		Tero Kivinen		Self		280		8.1		10		Section 8.1 line 10 This is not first use of MCSP, do not expand here.

		250		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		281		8.2.1				Table 8-1 in the SRM related raw, there are no link exact Subclause and no jumpu to the subclause.

		251		Tero Kivinen		Self		282		8.2.2		21		Section 8.2.2 line 21 add text here explaining generic errors, and specify that none of those error codes are not mentioned in the Status valid range field of any of the primitives. The generic security errors include "COUNTER_ERROR, IMPROPER_KEY_TYPE, IMPROPER_SECURITY_LEVEL, SECURITY_ERROR, UNAVAILABLE_KEY, UNSUPPORTED_LEGACY, UNSUPPORTED_SECURITY". Generic transmit errors include "CHANNEL_ACCESS_FAILURE, FRAME_TOO_LONG, NO_ACK, TRANSACTION_EXPIRED, TRANSACTION_OVERFLOW". Remove all of those error codes from all other primitives, and replace them with reference to 8.2.2. What about "NO_DATA" error is that generic error, or specific to some primitives? I think it should be listed as generic, and text should be added here specifying what it means. Add reference to section 6.6 for TRANSACTION_OVERFLOW and TRANSACTION_EXPIRE codes. After this is done, go through all primitives for status parameters values left in them, and verify that the meaning of them is explained there. 

		252		Tero Kivinen		Self		284		8.2.3.1		2		Section 8.2.3.1 line 2 is not complete. Looking at the parameters it can either send Association Request (7.5.2) or DSME Association request command (7.5.12). Add text to explain that.

		253		Tero Kivinen		Self		284		8.2.3.2		9		Section 8.2.3.2 line 9 is not complete. Looking at the parameters this MLME-ASSOCIATE.indication can be called when device receives either Association Request (7.5.2) or DSME Association request command (7.5.12). Add text to explain that.

		254		Tero Kivinen		Self		284		8.2.3.1		Table 8-53		Section 8.2.3.1 Table 8-4 parameter Direction refers to table 8-53, but has Type of Integer and Valid Range of 0x00-0x01, where Table 8-53 has type of Enumeration and Valid range of TX, RX. Change Type and Valid range to be "Enumeration", and "TX, RX". 

		255		Tero Kivinen		Self		286		8.2.3.3		23		Section 8.2.3.3 line 23 has Status parameter, but this is not the normal status parameter, this is Association Status field of the Association Response or DSME Association Response commands. Rename the Status to AssocationStatus to make this clear.

		256		Tero Kivinen		Self		286		8.2.3.3		26		Section 8.2.3.3 line 26 says that coordinator generates Association Response command as described in 7.5.3, but looking at the parameters, I think it can also generate DSME Association Response command as defined in 7.5.13. This text needs to explain that too.

		257		Tero Kivinen		Self		286		8.2.3.3		29		Section 8.2.3.3 line 29 talks about Status field, as it is talking about the Status parameter stored in the Association Status field. Change the Status to AssocationStatus to make clear what field/parameter is talked here.

		258		Tero Kivinen		Self		286		8.2.3.2		Table 8-53		Section 8.2.3.2 Table 8-5 parameter Direction refers to table 8-53, but has Type of Integer and Valid Range of 0x00-0x01, where Table 8-53 has type of Enumeration and Valid range of TX, RX. Change Type and Valid range to be "Enumeration", and "TX, RX". 

		259		Tero Kivinen		Self		287		8.2.3.4		7		Section 8.2.3.4 line 7 MLME-ASSOCIATION.confirm do have Status, but there is no Association Status parameter for this primitive. The Status parameter tells whether sending (DMSE or normal) Association request succeeded or failed, but does not tell whether association succeeded or failed, and if it failed why it failed. Add AssociationStatus parameter to this primitive immediately after the AssocShortAddress paramater.

		260		Tero Kivinen		Self		287		8.2.3.3		Table 7-55		Section 8.2.3.3 Table 8-6 has Status parameter, but this is not the normal status parameter, this is Association Status field of the Association Response or DSME Association Response commands. Rename the Status to AssocationStatus to make this clear. Valid range already points to section 7.5.3, but it should really point directly to table 7-55 which contains Assocation Table field values. The description could point to the 7.5.3. Change Valid range to "As defined in Table 7-55", and change Description to "The association status of the association attempt as defined in 7.5.3".

		261		Tero Kivinen		Self		288		8.2.3.4		Table 7-55		Section 8.2.3.4 line 6 do have Status, but there is no Association Status parameter for this primitive. The Status parameter tells whether sending (DMSE) Association request succeeded or failed, but does not tell whether association succeeded or failed, and if it failed why it failed. Add AssociationStatus parameter to this primitive with Type "Enumeration", Valid Range "As defined in Table 7-55", and Description of "The association status of the association attempt from association request command as defined in 7.5.3". Add this immediately after the AssocShortAddress paramater.

		262		Tero Kivinen		Self		288		8.2.3.4		Table 7-55		Section 8.2.3.4 Table 8-7 do have Status, but there is no Association Status parameter for this primitive. The Status parameter tells whether sending (DMSE) Association request succeeded or failed, but does not tell whether association succeeded or failed, and if it failed why it failed. Add AssociationStatus parameter to this primitive with Type "Enumeration", Valid Range "As defined in Table 7-55", and Description of "The association status of the association attempt from association request command as defined in 7.5.3". Add this immediately after the AssocShortAddress paramater.

		263		Tero Kivinen		Self		289		8.2.3.4		2		Section 8.2.3.4 line 2 this text is inaccurate. The Status of the (DSME) Assocation Request command might be SUCCESS, but the assocation might have still failed. The device needs to check new AssociationStatus parameter to see what went wrong (I.e., whether PAN is at capacity or access was denied etc). Add text here to explain this.

		264		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		292		8.2.5		6		"may send" is wrong.   Also this SAP defines more than sending, it also include notification (as stated in the second paragraph).

		265		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		294		8.2.5.1		27		For the TimeStamp parameter, I notice it sets "The precision of this value shall be a minimum of 20-bits, with the lowest four bits being the least significant."   This is somewhat confusing.... i.e. it is odd to talk about precision on an integer field since integers are precise by their nature.  Also the low four bits are naturally least significant so why state this.  Similar wording appears in nine other places in the draft. The indicated page/line is the first occurrence of ten

		266		Don Sturek		Itron		297		8.2.5.2		14		For IMPROPER_IE_SECURITY, it should be possible for the upper layer to accept ALL or NONE of the IE's in the frame.   It should not be a requirement that in frames where some IE's pass security processing and some fail, the upper layer must process the IE's that pass security.

		267		Don Sturek		Itron		300		8.2.6.1		3		Add an "a" between "matches" and "given"

		268		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		301		8.2.6.3		15		"may be required" is incorrect. The sentence is stating a fact - in some cases it will be required, but the interface is out of scope of this standard.

		269		Don Sturek		Itron		301		8.2.6.3		18		Add an "a" between "matches" and "given"

		270		Tero Kivinen		Self		302		8.2.6.4		7		Section 8.2.6.4 table 8-19 Status parameter has value if INVALID_INDEX, which is not described anywhere what it means. Add text after line 7 explaining that "INVALID_INDEX - The index inside the hierarchical values in PIBAttribute is out of range.".

		271		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		309		8.2.10.1		4		"This primitive may also be generated to cancel a previously generated request to enable the receiver" is wrong.

		272		Tero Kivinen		Self		314		8.2.11.2		Table 8-30		Section 8.2.11.2 Table 8-30 has Status code of BAD_CHANNEL, but there is no text explainin when it is returned. Add text explaining when this error can be returned.

		273		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		316		8.2.12.1		42		Lots of cross references to clause numbers tables etc. while appearing to be clickable do not bring you to the referenced item (some do some don't, I can't see why this is ?  The referenced clause/page/line is just one such.  Where the description of CoordRealignSecurityLevel references Table 9-6, which appears clickable but does not bring you to the table.  There are 26 references to this table. The one at the bottom of page 434 does work but the previous 12 do not.  I did not continue to check the rest.  Many other such cross-references don't work as hyperlinks, while many do.

		274		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		324		8.2.15.1		11		Another erroneous "may". "This primitive may also be generated to cancel a previously generated request" is stating a possibility, not a requirement.

		275		Tero Kivinen		Self		325		8.2.16.2		24		Section 8.2.16.2 line 24 uses MLME-CHANNEL.confirm but there is no MLME-CHANNEL.confirm primitive at all. I assume it should be MLME-SOUNDING.confirm, i.e., replace "MLME-CHANNEL.confirm" with "MLME-SOUNDING-confirm". 

		276		Tero Kivinen		Self		326		8.2.16.2		Table 8-39		Section 8.2.16.2 line 13 in description says it returns UNSUPPORTED_ATTRIBUTE if sounding capability is not supported by PHY, but Status list does not include UNSUPPORTED_ATTRIBUTE, but instead do have separate error message SOUNDING_NOT_SUPPORTED. I do not think there is need for separate error case for SOUNDING_NOT_SUPPORTED, especially as MLME-SOUNDING.request does not take any parameters, so there cannot be any other unsupported attributes in it. Replace the SOUNDING_NOT_SUPPORTED in the Table 8-39 Valid range column of Status with UNSUPPORTED_ATTRIBUTE

		277		Tero Kivinen		Self		326		8.2.16.2		Table 8-39		Section 8.2.16.2 table 8-39 has Status value of SOUNDING_NOT_SUPPORTED. This is not explained in the text unless the text on lines 12-13 should refer to SOUNDING_NOT_SUPPORTED instead of UNSUPPORTED_ATTRIBUTE.

		278		Tero Kivinen		Self		327		8.2.17.2		Table 8-41		Section 8.2.16.2 Table 8-41 has Status value of UNSUPPORTED_ATTRIBUTE, but there are not attributes written here. I think the SOUNDING_NOT_SUPPORTED would be better error message when sounding is not supported. Change "UNSUPPORTED_ATTRIBUTE" to "SOUNDING_NOT_SUPPORTED".

		279		Tero Kivinen		Self		328		8.2.17.2		9		Section 8.2.17.2 line 9 talks about Status value of UNSUPPORTED_ATTRIBUTE, but there are not attributes written here. I think the SOUNDING_NOT_SUPPORTED would be better error message when sounding is not supported. Change "UNSUPPORTED_ATTRIBUTE" to "SOUNDING_NOT_SUPPORTED".

		280		Tero Kivinen		Self		329		8.2.18.1		Table 8-42		Section 8.2.18.1 Table 8-42 DstAddrMode entry uses Valid Range of NO_ADDRESS instead of NONE like we use in all other places. Replace "NO_ADDRESS" with "NONE". The SrcAddrMode few lines above do use correct range.

		281		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		330		8.2.18.1		1		"may be generated by a higher layer" is incorrect use of "may" which describes an optional behavior within the scope of the standard, while higher layer is clearly out of scope of the standard. 

		282		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		332		8.2.18.3		5		"A higher layer may use the information contained" is clearly stating a possible action of the higher layer, not an optional behavior within the scope of this standard.

		283		Tero Kivinen		Self		332		8.2.18.3		Table 8-44		Section 8.2.18.3 Table 8-44 SrcAddrMode entry uses Valid Range of NO_ADDRESS instead of NONE like we use in all other places. Replace "NO_ADDRESS" with "NONE".

		284		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		333		8.2.19.1		2		"may be used by a higher layer" is incorrect use of "may". 

		285		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		334		8.2.19.3		26		"may be used by the device management layer" is stating a requirement on a higher layer (out of scope of this standard)

		286		Tero Kivinen		Self		343		8.2.20.4.		24		Section 8.2.20.4. This is not normal MLME Status, rename it to DsmeGtsStatus. 

		287		Tero Kivinen		Self		344		8.2.20.4		23		Section 8.2.20.4, line 23, the Status here combines both status codes, and the actual status from the DSME GTS response command. Make those two separate. Add DsmeGtsStatus parameter to primitive in the location where Status now, and move the Status to the end.

		288		Tero Kivinen		Self		344		8.2.20.3		Table 7-58		Section 8.2.20.3 Table 8-56. This is not normal status, this is GtsStatus, and should be renamed to such. Rename the Name from "Status" to "GtsStatus", change type from Enumeration to Integer, change Valid range to "As specified in Table 7-58". 

		289		Tero Kivinen		Self		344		8.2.20.3		Table 8-56		Section 8.2.20.3 line 8 has text assuming Status field is interger, and sets it to zero, one, two etc with specific error codes. The Status in Table 8-56 is specified as Enumeration. This Status is not normal transmission status, this is DsmeGtsStatus, and it should be renamed as such. Change text "The Status field of the command shall be set to zero if the Status parameter value is SUCCESS. The Status field shall be set to one if the Status parameter value is DENIED. The Status field shall be set to two if the Status parameter value is INVALID_PARAMETER" to "The Dsme Gts Status field of the command shall be set to the value DsmeGtsStatus parameter"

		290		Tero Kivinen		Self		344		8.2.20.4		Table 8-56		Section 8.2.20.4 table 8-56 rename Status to DsmeGtsStatus, change the Valid range to say "APPROVED, DISAPPROVED_LACK_OF_AVAILABILITY, DISAPPROVED_UNKNOWN_GTS", and Description to say DsmeGtsStatus field of the DSME-GTS response to send out.

		291		Tero Kivinen		Self		345		8.2.20.4		2		Section 8.2.20.4 line 2 the text "If the value of the Status field in the command is zero (SUCCESS)" assumes the type of Status is integer, and assumes the status is mapped to integer. Change the text to say "If the value of the Status parameter is SUCCESS and the Dsme Gts Status field of the DSME Response command is zero (APPROVED),".

		292		Tero Kivinen		Self		345		8.2.20.4		2		Section 8.2.20.4 line 2, the text "check the Status field of the command" is not something higher layer can do, as it does not see the command. It can check the "Status and DsmeGtsStatus parameters of the confirm". On the other hand if this is describing what device does automatically, then that is already described in the 6.11.5.1. Perhaps some of this text can be removed.

		293		Tero Kivinen		Self		345		8.2.20.4		3		Section 8.2.20.4 line 3. The "as described in ." is missing the reference to the section 6.11.5.1. Change "as described in ." to "as described in 6.11.5.1".

		294		Tero Kivinen		Self		345		8.2.20.4		6-8		Section 8.2.20.4 line 6-8 contains text explaining how to set Status field based on the status parameter. Replace the text "The Status field of the command shall be set to zero if the Status parameter value is SUCCESS. The Status field shall be set to one if the Status parameter value is DENIED. The Status field shall be set to two if the Status paramter valie is INVALID_PARAMETER." with "The DsmeGtsStatus parameter shall be set to have value of the Dsme Gts Status field of the command."

		295		Tero Kivinen		Self		345		8.2.20.4		Table 7-58		Section 8.2.20.4 table 8-57 Status parameter has value of DENIED, which is not normal status, but is actually the DsmeGtsStatus from the DSME GTS Response Command. Separate this out, by adding new DsmeGtsStatus, with type of integer, valid range "as specified in Table 7-58", and with description of "The status of DSME-GTS request". Change the Description of "Status" to "The status of the request."

		296		Tero Kivinen		Self		345		8.2.20.4		Table 8-57		Section 8.2.20.4 table 8-57 has Status value of FAILURE, but there is no text explaining how and when that status value is returned. Remove the value FAILURE from valid range of Status.

		297		Tero Kivinen		Self		345		8.2.20.4				Section 8.2.20.4 lines 11-14. The text "If the value of the Status field in the command is zero, the Status in this pirmitive shall be set to SUCCESS. If the value of the Status field is one, the Status paramter shall be set to DENIED. If the value of the Status field is two, the Status parameter shall be set to INVALID_PARAMETER." is not tied to anything in and is very confusing. Also it mixes Status parameter with DsmeGtsStatus from the DSME GTS Response. Remove the text.

		298		Tero Kivinen		Self		356		8.2.23.4		Table 8-67		Section 8.2.23.4 table 8-67 does not explain how the Status type of DENIED can be known from the DBS respond command. Add text explaining that.

		299		Tero Kivinen		Self		364		8.2.26.1.1		14		Section 8.2.26.1.1 line 14 There should be separate SrmToken parameter here between ScopeId and StartTime. Add it here.

		300		Tero Kivinen		Self		364		8.2.26.1.1		18		Section 8.2.26.1.1 line 18 There is no LinkHandle parameter here, should there be one, as there is field for it in the SRM Report command?

		301		Tero Kivinen		Self		365		8.2.26.1.2		6		Section 8.2.26.1.2 line 6 Replace "SRM Report MAC Command frame" with "SRM Report Command frame".

		302		Tero Kivinen		Self		365		8.2.26.1.2		7		Section 8.2.26.1.2 line 7, replace "Enh-ACK" with "Enh-Ack". 

		303		Tero Kivinen		Self		365		8.2.26.1.1		Table 8-75		Section 8.2.26.1.1 Table 8-75 There should be separate SrmToken parameter here between ScopeId and StartTime. Add it here with type if Integer, and Valid Range of 0x01-0xff, and description "Srm Token when sending SRM Report command". 

		304		Tero Kivinen		Self		365		8.2.26.1.1		Table 8-75		Section 8.2.26.1.1 Table 8-75 StartTime field can be omitted from the SRM Report command. Which value of StartTime parameter indicates that this parameter is omitted? Value 0? This applies also to other SRM MLME calls.

		305		Tero Kivinen		Self		365		8.2.26.1.1		Table 8-75		Section 8.2.26.1.1 Table 8-75 Duration field can be omitted from the SRM Report command. Which value of Duration parameter indicates that this parameter is omitted? Value 0? This applies also to other SRM MLME calls.

		306		Tero Kivinen		Self		365		8.2.26.1.1		Table 8-75		Section 8.2.26.1.1 Table 8-75 Channel Page field can be omitted from the SRM Report command. Which value of ChannelPage parameter indicates that this parameter is omitted? This applies also to other SRM MLME calls.

		307		Tero Kivinen		Self		365		8.2.26.1.1		Table 8-75		Section 8.2.26.1.1 Table 8-75 Channel Number field can be omitted from the SRM Report command. Which value of ChannelNumber parameter indicates that this parameter is omitted? This applies also to other SRM MLME calls.

		308		Tero Kivinen		Self		365		8.2.26.1.1		Table 8-75		Section 8.2.26.1.1 Table 8-75 I assume the SrmMetricId is used to fetch the correct measurement from the PIB and that value is then filled to the Attribute Value field of the command. If that is true, this should be explained either here or in the description of the MLME call.

		309		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		365		8.2.26				Most of the Subclause and Table number described in the Table 8-75 to Table 8-86 does not jump to the subclause or table.  
e.g "The SrmMetricId as defined in7.5.29" does not jump to 7.5.29

		310		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		365		8.2.26.1.1				Location of period is incorrect at SrmMetricId and ScopeId.
There is no link to "7.5.29" at  SrmMetricId and ScopeId.

		311		Tero Kivinen		Self		366		8.2.26.1.2		7		Section 8.2.26.1.2 line 7 There should be separate SrmToken parameter here between ScopeId and StartTime. Add it here.

		312		Tero Kivinen		Self		366		8.2.26.1.2		11		Section 8.2.26.1.2 line 11 There is no LinkHandle parameter here, should there be one, as there is field for it in the SRM Report command? Also we do not have parameter for Attribute Value from the incoming command should we have it?

		313		Tero Kivinen		Self		366		8.2.26.1.2		17		Section 8.2.26.1.2 line 17 The text about saying parameter are same than in .request is not true, as request parameters are used to send the frame, and in this case the descriptions are from the received frame. Also there is no RequreConfirm in either MLME call. Remove this text completely.

		314		Tero Kivinen		Self		366		8.2.26.1.2		Table 8-76		Section 8.2.26.1.2 Table 8-76 There should be separate SrmToken parameter here between ScopeId and StartTime. Add it here with type if Integer, and Valid Range of 0x01-0xffm and description "Srm Token of the received SRM Report command". 

		315		Tero Kivinen		Self		366		8.2.26.1.2		Table 8-76		Section 8.2.26.1.2 Table 8-76 If the Start Time field is missing from the SRM Report, what value is used for StartTime parameter?

		316		Tero Kivinen		Self		366		8.2.26.1.2		Table 8-76		Section 8.2.26.1.2 Table 8-76 If the SRM Duration field is missing from the SRM Report, what value is used for Duration parameter?

		317		Tero Kivinen		Self		366		8.2.26.1.2		Table 8-76		Section 8.2.26.1.2 Table 8-76 If the Channel Page field is missing from the SRM Report, what value is used for ChannelPage parameter?

		318		Tero Kivinen		Self		367		8.2.26.1.2		Table 8-76		Section 8.2.26.1.2 Table 8-76 If the Channel Number field is missing from the SRM Report, what value is used for ChannelNumber parameter?

		319		Tero Kivinen		Self		368		8.2.26.2.1		8		Section 8.2.26.2.1 line 8 There should be separate SrmToken parameter here between ScopeId and StartTime. Add it here.

		320		Tero Kivinen		Self		368		8.2.26.2.1		12		Section 8.2.26.2.1 line 12 There is no LinkHandle parameter here, should there be one, as there is field for it in the SRM Information command?

		321		Tero Kivinen		Self		368		8.2.26.2.1		Table 8-78		Section 8.2.26.2.1 Table 8-78 I assume the SrmMetricId is used to fetch the correct measurement from the PIB and that value is then filled to the Attribute Value field of the command. If that is true, this should be explained either here or in the description of the MLME call.

		322		Tero Kivinen		Self		369		8.2.26.2.2		12		Section 8.2.26.2.2 line 12 Why does not the .indication contain all the information from the SRM Information command, i.e., SRM Metric ID, Scope ID, SRM Token, Measurement Information and Attribute value?

		323		Tero Kivinen		Self		370		8.2.26.3		19		Section 8.2.26.3 line 19 Change "MLME-SRM.request" to "MLME-SRM-REQ.request".

		324		Tero Kivinen		Self		370		8.2.26.3		Figure 6-85		Section 8.2.26.3 line 18 I think this should be MLME-SRM-REQ.request not MLME-SRM.request. At least Figure 6-85 assumes so.  Change "MLME-SRM.request" to "MLME-SRM-REQ.request". Also add new "8.2.26.3 MLME-SRM-REQ", and move 8.2.26.3.1 MLME-SRM-REQ.request (old 8.2.26.3 MLME-SRM.request), 8.2.26.3.2 MLME-SRM-REQ.indication (old 8.2.26.4 MLME-SRM.indication) and 8.2.26.3.3 MLME-SRM-REQ.confirm (old 8.2.26.6 MLME-SRM-REQ.confirm) under it.

		325		Tero Kivinen		Self		371		8.2.26.3		1		Section 8.2.26.3 line 1 Change "MLME-SRM.request" to "MLME-SRM-REQ.request".

		326		Tero Kivinen		Self		371		8.2.26.3		8		Section 8.2.26.3 line 8 There should be separate SrmToken parameter here between ScopeId and StartTime. Add it here.

		327		Tero Kivinen		Self		371		8.2.26.3		21		Section 8.2.26.3 line 21 Change "MLME-SRM.request" to "MLME-SRM-REQ.request".

		328		Tero Kivinen		Self		372		8.2.26.3		1		Section 8.2.26.3 line 1 Change "MLME-SRM.request" to "MLME-SRM-REQ.request".

		329		Tero Kivinen		Self		372		8.2.26.4		4		Section 8.2.26.4 line 4 Change "MLME-SRM.indication" to "MLME-SRM-REQ.indication".

		330		Tero Kivinen		Self		372		8.2.26.4		5		Section 8.2.26.4 line 5 Change "MLME-SRM.indication" to "MLME-SRM-REQ.indication".

		331		Tero Kivinen		Self		372		8.2.26.4		7		Section 8.2.26.4 line 7 Change "MLME-SRM.indication" to "MLME-SRM-REQ.indication".

		332		Tero Kivinen		Self		372		8.2.26.4		8		Section 8.2.26.4 line 8 There is no corresponding response primitive, so SrmHandle is no longer useful, remove it.

		333		Tero Kivinen		Self		372		8.2.26.4		11		Section 8.2.26.4 line 11 There should be separate SrmToken parameter here between ScopeId and StartTime. Add it here.

		334		Tero Kivinen		Self		372		8.2.26.4		23		Section 8.2.26.4 line 23 The parameters are not same, as others are for the sending and others for receiving. Remove line 23.

		335		Tero Kivinen		Self		372		8.2.26.3		Table 8-81		Section 8.2.26.3 Table 8-81 There should be separate SrmToken parameter here between ScopeId and StartTime. Add it here with type if Integer, and Valid Range of 0x01-0xff, and description "Srm Token when sending SRM Report command". 

		336		Tero Kivinen		Self		373		8.2.26.4		2		Section 8.2.26.4 line 2 Change "MLME-SRM.indication" to "MLME-SRM-REQ.indication".

		337		Tero Kivinen		Self		373		8.2.26.4		3		Section 8.2.26.4 line 3 Change "MLME-SRM.indication" to "MLME-SRM-REQ.indication".

		338		Tero Kivinen		Self		373		8.2.26.4		5		Section 8.2.26.4 line 5 There is no longer corresponding Response, so SrmHandle is not useful at all for matching them. Use SrmToken for that instead along with the addresses.

		339		Tero Kivinen		Self		373		8.2.26.4		Table 8-82		Section 8.2.26.4 Table 8-82 There is no corresponding response primitive, so SrmHandle is no longer useful, remove it.

		340		Tero Kivinen		Self		374		8.2.26.5		1		Section 8.2.26.5 line 1 Add new 8,2,26,4 MLME-SRM-RES (after 8.2.26.4 is moved under 8.2.26.3) and move MLME-SRM-RES.request under it as 8.2.26.4.1 MLME-SRM-RES.request. Move 8.2.26.5.1 MLME-SRM-RES.indication there as 8.2.26.4.2 MLME-SRM-RES.indication, and 8.2.26.5.2 MLME-SRM-RES.confirm as 8.2.26.4.3 MLME-SRM-RES.confirm.

		341		Tero Kivinen		Self		374		8.2.26.5		11		Section 8.2.26.5 line 11 We do not have parameter for Attribute Value to be used when sending response. Should we have it, or do we automatically fetch it based on the SrmMetricId?

		342		Tero Kivinen		Self		374		8.2.26.5		12		Section 8.2.26.5 line 12 Rename Status to SrmStatus, as this is Srm Status field value sent inside the command.

		343		Tero Kivinen		Self		374		8.2.26.5		20		Section 8.2.26.5 line 20 Change "MLME-SRM.response" to "MLME-SRM-RES.request".

		344		Don Sturek		Itron		374		8.2.26.5		24		The caption Table 8-83 should read "MLME-SRM.request parameters

		345		Tero Kivinen		Self		374		8.2.26.5		Table 8-83		Section 8.2.26.5 line 10 There should be all parameters from needed for SRM Response command, i.e., add SrmMetricId, ScopeId, SrmToken, SrmStatus, StartTime, Duration, ChannelPage, ChannelNumber and LinkHandle. Also add them to the Table 8-83.

		346		Tero Kivinen		Self		374		8.2.26.5		Table 8-83		Section 8.2.26.5 Table 8-83 Description of the SrmHandle is wrong. It is not used to match SRM Response with the corresponding SRM Response, but it is used to match the MLME-SRM-RES.request with corresponding MLME-SRM-RES.confirm.

		347		Tero Kivinen		Self		374		8.2.26.5		Table 8-83		Section 8.2.26.5 Table 8-83 Rename Status to SrmStatus, as this is Srm Status field value sent inside the command.

		348		Tero Kivinen		Self		375		8.2.26.5.1		4		Section 8.2.26.5.1 line 4 Change "reception of and MLME-SRM-Response command" with "SRM Response command".

		349		Tero Kivinen		Self		375		8.2.26.5.1		Table 8-84		Section 8.2.26.5.1 line 8 There is no need for SrmHandle, as there is no corresponding response. Remove it. On the other hand we would need other fields from the SRM Response commands, i.e., SrmMetricId, ScopeId, SrmToken, StartTime. Duration, ChannelPage, ChannelNumber, LinkHandle, and AttributeValue. We do have SrmStatus. Add all those to Table 8-84 too.

		350		Tero Kivinen		Self		376		8.2.26.5.2		Table 8-85		Section 8.2.26.5.2 line 6 There is no need for DeviceAddrMode or DeviceAddress as SrmHandle will uniquely specify the corresponding response, as SrmToken is separated to its own field. Remove DeviceAddrMode and DeviceAddress from here, and also from Table 8-85.

		351		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		377		8.2.26.6		13		Blank row in Table 8-86

		352		Tero Kivinen		Self		377		8.2.26.6		Table 8-86		Section 8.2.26.6 line 7 There is no need for DeviceAddrMode or DeviceAddress as SrmHandle will uniquely specify the corresponding response, as SrmToken is separated to its own field. Remove DeviceAddrMode and DeviceAddress from here, and also from Table 8-86. The Status in parameter list is in the beginning of the line, it is not correctly indented. Fix that too.

		353		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		378		8.3.3.		6		In table 8-90 MCPS-DATA.indication parameters, the Rssi parameter description incorrectly says that the RX level is measured during the PHR, when it is clear from the original 4f 2012 standard text  that it is "measured during the frame Preamble and locked when valid SFD is detected."

		354		Tero Kivinen		Self		383		8.3.2		Table 8-89		Section 8.3.2 line 14: MCSP-DATA.confirm needs to have identical HeaderIeList and PayloadIeList parameters, just like MCSP-DATA.indication has. This AckPayload could contain same information, but there is no point of upper layer to start parsing IE lists. These needs to be added also to the Table 8-89.

		355		Tero Kivinen		Self		385		8.3.2		5		Section 8.3.2, line 5, description uses "NO_ADDRESS", instead of "NONE". Change the "... are set to NO_ADDRESS in MCSP-DATA.request primitive ..." to "... are set to NONE in MCSP-DATA.request primitive ...". 

		356		Tero Kivinen		Self		385		8.3.2		Table 8-89		Section 8.3.2 table 8-89 has UNSUPPORTED_DATARATE Status value, but there is no description when it can be returned. Add text to explain when it is returned.

		357		Tero Kivinen		Self		385		8.3.2		Table 8-89		Section 8.3.2 table 8-89 has UNSUPPORTED_LEIP Status value, but there is no description when it can be returned. Add text to explain when it is returned.

		358		Tero Kivinen		Self		385		8.3.2		Table 8-89		Section 8.3.2 table 8-89 has UNSUPPORTED_PRF Status value, but there is no description when it can be returned. Add text to explain when it is returned.

		359		Tero Kivinen		Self		385		8.3.2		Table 8-89		Section 8.3.2 table 8-89 has UNSUPPORTED_PSR Status value, but there is no description when it can be returned. Add text to explain when it is returned.

		360		Tero Kivinen		Self		385		8.3.2		Table 8-89		Section 8.3.2 table 8-89 has UNSUPPORTED_RANGING Status value, but there is no description when it can be returned. Add text to explain when it is returned. Does this mean that we are doing in ranging something that is unsupported, or that ranging is not supported at all? If this is the last, then RANGING_NOT_SUPPORTED might be better error text.
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Comments



		CID		Name		Affiliation		Page		Sub-clause		Line #		Comment

		1		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		0		0		0		General:  We've used "may" inappropriately a lot in the past.  "may" states an optional requirement, a permisible action within the scope of the standard (ref  6.4.7 of the IEEE-SA Standards Board Operations Manual and 10.2.2 of the IEEE-SA Stanards Style Manual).   Inappropriate uses include in informative statements, and when describing actions outside the scope of the standard.  

		2		Clint Powell		PWC		1		1		1		Too many Incorrect references and broken reference links. This makes the spec unusable - therefor a technical issue.

		3		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		15				5		The document says: "... ternary amplitude shift keying (TASK) and ternary amplitude shift keying (RS-GFSK)". Both acronyms cannot apply to the same description. 


		4		Tero Kivinen		Self		17		Table of contents		17		Table of contents line 17. Some of the top level section names has formatting error where the page number is immediately after the text, i.e., it is missing the "...." fill between the section name and number.

		5		Don Sturek		Itron		17		TOC		17		TOC entries on line 17 and 45 need some reformatting

		6		Tero Kivinen		Self		44		1		1		Section 1 line 1 The previous page (pdf page 31) has page number 32 in footer, this page (pdf page 32) has page 44 in the footer, i.e., page numbers skip 12 pages suddenly.

		7		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		44		1		1		Page numbering doesn't follow standards style requirements. 

		8		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		46		3.1		11		Inappropriate use of normative language: "may" states an optional requirement, a permisible action within the scope of the standard (ref  6.4.7 of the IEEE-SA Standards Board Operations Manual and 10.2.2 of the IEEE-SA Stanards Style Manual). Clause 3 is not to include requirements.  In this case the definition is not needed and should be removed.

		9		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		46		3.1		22		Inappropriate use of normative language: "may" states an optional requirement, a permisible action within the scope of the standard (ref  6.4.7 of the IEEE-SA Standards Board Operations Manual and 10.2.2 of the IEEE-SA Stanards Style Manual). Clause 3 is not to include requirements. 

		10		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		46		3.1		26		Inappropriate use of normative language: "may" states an optional requirement, a permisible action within the scope of the standard (ref  6.4.7 of the IEEE-SA Standards Board Operations Manual and 10.2.2 of the IEEE-SA Stanards Style Manual). Clause 3 is not to include requirements.  In this case, it is stating a possible capability: can is used for statements of possibility and capability.

		11		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		47		3.1		8		Inappropriate use of normative language: "may" states an optional requirement, a permisible action within the scope of the standard (ref  6.4.7 of the IEEE-SA Standards Board Operations Manual and 10.2.2 of the IEEE-SA Stanards Style Manual). Clause 3 is not to include requirements.  In this case, it is stating a possible capability: can is used for statements of possibility and capability.

		12		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		47		3.1		10		Inappropriate use of "may" .  

		13		Tero Kivinen		Self		48		3.2		26		Section 3.2 line 26 Defined term FCC is not used anywhere in the document, remove the term.

		14		Tero Kivinen		Self		49		3.2		40		Section 3.2 line 40 There is only one reference to PC in the whole standard, remove the PC from acronyms and use expanded version in the one location where it appears.

		15		Tero Kivinen		Self		49		3.2		42		Section 3.2 line 42 There is no uses of acronym PD anywhere in standard, remove it.

		16		Tero Kivinen		Self		50		3.4		27		Section 3.4 line 27 Acronym RIV is not used at all in the standard, remove it from acronym list.

		17		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		52		4.1		5		Another "may" that is stating a possibility, not really an optional requirement.

		18		Tero Kivinen		Self		52		4.1		11		Section 4.1 line 11 This is first use of PSDU, expand it here.

		19		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		52		4.2		18		"The terms octet and bit may also be written as octets or bits." is describing conventions used in the document, not optional requirements defined in the standard. All four terms do appear in this standard so need not be uncertain.  Yup, we've used "may" wrong a lot in the past.

		20		Tero Kivinen		Self		52		4.2		25		Section 4.2 line 25 This is first use of LSB, expand here.

		21		Tero Kivinen		Self		52		4.2		25		Section 4.2 line 25 This is first use if MSB, expand here.

		22		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		53		4.3		4		"Numbers encoded in fields may be signed or unsigned integers" isn't correct use of 'may' either.  In this case, numbers are one or the other. There is no other choice.

		23		Tero Kivinen		Self		53		4.5		22		Section 4.5 line 22 This is not first use of LSB, do not expand here.

		24		Tero Kivinen		Self		53		4.5		22		Section 4.5 line 22 This is not first use of MSB, do not expand here.

		25		Tero Kivinen		Self		54		4.5.1		6		Section 4.5.1 line 6 First use of the OUI, expand here.

		26		Tero Kivinen		Self		54		4.5.1		7		Section 4.5.1 line 7 This is not first use of LSB, do not expand here.

		27		Tero Kivinen		Self		54		4.5.1		7		Section 4.5.1 line 7 This is not first use of MSB, do not expand here.

		28		Don Sturek		Itron		54		4.5.1		18		In Figure 4-7, the arrow symbol used in the first column turned in a "?"

		29		Kunal Shah		Itron Inc.		54		4.5.1		18		Arrow is missing for RMO -> LMO

		30		Tero Kivinen		Self		54		4.5.1		Figure 4-7		Section 4.5.1 Figure 4-7 The There is question marks in the figure between RMO and LMO, and between LSB and MSB. Perhaps it should be some kind of arror ->?

		31		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		56		5.2		19		Document says "...applicationspaces…"

		32		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		56		5.2.1		27		"SUN devices may employ mesh or peer-to-peer multihop techniques to communicate with an access point" isn't exactly correct.  In fact SUN devices typically employ mesh and/or peer-to-peer multihop forwarding in the stated cases.

		33		Tero Kivinen		Self		57		5.2.4		12		Section 5.2.4 line 12 This is first use of ID, expand here.

		34		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		57		5.2.7		30		Description of CMB is not different from description of MBAN

		35		Tero Kivinen		Self		58		5.5		20		Section 5.5 line 20 This is the first use of RFD-TX, expand it here.

		36		Tero Kivinen		Self		58		5.5		22		Section 5.5 line 22 This is only use of PC, remove the (PC) part and remove the PC from the acronym list.

		37		Tero Kivinen		Self		59		5.5		1		Section 5.5 line 1 This is not first use of ID, do not expand here.

		38		Tero Kivinen		Self		59		5.5		1		Section 5.5 line 1 ID is defined acronym use it here. Change "a unique identifier" to "a unique ID".

		39		Tero Kivinen		Self		59		5.5.1		11		Section 5.5.1 line 11 This is first use of RFD-RX, expand it here.

		40		Tero Kivinen		Self		60		5.5.2		3		Section 5.5.2 line 3 This is first use of SPC, expand it here.

		41		Tero Kivinen		Self		60		5.5.2		3		Section 5.5.2 line 3 This is first use of TMCTP, expand it here.

		42		Tero Kivinen		Self		60		5.5.2		9		Section 5.5.2 line 9 this is first use of CAP, so expand it here, change "CAP" with "contention access period (CAP)"

		43		Tero Kivinen		Self		60		5.5.2		9		Section 5.5.2 line 9 this is first use of CFP, so expand it here, change "CFP" with "contention-free period (CFP)"

		44		Tero Kivinen		Self		61		5.6.1		4		Section 5.6.1 line 4 This is first use of HRP, expand here.

		45		Tero Kivinen		Self		61		5.6.1		4		Section 5.6.1 line 4 This is first use of UWB, expand it here.

		46		Don Sturek		Itron		61		5.6.1		7		Didn't we retire the ASK PHY?  If so we should remove it from this list

		47		Tero Kivinen		Self		61		5.6.1		7		Section 5.6.1 line 7, this is first use of BPSK so expand it here, replace "BPSK" with "binary phase-shift keying (BPSK)".

		48		Tero Kivinen		Self		61		5.6.1		7		Section 5.6.1 line 7 This is first use of GFSK, expand here.

		49		Tero Kivinen		Self		61		5.6.1		7		Section 5.6.1 line 7 This is first use of O-QPSK expand here.

		50		Tero Kivinen		Self		61		5.6.1		10		Section 5.6.1 line 10 This is first use of LRP, expand here.

		51		Tero Kivinen		Self		61		5.6.1		10		Section 5.6.1 line 10 This is first use of MSK, expand here.

		52		Tero Kivinen		Self		62		5.6.1		2		Section 5.6.1 line 2 This is first use of TASK, expand it here.

		53		Tero Kivinen		Self		62		5.6.2		8		Section 5.6.2 line 8 This is first use of GTS, expand here.

		54		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		62		5.7.1.1		20		Figure 5.5 b) the arrow to the right of "Beacons" is not pointing correctly to the next Beacon. This may confuse implementers. 

		55		Tero Kivinen		Self		62		5.7.1.1		21		Section 5.7.1.1 line 21 this is not first use of CAP, so do expand it here, change "contention access period (CAP)" with "CAP".

		56		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		62		5.7.1.1		21		Document says: "Any device wishing to communicate during the contention access period (CAP) between two beacons …" the different periods in a frame have not been defined yet in the document. It makes the reading confusing.

		57		Tero Kivinen		Self		62		5.7.1.1		22		Section 5.7.1.1 line 22, this is first use of CSMA-CA, so replace "CSMA-CA" with "carrier sense multiple access with collision avoidance (CSMA-CA)".

		58		Tero Kivinen		Self		62		5.7.1.1		24		Section 5.7.1.1 line 24 This is not first use of GTS, do not expand it here.

		59		Tero Kivinen		Self		62		5.7.1.1		25		Section 5.7.1.1 line 25 this is not first use of CFP, so do expand it here, change "contention-free period (CFP)" with "CFP".

		60		Chris Hett		Landis+Gyr		63		5.7.1.2		10-11		Figure 5-7 and surrounding text appear to have formatting issues.  Text in the figure is difficult to read and formatted strangely.  Title of figure is in the wrong place and truncated.

		61		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		63		5.7.1.2				 Figure 5-7 does not appear full caption. 

		62		Tero Kivinen		Self		64		5.7.1.4		2		Section 5.7.1.4 line 2, this is the first use of the BOP acronym, so expand it here, i.e., change "BOP" to "beacon only period (BOP)". 

		63		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		64		5.7.2.2		24		Document says: "When a device wishes to transfer data in a nonbeacon-enabled PAN, it transmits its Data frame to the coordinator." This sentence is confusing.

		64		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		64		5.7.2.3		27-30		The description assumes that there is only one device connected to the coordinator. Is that the only possible case? (point-to-point)

		65		Tero Kivinen		Self		65		5.7.3		15		Section 5.7.3 line 15 This is not first use of PSDU, do not expand it here.

		66		Tero Kivinen		Self		65		5.7.3		16		Section 5.7.3 line 16 This is first use of PPDU, expand it here.

		67		Tero Kivinen		Self		65		5.7.3		19		Section 5.7.3 line 20 This is first use of IE, expand here, or on the line 19, where we use plural form IEs.

		68		Tero Kivinen		Self		65		5.7.4		28		Section 5.7.4 line 28 This is first use of PCA, expand it here.

		69		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		66		5.7.5		24		Document says : "... This standard was developed with limited power supply…"

		70		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		66		5.7.5		24		Document says: "However, the physical implementation of this standard will require…"

		71		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		66		5.7.5		32		Document says: " Higher powered devices have the option …"

		72		Tero Kivinen		Self		67		5.7.6		36		Section 5.7.6 line 36. The text "When nontrivial protection is required, replay protection is always provide" is not true for TSCH mode. Add note here about that.

		73		Tero Kivinen		Self		68		5.7.7		4		Section 5.7.7 line 4 This is first use of SRM, expand it here.

		74		Tero Kivinen		Self		68		5.7.7		14		Section 5.7.7 line 14 This is first use of LE, expand here.

		75		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		68		5.7.7		18		Document says: "Full measurement: the device conducts the measurement for a specified duration of time regardless of the channel." This statement is strange and liekly incomplete.

		76		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		69		5.7.7		2		 "Table 8-98" does not link to Table 8-98 
Same as another "Table 8-98" does not link to Table 8-98.
Many Figures and Tables, and Subclause in the sentence are not linked.

		77		Don Sturek		Itron		69		5.9		28		Extra sub bullet

		78		Tero Kivinen		Self		69		5.9		30		Section 5.9 line 30 this is first use of the FSK, expand it here.

		79		Don Sturek		Itron		70		5.9		1		Extra line/page

		80		Kunal Shah		Itron Inc.		70		5.9		1		Remove blank page.

		81		Tero Kivinen		Self		75		6.2.4		19		Section 6.2.4 line 19 This is first use of RX, expand it here.

		82		Tero Kivinen		Self		75		6.2.4		19		Section 6.2.4 line 19 This is first use of TX, expand it here.

		83		Chris Hett		Landis+Gyr		76		6.2.5.1		19		Text says:  "CW0 shall be initialized to two before each transmission attempt and reset to
CW0".  It doesn't make sense to set CW0 to CW0.

		84		Tero Kivinen		Self		76		6.2.5.1		Figure 6-5		Section 6.2.5.1 line 24 does not match figure 6-5. This line says that if BLE is set to 1 and we are using slotted system, then BE shall be initialized to min(2, macMinBe). In the figure 6-5 there is arrow from "Battery Life Extension?" to right "Y" to box saying BE = macMinBe, i.e., exactly same as what is set when Battery Life Extension is N. Fix the figure to match the text.

		85		Chris Hett		Landis+Gyr		77		6.2.5.1		1		Text says: "In slotted
systems with the received BLE field set to one, this value shall be initialized to the lesser of two and the
value of macMinBe", however Figure 6-5 shows BE set directly to macMinBe in this case.

		86		Chris Hett		Landis+Gyr		78		6.2.5.1		6		The text says:  "...for the regulatory domains that require listen LBT…"

		87		Tero Kivinen		Self		78		6.2.5.3		40		Section 6.2.5.3 line 40 The text does not parse correctly: "A successful resets the BE to minimum value macMinBe". Successful what? I think it should say "successful transfer resets".

		88		Chris Hett		Landis+Gyr		78		6.2.5.3		40		The text says:  "A successful resets the BE to the minimum value macMinBe."

		89		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		78		6.2.5.3		40		The document says: "A successful resets the BE to the minimum value macMinBe. " 

		90		Chris Hett		Landis+Gyr		78		6.2.5.1		4,8		I think 'macBattLifeExtPeriods' should be italicized

		91		Tero Kivinen		Self		80		6.2.5.4		6		Section 6.2.5.4 line 6 This is first use of MSDU expand here.

		92		Tero Kivinen		Self		80		6.2.5.4		40		Section 6.2.5.4 line 40 This is not first use of PIB, do not expand here.

		93		Tero Kivinen		Self		83		6.2.5.5		18		Section 6.2.5.5 line 18 This is first use of MPDU expand here.

		94		Tero Kivinen		Self		87		6.2.9		Figure 6-11		Section 6.2.9 Figure 6-11 For some reason the figure 6-11 is after Figure 6-12 and ends up in quite wrong place, causing confusion. Move the figure 6-11 to be part of section 6.2.8 not 6.2.9.

		95		Tero Kivinen		Self		89		6.3.1		16		Section 6.3.1 line 16, this is first use of CSS, expand it here.

		96		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		95		6.3.2.1		17		Document says: "A device that is associated through a coordinator that is not the PAN coordinator shall not be capable of detecting a PAN ID conflict": Is it correct for this specification to mandate this behavior?

		97		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		96		6.3.3.1		23		Document says "... for an Coexistence Specification IE should take …"

		98		Tero Kivinen		Self		100		6.3.4		2		Section 6.3.4 line 2 This is not first use of LBT, do not expand.

		99		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		100		6.3.6		33		Document says: "...ASN is required for the generate the nonce…" This is incomplete or unclear.

		100		Tero Kivinen		Self		102		6.4.1		32		Section 6.4.1 line 32. There is no Status field in the Association response. Change "Status field" to "Association Status field". 

		101		Tero Kivinen		Self		102		6.4.1		35		Section 6.4.1 line 35. There is no Status field in the Association response. Change "Status field" to "Association Status field". 

		102		Tero Kivinen		Self		104		6.4.1		Figure 6-22		Section 6.4.1 Figure 6-22. On the FFD next higher layer there is first MCSP-DATA.request with TX, RX DPS information, but I have no idea what that is supposed to do. There is no frame going out with that MCSP-DATA.request call, but there is confirm. Then there MLME-DPS.request which can be used to set the TX, RX DPS information if needed. What is the meaning of the MCSP-DATA.request in the beginning. I think it is leftover from somewhere, and should be removed. If it is not removed, then text needs to be added explaining what it is doing. Also even the MLME-DPS.request step is not explained in the text. I think the MCSP-DATA.request, confirm and MLME-DPS.request should not be there at all, especially as device associating cannot know what the DPS values are before it joins the network, so the coordinator should use default vauls for DPS. My suggestion is to remove them all from the left side.

		103		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		105		6.4.2		26		Document says: "...behavior is required. A device shall only disassociate from the PAN if …"Is the second statement only valid for TSHC devices?, if so it should be worth clarifying it. If not the second sentence should be in another paragraph.

		104		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		106		6.4.3		5		The document says: "... sending an Association Request command with the Association Type field of the Capability Information field set to one to the coordinator of an existing PAN" The statement is confusing.

		105		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		106		6.4.3		10		Document says:"...association request, it send an MLME-ASSOCIATE.response…"

		106		Tero Kivinen		Self		106		6.4.3		13		Section 6.4.3 line 13 the "Status parameter" is bit confusing as MLME-ASSOCIATION.response has Status parameter, but it is not normal MLME status parameter, but instead it is the Association Status field for the Association Response command. Change the "Status parameter" to "AssociationStatus parameter".

		107		Tero Kivinen		Self		106		6.4.3		16		Section 6.4.3 line 16. There is no Status field in the Association response. Change "Status field" to "Association Status field". 

		108		Tero Kivinen		Self		106		6.4.3		17		Section 6.4.3 line 17. There is no Status field in the Association response. Change "Status field" to "Association Status field". 

		109		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		108		6.5.2		10		Document says: "If a Beacon frame is received, the MLME shall discard the Beacon frame if the Source Address and the Source PAN ID fields of the MHR of the Beacon frame do not match the coordinator source address (macCoordShortAddress or macCoordExtendedAddress, depending on the addressing mode) and the PAN ID of the device (macPanId). This specification should not manddate this discarding behavior.

		110		Tero Kivinen		Self		115		6.7.2		20		Section 6.7.2 line 20 this is first use of the FCS, expand it here.

		111		Tero Kivinen		Self		115		6.7.2		41		Section 6.7.2 line 41 this is the first use of EUI-64, do expand here.

		112		Tero Kivinen		Self		124		6.7.8		Figure 6-41		Section 6.7.8 Figure 6-41 Figure has aMaxFrameRetries changed to macMaxFrameRetries with underlining and overstrikes. It should simply say macMaxFrameRetries.

		113		Tero Kivinen		Self		124		6.7.8		Figure 6-42		Section 6.7.8 Figure 6-42 Figure has aMaxFrameRetries changed to macMaxFrameRetries with underlining and overstrikes. It should simply say macMaxFrameRetries.

		114		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		131		6.9.1		18		Second line of paragraph language tense is wrong "… has the Ranging field set to indicated ranging and ..."

		115		Tero Kivinen		Self		131		6.9.1		22		Section 6.9.1 line 22 This is first use of RMAKER, expand it here.

		116		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		131		6.9.2		29		Fourth word in sixth line of paragraph is a typo "dynamice"

		117		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		132		6.9.4		23		Figure 6-48 seems to have editing marks (underline and strikeouts) which I would only expect in an amendment not in a revision.

		118		Tero Kivinen		Self		132		6.9.4		Figure 6-48		Section 6.9.4 Figure 6-48 Figure has editing marks (underline, overstrike) on the right side of the figure where TX to RX ranging was changed to RX to TX ranging. Remove editing marks (two instances on right, and one instance on left). There is also underlined "(TX to RX ranging information)" on left side too.

		119		Tero Kivinen		Self		138		6.11.3.1		4		Section 6.11.3.1 line 4 This is first use of SAB, expand it here.

		120		Tero Kivinen		Self		141		6.11.5.1		29		Section 6.11.5.1 line 29. This text uses MLME-DSME-GTS.response primitive with Status parameter, which is not normal status parameter, but is DsmeGtsStatus. Rewrite by first fixing typo "MLME-DSME-GTS.reponse" to "MLME-DSME-GTS.response" and then change "Status parameter" to "DsmeGtsStatus parameter". Change "SUCCESS" to "APPROVED"

		121		Tero Kivinen		Self		141		6.11.5.1		32		Section 6.11.5.1 line 32 the Status here is confusing, as it mixes the Status of the MLME action and status of the actual operation. Rename "Status" to "Dsme Gts Status".

		122		Tero Kivinen		Self		141		6.11.5.1		37		Section 6.11.5.1 line 37 the Status here is confusing, as it mixes the Status of the MLME action and status of the actual operation. Rename "Status field" to "Dsme Gts Status field".

		123		Tero Kivinen		Self		141		6.11.5.1		43		Section 6.11.5.1 line 43 the Status here is confusing, as it mixes the Status of the MLME action and status of the actual operation. Rename "Status field" to "Dsme Gts Status field".

		124		Tero Kivinen		Self		141		6.11.5.1		Table 7-58		Section 6.11.5.1 line 35. This text uses MLME-DSME-GTS.response primitive with Status parameter, which is not normal status parameter, but is DsmeGtsStatus. Rewrite by first fixing typo "MLME-DSME-GTS.reponse" to "MLME-DSME-GTS.response" and then change "Status parameter" to "DsmeGtsStatus parameter". Rewrite the values DENIED, and INVALID_PARAMETER to match values from table 7-58.

		125		Tero Kivinen		Self		144		6.11.5.2		24		Section 6.11.5.2 line 24, Status here is confusing, as it mixes the Status of the MLME action and status of the actual operation. Rename "Status field" to "Dsme Gts Status field".

		126		Tero Kivinen		Self		145		6.11.5.2		1		Section 6.11.5.2 line 1, Status here is confusing, as it mixes the Status of the MLME action and status of the actual operation. Rename "Status field" to "Dsme Gts Status field".

		127		Tero Kivinen		Self		145		6.11.5.2		7		Section 6.11.5.2 line 7, Status here is confusing, as it mixes the Status of the MLME action and status of the actual operation. Rename "Status field" to "Dsme Gts Status field".

		128		Tero Kivinen		Self		146		6.11.5.5		28		Section 6.11.5.5 line 28, Status here is confusing, as it mixes the Status of the MLME action and status of the actual operation. Rename "Status field" to "Dsme Gts Status field".

		129		Tero Kivinen		Self		146		6.11.5.5		30		Section 6.11.5.5 line 30, Status here is confusing, as it mixes the Status of the MLME action and status of the actual operation. I think it should call MLME-DSME-GTS.confirm with both Status set to SUCCESS, and DsmeGtsStatus set to APPROVE.

		130		Tero Kivinen		Self		146		6.11.5.5		32		Section 6.11.5.5 line 32 There is no DSMEGTSSABSpecification parameter. Change "DSMEGTSSABSpeification" to "DsmeSabSpecification".

		131		Tero Kivinen		Self		156		6.12.3.3		4		Section 6.12.3.3 line 4 The text "for the devices operating in 920 Mhz band, a sender device may skip doing CSMA-CA" might be incorrect, as in other cases the text contains "Japanese 920 MHz band", not just any 920 MHz band. Is this CSMA-CA skipping allowed for any user on 920 MHz band, or only those using the Japanese 920 MHz band?

		132		Don Sturek		Itron		164		6.17		16		I suspect this sentence fragment is supposed to be a sub-bullett for the above items but not sure.

		133		Don Sturek		Itron		164		6.17.1.1		20		Link to 10.2.5 does not work

		134		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		164		6.17.1.1		20		Subclause 10.2.5 does not link yo 10.2.5

		135		Don Sturek		Itron		164		6.17.1.1		22		Not sure what the ED minimum and maximum are saying.  The values from MLME-SCAN.confirm would indicate those should be 0x00 to 0xff

		136		Don Sturek		Itron		164		6.17.1.1		23		Isn't this information just a rehash of what is stated in 10.2.5?  Wondering why we need another copy here.

		137		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		164		6.17				In this subclause, some Figure and Table in the sentence are underlline.
Such as 6.17.1.2 Line34 Underline at "Figre 6-79" 
And some Figure, Table and Subclause does not link to exact  Figure, Table and Subclause.


		138		Tero Kivinen		Self		165		6.17.1.2		Figure 6-79		Section 6.17.1.2 Figure 6-79 This figure does not seem to have anything to do with maxTxFailTime. I think this is wrong figure. Replace with correct figure.

		139		Tero Kivinen		Self		165		6.17.1.3		Figure 6-80		Section 6.17.1.3 Figure 6-80 Figure is bitmap, and is not searchable. 

		140		Don Sturek		Itron		166		6.17.1.6		1		First, line 1 is blank and should be removed.  Next, line 2 has a "?" where an "=" probably belongs.   I would search the document for "?" as I saw a number of these.

		141		Tero Kivinen		Self		166		6.17.1.4		Figure 6-81		Section 6.17.1.4 Figure 6-81 Figure is bitmap, and is not searchable. 

		142		Tero Kivinen		Self		166		6.17.1.5		Figure 6-82		Section 6.17.1.5 Figure 6-82 Figure is bitmap, and is not searchable. 

		143		Hidetoshi Yokota		Landis+Gyr		167		6.17.1.6		2		"?" is wrong

		144		Tero Kivinen		Self		167		6.17.1.7		2		Section 6.17.1.7 line 2 Replace text "Power ? -150 dBm" with "Power <= -150 dBm".

		145		Hidetoshi Yokota		Landis+Gyr		167		6.17.1.6		6		"?" is wrong

		146		Tero Kivinen		Self		167		6.17.1.7		6		Section 6.17.1.7 line 6 Replace text "Power ? -0 dBm" with "Power >= -0 dBm".

		147		Tero Kivinen		Self		167		6.17.1.7		13		Section 6.17.1.7 line 13, this is not first use of Received Signal Noise Indicator, it was already used and defined in the header. Either use RSNI, or if we ignore the definition in the header, defined it here.

		148		Tero Kivinen		Self		167		6.17.1.7		16		Section 6.17.1.7 line 16, this is first use of ANPI, expand it here. The text looks like it would expand the term, but ANPI is average noise power indicator, and there is no those words there.

		149		Tero Kivinen		Self		167		6.17.1.7		16		Section 6.17.1.7 line 16, RCPI-ANPI is not a defined acronyn, and this is only use for it, remove "(RCPI-ANPI)", especially as the text before does not even explain that acronym. Or is this trying to say RCPI - ANPI as an expression?

		150		Tero Kivinen		Self		167		6.17.1.7		17		Section 6.17.1.7 line 17 This is first use of IPI expand here.

		151		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		167		6.17.1.6		2, 6		"?" shoud be "="

		152		Tero Kivinen		Self		167		6.17.1.6		Figure 6-83		Section 6.17.1.6 Figure 6-83 Figure is bitmap, and is not searchable. 

		153		Tero Kivinen		Self		167		6.17.1.7		Figure 6-84		Section 6.17.1.7 Figure 6-84 Figure is bitmap, and is not searchable. 

		154		Tero Kivinen		Self		168		6.17.1.8		15		Section 6.17.1.8 line 15 This is first use of SFD, expand it here.

		155		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		168		6.17.1.9		24		"6.17.1.7" is blue color with underline

		156		Kunal Shah		Itron Inc.		168		6.17.1.9		26		IPI measured power values shows ? Instead of <. 

		157		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		168		6.17.1.9		26		In the Talbe 6-6 "?" shoud be "<" (IPI Lvel 0 to 11) amd "?" shoud be "-" at IPI Level 12.

		158		Hidetoshi Yokota		Landis+Gyr		168		6.17.1.9		26		all "?"s on Table 6-6 are wrong

		159		Tero Kivinen		Self		168		6.17.1.9		Table 6-6		Section 6.17.1.9 Table 6-6 The table still has ? characters where there should be <= instead. Replace ? with <=.

		160		Tero Kivinen		Self		168		6.17.1.8		Table 8-108		Section 6.17.1.8 line 16 The text here says values are 0x00 and 0xff as shown in Table 8-108 and Table 8-108 for macRssi refers back to here in 6.17.1.8. I.e., what does the actual value 0x00 or 0xff mean? Add text explaining what the values actually mean. 

		161		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		169		6.17.2.4		7		"Figure 6-87" 

		162		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		169		6.17.2.5		11		"Figure 6-88" There is no Figure 6-88.

		163		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		169		6.17.1.11		10-17		Section number, Table does not link.

		164		Tero Kivinen		Self		169		6.17.1.9		Table 6-6		Section 6.17.1.9 Table 6-6 The last line says "?55 < IPI", but I think it is supposed to say "IPI > -55". 

		165		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		170		6.17.2.1		5		Cross reference to 7.4.2.19 is blue underlined like it is a web-link  which is not correct style… it does not work as a hyperlink either.

		166		Tero Kivinen		Self		170		6.17.2.2		19		Section 6.17.2.2 line 19 We have acronym TPC for Transmit power control, add that to the header, i.e. change "6.17.2.2 Transmit Power Control" to "6.17.2.2 Transport Power Control (TPC)".

		167		Tero Kivinen		Self		170		6.17.2.2		20		Section 6.17.2.2 line 20 This is not first use of TPC, do not expand here.

		168		Tero Kivinen		Self		170		6.17.2.2		30		Section 6.17.2.2 line 30 We do not have CSMA/CA as acronym, but we CSMA-CA. Replace all "CSMA/CA" with "CSMA-CA" (4 instances in 6.17.2.2.

		169		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		171		6.17.2.3		1		Strange use of RED in figures 6-85 and 6-86 on some primitive names,

		170		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		171		6.17.2.4		7		underline unnecessary

		171		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		171		6.17.2.5		11		underline unnecessary

		172		Tero Kivinen		Self		171		6.17.2.3		Figure 6-85		Section 6.17.2.3 Figure 6-85 The figure has some font issues, where dashes go over the E of the MLME etc. It also has some arrows in red, and some text is in red too without any reason for color. Fix the figure.

		173		Tero Kivinen		Self		171		6.17.2.3		Figure 6-86		Section 6.17.2.3 Figure 6-86 The figure has some font issues, where dashes go over the E of the MLME etc. It also has some arrows in red, and some text is in red too without any reason for color. Fix the figure.

		174		Tero Kivinen		Self		171		6.17.2.4		Figure 6-87		Section 6.17.2.4 line 7 The figure 6-87 is missing, as the current Figure 6-87 should really be 6-88 as it is about SRM Infrmation Notification, not about SRM Report. Add the missing figure. 

		175		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		172		6.17.2.5		5		Figure 6-87 caption has unnecessary editing marks Acknowledgement changed to Acknowledgment

		176		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		172		6.17.2.5		7		underline unnecessary

		177		Tero Kivinen		Self		172		6.17.2.5		Figure 6-87		Section 6.17.2.5 Figure 6-87 The figure does not need to have "(AckedConfirm=TRUE/FALSE)" text at all, as that parameter does not affect the resulting flow chart. This figure also has some font issues iwth MLME-SRM-INFORMATION parts. Remove the "(AckedConfirm=TRUE/FALSE)" and fix fonts. Also this is really a figure 6-88, and figure 6-87 is missing.

		178		Kunal Shah		Itron Inc.		173		6.18		26		Remove blonk pages.

		179		Don Sturek		Itron		174		6.18		16		Extra line

		180		Don Sturek		Itron		175		6.18		1		Extra page

		181		Tero Kivinen		Self		176		7.1		3		Section 7.1 line 3, this is not first use of EUI-64, do not expand here.

		182		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		177		7.2.1.1		15		Typo?
"described in 6.12.2t." 

		183		Tero Kivinen		Self		177		7.2.1.3		15		Section 7.2.1.3 line 15 This is not first use of LE, do not expand here.

		184		Don Sturek		Itron		185		7.3.1.2		11		Might help to add "as defined in Section 7.4" to the end of this rather self defining statement.

		185		Tero Kivinen		Self		185		7.3.1.3		23		Section 7.3.1.3 line 23, this is not first use of Battery Life Extension (BLE), so do not expand the acronym. Replace "Battery Life Extension (BLE) field" with "BLE field".

		186		Tero Kivinen		Self		185		7.3.1.3		Figure 7-7		Section 7.3.1.3 figure 7-7, this is not first use of Battery Life Extension (BLE), so do not expand the acronym. Replace "Battery Life Extension (BLE)" with "BLE" in the figure 7-7.

		187		Tero Kivinen		Self		189		7.3.3		20		Section 7.3.3 line 20, replace "Enh-ACK" with "Enh-Ack". 

		188		Tero Kivinen		Self		190		7.3.5		24		Section 7.3.5 line 24 This is first use of MCPS, expand here.

		189		Tero Kivinen		Self		196		7.4.2.2		5		Section 7.4.2.2 line 5 This is not first use of OUI, do not expand here.

		190		Tero Kivinen		Self		201		7.4.2.9		11		Section 7.4.2.9 line 11 This is not first use of Frak, do not expand here.

		191		Tero Kivinen		Self		207		7.4.2.13		1		Section 7.4.2.13 line 1 this is first use of DPSK, expand here.

		192		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		209		7.4.2.17		13		There is no space "inTable 7-15".

		193		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		209		7.4.2.17		 12-15		Table 7-19 and Table 8-108 are no link.

		194		Tero Kivinen		Self		209		7.4.2.17		Figure 7-46		Section 7.4.2.17 Figure 7-46 The figure is in bitmap form and is not searchable. Convert to proper figure.

		195		Tero Kivinen		Self		209		7.4.2.17		Table 7-15		Section 7.4.2.17 Table 7-15 The "MacTxFailTime" has wrong case, replace with "macTxFailTime". 

		196		Tero Kivinen		Self		210		7.4.2.17		Table 7-15		Section 7.4.2.17 Table 7-15 Table continuation on the next page has wrong type of header, there is box around the "Table 7-15 -- Format of SRM Metric ID (continued)" header.

		197		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		210		7.4.2.17				Table 7-15—Format of SRM Metric ID (continued) does not need borders.

		198						211		7.4.2.19.2		18		Blue color at "Table 7-17"

		199		Henk de Ruijter		Silicon Labs		215		7.4.4.1		na		Wrong references Link Margin IE for two occurances (Sub-ID value 0x37 and 0x38

		200		Henk de Ruijter		Silicon Labs		215		7.4.4.1		na		Wrong references for RS-GFSK (0x38)

		201		Tero Kivinen		Self		222		7.4.4.10		5		Section 7.4.4.10 line 5 This is not first use of SFD, do not expand it here.

		202		Tero Kivinen		Self		222		7.4.4.10		7		Section 7.4.4.10 line 7 This is first use of NRNSC expand here on first use at the beginning of line, not on the 2nd use at the end of line.

		203		Tero Kivinen		Self		222		7.4.4.10		9		Section 7.4.4.10 line 9 This is first use of RSC, expand here on first use at the beginning of line, not on the 2nd use at the end of line.

		204		Tero Kivinen		Self		231		7.4.4.16		8		Section 7.4.4.16 line 8 This is first use of OVSF, expand it here.

		205		Tero Kivinen		Self		232		7.4.4.17		Table 7-73		Section 7.4.4.17 table 7-73 has bit 23 twice, first in the Spreading Pattern, and second time in the Reserved field. Change Reserved field bit numbers from "23-31" to "24-31". 

		206		Tero Kivinen		Self		235		7.4.4.18		4		Section 7.4.4.18 line 4 This is first use of MCS, expand here.

		207		Tero Kivinen		Self		239		7.4.4.19		8		Section 7.4.4.19 line 8 This is first use of STF, expand it here.

		208		Tero Kivinen		Self		245		7.4.4.23		1		Section 7.4.4.23 line 1, this is first use of EIRP, expand here.

		209		Tero Kivinen		Self		248		7.4.4.29		13		Section 7.4.4.29 line 13 This is first use of LMR, expand here.

		210		Henk de Ruijter		Silicon Labs		251		7.4.4.33		18		Wrong reference

		211		Henk de Ruijter		Silicon Labs		251		7.4.4.33				All references to clause 32, in sub-cause 7.4.4.33, should be changed to 31. Clause 32 does not exist.

		212		Tero Kivinen		Self		266		7.5.15		7		Section 7.5.15 line 7 has field called Status. This is very confusing when we have MLME Status parameter. Rename this to Dsme Gts Status. Change "Status Field" to "Dsme Gts Status field" twice on the line.

		213		Tero Kivinen		Self		266		7.5.15		Figure 7-124		Section 7.5.15 figure 7-124 has field called Status. This is very confusing when we have MLME Status parameter. Rename this to Dsme Gts Status.

		214		Tero Kivinen		Self		266		7.5.15		Table 7-58		Section 7.5.15 Table 7-58 Change the title from "Status field values" to "Dsme Gts Status field values".

		215		Tero Kivinen		Self		268		7.5.16		1		Section 7.5.16 line 1 has field called Status. This is very confusing when we have MLME Status parameter. Rename this to Dsme Gts Status. Change "Status Field" to "Dsme Gts Status field" twice on the line.

		216		Don Sturek		Itron		274		7.5.26		24		Need a space between "in" and "table"

		217		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		274		7.5.26		21
26		"Figure 7-141" undeline with no link.
"Figure 7-142" undeline and ther is no "Figure 7-142" at link page. 

		218		Tero Kivinen		Self		274		7.5.26		Figure 7-141		Section 7.5.26 Figure 7-141 Figure is missing header at all. Add "Figure 7-141 -- SRM Request command Content field Format" for the figure heading.

		219		Tero Kivinen		Self		274		7.5.26		Table 8-81		Section 7.5.26 line 24 The "Table 8-81" is missing space before it, replace "inTable 8-81" with "in Table 8-81". 

		220		Tero Kivinen		Self		274		7.5.26		Table 8-81		Section 7.5.26 line 24 Do not combine SrmHandle and SRM Token. Add separate SrmToken to the table 8-81 and change this to refer to SrmToken.

		221		Tero Kivinen		Self		275		7.2.26		2		Section 7.2.26 line 2 If the Start Time field is not present, what value is assumed for Start Time field? I would guess value 0 would be best. Specify the value when it is not present.

		222		Don Sturek		Itron		275		7.5.26		3		SRM Duration, according to 7-141, is always present

		223		Tero Kivinen		Self		275		7.2.26		4		Section 7.2.26 line 4 If the SRM Duration field is not present, what value is assumed for SRM Duration?

		224		Tero Kivinen		Self		275		7.2.26		6		Section 7.2.26 line 6 If the Channel Page field is not present, what value is assumed for Channel Page field? I would guess current channel page would be best. Specify the value when it is not present.

		225		Don Sturek		Itron		274		7.5.26		25		This line seems wrong.  I think the value is unique only among outstanding SRM Request frames issued by the same source device.

		226		Tero Kivinen		Self		275		7.2.26		8		Section 7.2.26 line 84 If the Channel Number field is not present, what value is assumed for Channel Number field? I would guess current channel number would be best. Specify the value when it is not present.

		227		Don Sturek		Itron		275		7.5.26		9		Actually this comment applies to lines 9-19.  I don't see how Start Time, SRM Duration, Channel Page, Channel Number and Link Handle can be omitted (see 7-141).   There is nothing in the primitives for SRM that would indicate how they would be set on the receiving side if omitted in the MAC command

		228		Don Sturek		Itron		275		7.5.26		19		"with" -> "which"

		229		Don Sturek		Itron		275		7.5.26		19		Link to Table 8-85 is broken

		230		Tero Kivinen		Self		275		7.5.26		Figure 7-141		Section 7.5.26 Figure 7-141 Figure heading is above figure, when it should be below it. Move the heading to correct place. Also this should be figure 7-142, as Figure 7-141 should be the SRM Request command Content field figure, which does not have heading.

		231		Tero Kivinen		Self		275		7.5.27		Figure 7-141		Section 7.5.27 Figure 7-141 The SRM Duration field length should be 0/4, as it can be omitted by setting SRM Duration Present field to 0. Or if the SRM Duration is mandatory field, then remove SRM Duration Present completely.

		232		Tero Kivinen		Self		275		7.5.26		Table 7-96		Section 7.5.26 line 9 There is no Table 7-96, Fix the reference, or add the table.

		233		Tero Kivinen		Self		275		7.5.26		Table 8-85		Section 7.5.26 line 19 The Table 8-85 does not describe anything about the Link Handle. Fix the reference to correct location.

		234		Tero Kivinen		Self		276		7.5.27		1		Section 7.5.27 Figure 7-143 line 1. Havinf field Status inside the MAC command is bad idea, as it can very easily be confused with MLME Status. Rename the "Status" to "SRM Status".

		235		Tero Kivinen		Self		276		7.5.27		6		Section 7.5.27 line 6. Having Status field inside the MAC command is bad idea, as it can very easily be confused with MLME Status. Rename the "Status field" to "SRM Status field".

		236		Tero Kivinen		Self		276		7.5.27		9		Section 7.5.27 line 9 There is no Address Mode or Device Address fields. I assume they are supposed to be in the Measured Device Information field, which is not described anywhere. Either remove them, or specify where they are.

		237		Tero Kivinen		Self		276		7.5.27		Figure 7-143		Section 7.5.27 figure 7-143 Figure is missing heading. Add "Figure 7-143 -- SRM Response command Content field format".

		238		Tero Kivinen		Self		276		7.5.27		Figure 7-143		Section 7.5.27 Figure 7-143 There is field Measured Device Information, but the contents of that is never described. Add description of that field.

		239		Tero Kivinen		Self		276		7.5.27		Figure 7-143		Section 7.5.27 Figure 7-143 The attribute Value field cannot be 4 octets long, as there are several attributes which have different length. Some of them are arrays, and lots of them are 1 octet fields. Change from "4" to "variable".

		240		Tero Kivinen		Self		276		7.5.28		Figure 7-143		Section 7.5.28 Figure 7-143 The attribute Value field cannot be 4 octets long, as there are several attributes which have different length. Some of them are arrays, and lots of them are 1 octet fields. Change from "4" to "variable".

		241		Tero Kivinen		Self		276		7.5.27		Figure 7-144		Section 7.5.27 figure 7-142 header, Having Status field inside the MAC command is bad idea, as it can very easily be confused with MLME Status. Rename the "Status field" to "SRM Status field". This also should be Figure 7-144 instead 7-142.

		242		Tero Kivinen		Self		276		7.5.28		Table 7-143		Section 7.5.28 figure 7-143 Figure heading is on the next page. Also the heading claims this is table 7-143, but references to it say it is 7-145.

		243		Tero Kivinen		Self		276		7.5.27		Table 7-15		Section 7.5.27 line 3 There is missing space between "in" and Table 7-15. Replace "inTable 7-15" with "in Table 7-15".

		244		Tero Kivinen		Self		277		7.5.28		5		Section 7.5.28 line 5 Combing SrmHandle parameter and SRM Token fields is bad idea. Add new parameter SrmToken to MLME-SRM-REPORT and use that for SrmToken, and keep SrmHandle as internal value.

		245		Tero Kivinen		Self		277		7.5.29		Figure 7-144		Section 7.5.29 Figure 7-144 The figure heading claims this is figure 7-144, but the references claim it should be 7-146.

		246		Tero Kivinen		Self		277		7.5.29		Figure 7-144		Section 7.5.29 Figure 7-144 The attribute Value field cannot be 4 octets long, as there are several attributes which have different length. Some of them are arrays, and lots of them are 1 octet fields. Change from "4" to "variable".

		247		Kunal Shah		Itron Inc.		279		7.5.30		2		Remove blonk pages.

		248		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		280		8.1		5		"may be invoked" should be "is invoked".  This is the defined interface for layer management. 

		249		Tero Kivinen		Self		280		8.1		10		Section 8.1 line 10 This is not first use of MCSP, do not expand here.

		250		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		281		8.2.1				Table 8-1 in the SRM related raw, there are no link exact Subclause and no jumpu to the subclause.

		251		Tero Kivinen		Self		282		8.2.2		21		Section 8.2.2 line 21 add text here explaining generic errors, and specify that none of those error codes are not mentioned in the Status valid range field of any of the primitives. The generic security errors include "COUNTER_ERROR, IMPROPER_KEY_TYPE, IMPROPER_SECURITY_LEVEL, SECURITY_ERROR, UNAVAILABLE_KEY, UNSUPPORTED_LEGACY, UNSUPPORTED_SECURITY". Generic transmit errors include "CHANNEL_ACCESS_FAILURE, FRAME_TOO_LONG, NO_ACK, TRANSACTION_EXPIRED, TRANSACTION_OVERFLOW". Remove all of those error codes from all other primitives, and replace them with reference to 8.2.2. What about "NO_DATA" error is that generic error, or specific to some primitives? I think it should be listed as generic, and text should be added here specifying what it means. Add reference to section 6.6 for TRANSACTION_OVERFLOW and TRANSACTION_EXPIRE codes. After this is done, go through all primitives for status parameters values left in them, and verify that the meaning of them is explained there. 

		252		Tero Kivinen		Self		284		8.2.3.1		2		Section 8.2.3.1 line 2 is not complete. Looking at the parameters it can either send Association Request (7.5.2) or DSME Association request command (7.5.12). Add text to explain that.

		253		Tero Kivinen		Self		284		8.2.3.2		9		Section 8.2.3.2 line 9 is not complete. Looking at the parameters this MLME-ASSOCIATE.indication can be called when device receives either Association Request (7.5.2) or DSME Association request command (7.5.12). Add text to explain that.

		254		Tero Kivinen		Self		284		8.2.3.1		Table 8-53		Section 8.2.3.1 Table 8-4 parameter Direction refers to table 8-53, but has Type of Integer and Valid Range of 0x00-0x01, where Table 8-53 has type of Enumeration and Valid range of TX, RX. Change Type and Valid range to be "Enumeration", and "TX, RX". 

		255		Tero Kivinen		Self		286		8.2.3.3		23		Section 8.2.3.3 line 23 has Status parameter, but this is not the normal status parameter, this is Association Status field of the Association Response or DSME Association Response commands. Rename the Status to AssocationStatus to make this clear.

		256		Tero Kivinen		Self		286		8.2.3.3		26		Section 8.2.3.3 line 26 says that coordinator generates Association Response command as described in 7.5.3, but looking at the parameters, I think it can also generate DSME Association Response command as defined in 7.5.13. This text needs to explain that too.

		257		Tero Kivinen		Self		286		8.2.3.3		29		Section 8.2.3.3 line 29 talks about Status field, as it is talking about the Status parameter stored in the Association Status field. Change the Status to AssocationStatus to make clear what field/parameter is talked here.

		258		Tero Kivinen		Self		286		8.2.3.2		Table 8-53		Section 8.2.3.2 Table 8-5 parameter Direction refers to table 8-53, but has Type of Integer and Valid Range of 0x00-0x01, where Table 8-53 has type of Enumeration and Valid range of TX, RX. Change Type and Valid range to be "Enumeration", and "TX, RX". 

		259		Tero Kivinen		Self		287		8.2.3.4		7		Section 8.2.3.4 line 7 MLME-ASSOCIATION.confirm do have Status, but there is no Association Status parameter for this primitive. The Status parameter tells whether sending (DMSE or normal) Association request succeeded or failed, but does not tell whether association succeeded or failed, and if it failed why it failed. Add AssociationStatus parameter to this primitive immediately after the AssocShortAddress paramater.

		260		Tero Kivinen		Self		287		8.2.3.3		Table 7-55		Section 8.2.3.3 Table 8-6 has Status parameter, but this is not the normal status parameter, this is Association Status field of the Association Response or DSME Association Response commands. Rename the Status to AssocationStatus to make this clear. Valid range already points to section 7.5.3, but it should really point directly to table 7-55 which contains Assocation Table field values. The description could point to the 7.5.3. Change Valid range to "As defined in Table 7-55", and change Description to "The association status of the association attempt as defined in 7.5.3".

		261		Tero Kivinen		Self		288		8.2.3.4		Table 7-55		Section 8.2.3.4 line 6 do have Status, but there is no Association Status parameter for this primitive. The Status parameter tells whether sending (DMSE) Association request succeeded or failed, but does not tell whether association succeeded or failed, and if it failed why it failed. Add AssociationStatus parameter to this primitive with Type "Enumeration", Valid Range "As defined in Table 7-55", and Description of "The association status of the association attempt from association request command as defined in 7.5.3". Add this immediately after the AssocShortAddress paramater.

		262		Tero Kivinen		Self		288		8.2.3.4		Table 7-55		Section 8.2.3.4 Table 8-7 do have Status, but there is no Association Status parameter for this primitive. The Status parameter tells whether sending (DMSE) Association request succeeded or failed, but does not tell whether association succeeded or failed, and if it failed why it failed. Add AssociationStatus parameter to this primitive with Type "Enumeration", Valid Range "As defined in Table 7-55", and Description of "The association status of the association attempt from association request command as defined in 7.5.3". Add this immediately after the AssocShortAddress paramater.

		263		Tero Kivinen		Self		289		8.2.3.4		2		Section 8.2.3.4 line 2 this text is inaccurate. The Status of the (DSME) Assocation Request command might be SUCCESS, but the assocation might have still failed. The device needs to check new AssociationStatus parameter to see what went wrong (I.e., whether PAN is at capacity or access was denied etc). Add text here to explain this.

		264		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		292		8.2.5		6		"may send" is wrong.   Also this SAP defines more than sending, it also include notification (as stated in the second paragraph).

		265		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		294		8.2.5.1		27		For the TimeStamp parameter, I notice it sets "The precision of this value shall be a minimum of 20-bits, with the lowest four bits being the least significant."   This is somewhat confusing.... i.e. it is odd to talk about precision on an integer field since integers are precise by their nature.  Also the low four bits are naturally least significant so why state this.  Similar wording appears in nine other places in the draft. The indicated page/line is the first occurrence of ten

		266		Don Sturek		Itron		297		8.2.5.2		14		For IMPROPER_IE_SECURITY, it should be possible for the upper layer to accept ALL or NONE of the IE's in the frame.   It should not be a requirement that in frames where some IE's pass security processing and some fail, the upper layer must process the IE's that pass security.

		267		Don Sturek		Itron		300		8.2.6.1		3		Add an "a" between "matches" and "given"

		268		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		301		8.2.6.3		15		"may be required" is incorrect. The sentence is stating a fact - in some cases it will be required, but the interface is out of scope of this standard.

		269		Don Sturek		Itron		301		8.2.6.3		18		Add an "a" between "matches" and "given"

		270		Tero Kivinen		Self		302		8.2.6.4		7		Section 8.2.6.4 table 8-19 Status parameter has value if INVALID_INDEX, which is not described anywhere what it means. Add text after line 7 explaining that "INVALID_INDEX - The index inside the hierarchical values in PIBAttribute is out of range.".

		271		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		309		8.2.10.1		4		"This primitive may also be generated to cancel a previously generated request to enable the receiver" is wrong.

		272		Tero Kivinen		Self		314		8.2.11.2		Table 8-30		Section 8.2.11.2 Table 8-30 has Status code of BAD_CHANNEL, but there is no text explainin when it is returned. Add text explaining when this error can be returned.

		273		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		316		8.2.12.1		42		Lots of cross references to clause numbers tables etc. while appearing to be clickable do not bring you to the referenced item (some do some don't, I can't see why this is ?  The referenced clause/page/line is just one such.  Where the description of CoordRealignSecurityLevel references Table 9-6, which appears clickable but does not bring you to the table.  There are 26 references to this table. The one at the bottom of page 434 does work but the previous 12 do not.  I did not continue to check the rest.  Many other such cross-references don't work as hyperlinks, while many do.

		274		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		324		8.2.15.1		11		Another erroneous "may". "This primitive may also be generated to cancel a previously generated request" is stating a possibility, not a requirement.

		275		Tero Kivinen		Self		325		8.2.16.2		24		Section 8.2.16.2 line 24 uses MLME-CHANNEL.confirm but there is no MLME-CHANNEL.confirm primitive at all. I assume it should be MLME-SOUNDING.confirm, i.e., replace "MLME-CHANNEL.confirm" with "MLME-SOUNDING-confirm". 

		276		Tero Kivinen		Self		326		8.2.16.2		Table 8-39		Section 8.2.16.2 line 13 in description says it returns UNSUPPORTED_ATTRIBUTE if sounding capability is not supported by PHY, but Status list does not include UNSUPPORTED_ATTRIBUTE, but instead do have separate error message SOUNDING_NOT_SUPPORTED. I do not think there is need for separate error case for SOUNDING_NOT_SUPPORTED, especially as MLME-SOUNDING.request does not take any parameters, so there cannot be any other unsupported attributes in it. Replace the SOUNDING_NOT_SUPPORTED in the Table 8-39 Valid range column of Status with UNSUPPORTED_ATTRIBUTE

		277		Tero Kivinen		Self		326		8.2.16.2		Table 8-39		Section 8.2.16.2 table 8-39 has Status value of SOUNDING_NOT_SUPPORTED. This is not explained in the text unless the text on lines 12-13 should refer to SOUNDING_NOT_SUPPORTED instead of UNSUPPORTED_ATTRIBUTE.

		278		Tero Kivinen		Self		327		8.2.17.2		Table 8-41		Section 8.2.16.2 Table 8-41 has Status value of UNSUPPORTED_ATTRIBUTE, but there are not attributes written here. I think the SOUNDING_NOT_SUPPORTED would be better error message when sounding is not supported. Change "UNSUPPORTED_ATTRIBUTE" to "SOUNDING_NOT_SUPPORTED".

		279		Tero Kivinen		Self		328		8.2.17.2		9		Section 8.2.17.2 line 9 talks about Status value of UNSUPPORTED_ATTRIBUTE, but there are not attributes written here. I think the SOUNDING_NOT_SUPPORTED would be better error message when sounding is not supported. Change "UNSUPPORTED_ATTRIBUTE" to "SOUNDING_NOT_SUPPORTED".

		280		Tero Kivinen		Self		329		8.2.18.1		Table 8-42		Section 8.2.18.1 Table 8-42 DstAddrMode entry uses Valid Range of NO_ADDRESS instead of NONE like we use in all other places. Replace "NO_ADDRESS" with "NONE". The SrcAddrMode few lines above do use correct range.

		281		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		330		8.2.18.1		1		"may be generated by a higher layer" is incorrect use of "may" which describes an optional behavior within the scope of the standard, while higher layer is clearly out of scope of the standard. 

		282		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		332		8.2.18.3		5		"A higher layer may use the information contained" is clearly stating a possible action of the higher layer, not an optional behavior within the scope of this standard.

		283		Tero Kivinen		Self		332		8.2.18.3		Table 8-44		Section 8.2.18.3 Table 8-44 SrcAddrMode entry uses Valid Range of NO_ADDRESS instead of NONE like we use in all other places. Replace "NO_ADDRESS" with "NONE".

		284		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		333		8.2.19.1		2		"may be used by a higher layer" is incorrect use of "may". 

		285		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		334		8.2.19.3		26		"may be used by the device management layer" is stating a requirement on a higher layer (out of scope of this standard)

		286		Tero Kivinen		Self		343		8.2.20.4.		24		Section 8.2.20.4. This is not normal MLME Status, rename it to DsmeGtsStatus. 

		287		Tero Kivinen		Self		344		8.2.20.4		23		Section 8.2.20.4, line 23, the Status here combines both status codes, and the actual status from the DSME GTS response command. Make those two separate. Add DsmeGtsStatus parameter to primitive in the location where Status now, and move the Status to the end.

		288		Tero Kivinen		Self		344		8.2.20.3		Table 7-58		Section 8.2.20.3 Table 8-56. This is not normal status, this is GtsStatus, and should be renamed to such. Rename the Name from "Status" to "GtsStatus", change type from Enumeration to Integer, change Valid range to "As specified in Table 7-58". 

		289		Tero Kivinen		Self		344		8.2.20.3		Table 8-56		Section 8.2.20.3 line 8 has text assuming Status field is interger, and sets it to zero, one, two etc with specific error codes. The Status in Table 8-56 is specified as Enumeration. This Status is not normal transmission status, this is DsmeGtsStatus, and it should be renamed as such. Change text "The Status field of the command shall be set to zero if the Status parameter value is SUCCESS. The Status field shall be set to one if the Status parameter value is DENIED. The Status field shall be set to two if the Status parameter value is INVALID_PARAMETER" to "The Dsme Gts Status field of the command shall be set to the value DsmeGtsStatus parameter"

		290		Tero Kivinen		Self		344		8.2.20.4		Table 8-56		Section 8.2.20.4 table 8-56 rename Status to DsmeGtsStatus, change the Valid range to say "APPROVED, DISAPPROVED_LACK_OF_AVAILABILITY, DISAPPROVED_UNKNOWN_GTS", and Description to say DsmeGtsStatus field of the DSME-GTS response to send out.

		291		Tero Kivinen		Self		345		8.2.20.4		2		Section 8.2.20.4 line 2 the text "If the value of the Status field in the command is zero (SUCCESS)" assumes the type of Status is integer, and assumes the status is mapped to integer. Change the text to say "If the value of the Status parameter is SUCCESS and the Dsme Gts Status field of the DSME Response command is zero (APPROVED),".

		292		Tero Kivinen		Self		345		8.2.20.4		2		Section 8.2.20.4 line 2, the text "check the Status field of the command" is not something higher layer can do, as it does not see the command. It can check the "Status and DsmeGtsStatus parameters of the confirm". On the other hand if this is describing what device does automatically, then that is already described in the 6.11.5.1. Perhaps some of this text can be removed.

		293		Tero Kivinen		Self		345		8.2.20.4		3		Section 8.2.20.4 line 3. The "as described in ." is missing the reference to the section 6.11.5.1. Change "as described in ." to "as described in 6.11.5.1".

		294		Tero Kivinen		Self		345		8.2.20.4		6-8		Section 8.2.20.4 line 6-8 contains text explaining how to set Status field based on the status parameter. Replace the text "The Status field of the command shall be set to zero if the Status parameter value is SUCCESS. The Status field shall be set to one if the Status parameter value is DENIED. The Status field shall be set to two if the Status paramter valie is INVALID_PARAMETER." with "The DsmeGtsStatus parameter shall be set to have value of the Dsme Gts Status field of the command."

		295		Tero Kivinen		Self		345		8.2.20.4		Table 7-58		Section 8.2.20.4 table 8-57 Status parameter has value of DENIED, which is not normal status, but is actually the DsmeGtsStatus from the DSME GTS Response Command. Separate this out, by adding new DsmeGtsStatus, with type of integer, valid range "as specified in Table 7-58", and with description of "The status of DSME-GTS request". Change the Description of "Status" to "The status of the request."

		296		Tero Kivinen		Self		345		8.2.20.4		Table 8-57		Section 8.2.20.4 table 8-57 has Status value of FAILURE, but there is no text explaining how and when that status value is returned. Remove the value FAILURE from valid range of Status.

		297		Tero Kivinen		Self		345		8.2.20.4				Section 8.2.20.4 lines 11-14. The text "If the value of the Status field in the command is zero, the Status in this pirmitive shall be set to SUCCESS. If the value of the Status field is one, the Status paramter shall be set to DENIED. If the value of the Status field is two, the Status parameter shall be set to INVALID_PARAMETER." is not tied to anything in and is very confusing. Also it mixes Status parameter with DsmeGtsStatus from the DSME GTS Response. Remove the text.

		298		Tero Kivinen		Self		356		8.2.23.4		Table 8-67		Section 8.2.23.4 table 8-67 does not explain how the Status type of DENIED can be known from the DBS respond command. Add text explaining that.

		299		Tero Kivinen		Self		364		8.2.26.1.1		14		Section 8.2.26.1.1 line 14 There should be separate SrmToken parameter here between ScopeId and StartTime. Add it here.

		300		Tero Kivinen		Self		364		8.2.26.1.1		18		Section 8.2.26.1.1 line 18 There is no LinkHandle parameter here, should there be one, as there is field for it in the SRM Report command?

		301		Tero Kivinen		Self		365		8.2.26.1.2		6		Section 8.2.26.1.2 line 6 Replace "SRM Report MAC Command frame" with "SRM Report Command frame".

		302		Tero Kivinen		Self		365		8.2.26.1.2		7		Section 8.2.26.1.2 line 7, replace "Enh-ACK" with "Enh-Ack". 

		303		Tero Kivinen		Self		365		8.2.26.1.1		Table 8-75		Section 8.2.26.1.1 Table 8-75 There should be separate SrmToken parameter here between ScopeId and StartTime. Add it here with type if Integer, and Valid Range of 0x01-0xff, and description "Srm Token when sending SRM Report command". 

		304		Tero Kivinen		Self		365		8.2.26.1.1		Table 8-75		Section 8.2.26.1.1 Table 8-75 StartTime field can be omitted from the SRM Report command. Which value of StartTime parameter indicates that this parameter is omitted? Value 0? This applies also to other SRM MLME calls.

		305		Tero Kivinen		Self		365		8.2.26.1.1		Table 8-75		Section 8.2.26.1.1 Table 8-75 Duration field can be omitted from the SRM Report command. Which value of Duration parameter indicates that this parameter is omitted? Value 0? This applies also to other SRM MLME calls.

		306		Tero Kivinen		Self		365		8.2.26.1.1		Table 8-75		Section 8.2.26.1.1 Table 8-75 Channel Page field can be omitted from the SRM Report command. Which value of ChannelPage parameter indicates that this parameter is omitted? This applies also to other SRM MLME calls.

		307		Tero Kivinen		Self		365		8.2.26.1.1		Table 8-75		Section 8.2.26.1.1 Table 8-75 Channel Number field can be omitted from the SRM Report command. Which value of ChannelNumber parameter indicates that this parameter is omitted? This applies also to other SRM MLME calls.

		308		Tero Kivinen		Self		365		8.2.26.1.1		Table 8-75		Section 8.2.26.1.1 Table 8-75 I assume the SrmMetricId is used to fetch the correct measurement from the PIB and that value is then filled to the Attribute Value field of the command. If that is true, this should be explained either here or in the description of the MLME call.

		309		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		365		8.2.26				Most of the Subclause and Table number described in the Table 8-75 to Table 8-86 does not jump to the subclause or table.  
e.g "The SrmMetricId as defined in7.5.29" does not jump to 7.5.29

		310		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		365		8.2.26.1.1				Location of period is incorrect at SrmMetricId and ScopeId.
There is no link to "7.5.29" at  SrmMetricId and ScopeId.

		311		Tero Kivinen		Self		366		8.2.26.1.2		7		Section 8.2.26.1.2 line 7 There should be separate SrmToken parameter here between ScopeId and StartTime. Add it here.

		312		Tero Kivinen		Self		366		8.2.26.1.2		11		Section 8.2.26.1.2 line 11 There is no LinkHandle parameter here, should there be one, as there is field for it in the SRM Report command? Also we do not have parameter for Attribute Value from the incoming command should we have it?

		313		Tero Kivinen		Self		366		8.2.26.1.2		17		Section 8.2.26.1.2 line 17 The text about saying parameter are same than in .request is not true, as request parameters are used to send the frame, and in this case the descriptions are from the received frame. Also there is no RequreConfirm in either MLME call. Remove this text completely.

		314		Tero Kivinen		Self		366		8.2.26.1.2		Table 8-76		Section 8.2.26.1.2 Table 8-76 There should be separate SrmToken parameter here between ScopeId and StartTime. Add it here with type if Integer, and Valid Range of 0x01-0xffm and description "Srm Token of the received SRM Report command". 

		315		Tero Kivinen		Self		366		8.2.26.1.2		Table 8-76		Section 8.2.26.1.2 Table 8-76 If the Start Time field is missing from the SRM Report, what value is used for StartTime parameter?

		316		Tero Kivinen		Self		366		8.2.26.1.2		Table 8-76		Section 8.2.26.1.2 Table 8-76 If the SRM Duration field is missing from the SRM Report, what value is used for Duration parameter?

		317		Tero Kivinen		Self		366		8.2.26.1.2		Table 8-76		Section 8.2.26.1.2 Table 8-76 If the Channel Page field is missing from the SRM Report, what value is used for ChannelPage parameter?

		318		Tero Kivinen		Self		367		8.2.26.1.2		Table 8-76		Section 8.2.26.1.2 Table 8-76 If the Channel Number field is missing from the SRM Report, what value is used for ChannelNumber parameter?

		319		Tero Kivinen		Self		368		8.2.26.2.1		8		Section 8.2.26.2.1 line 8 There should be separate SrmToken parameter here between ScopeId and StartTime. Add it here.

		320		Tero Kivinen		Self		368		8.2.26.2.1		12		Section 8.2.26.2.1 line 12 There is no LinkHandle parameter here, should there be one, as there is field for it in the SRM Information command?

		321		Tero Kivinen		Self		368		8.2.26.2.1		Table 8-78		Section 8.2.26.2.1 Table 8-78 I assume the SrmMetricId is used to fetch the correct measurement from the PIB and that value is then filled to the Attribute Value field of the command. If that is true, this should be explained either here or in the description of the MLME call.

		322		Tero Kivinen		Self		369		8.2.26.2.2		12		Section 8.2.26.2.2 line 12 Why does not the .indication contain all the information from the SRM Information command, i.e., SRM Metric ID, Scope ID, SRM Token, Measurement Information and Attribute value?

		323		Tero Kivinen		Self		370		8.2.26.3		19		Section 8.2.26.3 line 19 Change "MLME-SRM.request" to "MLME-SRM-REQ.request".

		324		Tero Kivinen		Self		370		8.2.26.3		Figure 6-85		Section 8.2.26.3 line 18 I think this should be MLME-SRM-REQ.request not MLME-SRM.request. At least Figure 6-85 assumes so.  Change "MLME-SRM.request" to "MLME-SRM-REQ.request". Also add new "8.2.26.3 MLME-SRM-REQ", and move 8.2.26.3.1 MLME-SRM-REQ.request (old 8.2.26.3 MLME-SRM.request), 8.2.26.3.2 MLME-SRM-REQ.indication (old 8.2.26.4 MLME-SRM.indication) and 8.2.26.3.3 MLME-SRM-REQ.confirm (old 8.2.26.6 MLME-SRM-REQ.confirm) under it.

		325		Tero Kivinen		Self		371		8.2.26.3		1		Section 8.2.26.3 line 1 Change "MLME-SRM.request" to "MLME-SRM-REQ.request".

		326		Tero Kivinen		Self		371		8.2.26.3		8		Section 8.2.26.3 line 8 There should be separate SrmToken parameter here between ScopeId and StartTime. Add it here.

		327		Tero Kivinen		Self		371		8.2.26.3		21		Section 8.2.26.3 line 21 Change "MLME-SRM.request" to "MLME-SRM-REQ.request".

		328		Tero Kivinen		Self		372		8.2.26.3		1		Section 8.2.26.3 line 1 Change "MLME-SRM.request" to "MLME-SRM-REQ.request".

		329		Tero Kivinen		Self		372		8.2.26.4		4		Section 8.2.26.4 line 4 Change "MLME-SRM.indication" to "MLME-SRM-REQ.indication".

		330		Tero Kivinen		Self		372		8.2.26.4		5		Section 8.2.26.4 line 5 Change "MLME-SRM.indication" to "MLME-SRM-REQ.indication".

		331		Tero Kivinen		Self		372		8.2.26.4		7		Section 8.2.26.4 line 7 Change "MLME-SRM.indication" to "MLME-SRM-REQ.indication".

		332		Tero Kivinen		Self		372		8.2.26.4		8		Section 8.2.26.4 line 8 There is no corresponding response primitive, so SrmHandle is no longer useful, remove it.

		333		Tero Kivinen		Self		372		8.2.26.4		11		Section 8.2.26.4 line 11 There should be separate SrmToken parameter here between ScopeId and StartTime. Add it here.

		334		Tero Kivinen		Self		372		8.2.26.4		23		Section 8.2.26.4 line 23 The parameters are not same, as others are for the sending and others for receiving. Remove line 23.

		335		Tero Kivinen		Self		372		8.2.26.3		Table 8-81		Section 8.2.26.3 Table 8-81 There should be separate SrmToken parameter here between ScopeId and StartTime. Add it here with type if Integer, and Valid Range of 0x01-0xff, and description "Srm Token when sending SRM Report command". 

		336		Tero Kivinen		Self		373		8.2.26.4		2		Section 8.2.26.4 line 2 Change "MLME-SRM.indication" to "MLME-SRM-REQ.indication".

		337		Tero Kivinen		Self		373		8.2.26.4		3		Section 8.2.26.4 line 3 Change "MLME-SRM.indication" to "MLME-SRM-REQ.indication".

		338		Tero Kivinen		Self		373		8.2.26.4		5		Section 8.2.26.4 line 5 There is no longer corresponding Response, so SrmHandle is not useful at all for matching them. Use SrmToken for that instead along with the addresses.

		339		Tero Kivinen		Self		373		8.2.26.4		Table 8-82		Section 8.2.26.4 Table 8-82 There is no corresponding response primitive, so SrmHandle is no longer useful, remove it.

		340		Tero Kivinen		Self		374		8.2.26.5		1		Section 8.2.26.5 line 1 Add new 8,2,26,4 MLME-SRM-RES (after 8.2.26.4 is moved under 8.2.26.3) and move MLME-SRM-RES.request under it as 8.2.26.4.1 MLME-SRM-RES.request. Move 8.2.26.5.1 MLME-SRM-RES.indication there as 8.2.26.4.2 MLME-SRM-RES.indication, and 8.2.26.5.2 MLME-SRM-RES.confirm as 8.2.26.4.3 MLME-SRM-RES.confirm.

		341		Tero Kivinen		Self		374		8.2.26.5		11		Section 8.2.26.5 line 11 We do not have parameter for Attribute Value to be used when sending response. Should we have it, or do we automatically fetch it based on the SrmMetricId?

		342		Tero Kivinen		Self		374		8.2.26.5		12		Section 8.2.26.5 line 12 Rename Status to SrmStatus, as this is Srm Status field value sent inside the command.

		343		Tero Kivinen		Self		374		8.2.26.5		20		Section 8.2.26.5 line 20 Change "MLME-SRM.response" to "MLME-SRM-RES.request".

		344		Don Sturek		Itron		374		8.2.26.5		24		The caption Table 8-83 should read "MLME-SRM.request parameters

		345		Tero Kivinen		Self		374		8.2.26.5		Table 8-83		Section 8.2.26.5 line 10 There should be all parameters from needed for SRM Response command, i.e., add SrmMetricId, ScopeId, SrmToken, SrmStatus, StartTime, Duration, ChannelPage, ChannelNumber and LinkHandle. Also add them to the Table 8-83.

		346		Tero Kivinen		Self		374		8.2.26.5		Table 8-83		Section 8.2.26.5 Table 8-83 Description of the SrmHandle is wrong. It is not used to match SRM Response with the corresponding SRM Response, but it is used to match the MLME-SRM-RES.request with corresponding MLME-SRM-RES.confirm.

		347		Tero Kivinen		Self		374		8.2.26.5		Table 8-83		Section 8.2.26.5 Table 8-83 Rename Status to SrmStatus, as this is Srm Status field value sent inside the command.

		348		Tero Kivinen		Self		375		8.2.26.5.1		4		Section 8.2.26.5.1 line 4 Change "reception of and MLME-SRM-Response command" with "SRM Response command".

		349		Tero Kivinen		Self		375		8.2.26.5.1		Table 8-84		Section 8.2.26.5.1 line 8 There is no need for SrmHandle, as there is no corresponding response. Remove it. On the other hand we would need other fields from the SRM Response commands, i.e., SrmMetricId, ScopeId, SrmToken, StartTime. Duration, ChannelPage, ChannelNumber, LinkHandle, and AttributeValue. We do have SrmStatus. Add all those to Table 8-84 too.

		350		Tero Kivinen		Self		376		8.2.26.5.2		Table 8-85		Section 8.2.26.5.2 line 6 There is no need for DeviceAddrMode or DeviceAddress as SrmHandle will uniquely specify the corresponding response, as SrmToken is separated to its own field. Remove DeviceAddrMode and DeviceAddress from here, and also from Table 8-85.

		351		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		377		8.2.26.6		13		Blank row in Table 8-86

		352		Tero Kivinen		Self		377		8.2.26.6		Table 8-86		Section 8.2.26.6 line 7 There is no need for DeviceAddrMode or DeviceAddress as SrmHandle will uniquely specify the corresponding response, as SrmToken is separated to its own field. Remove DeviceAddrMode and DeviceAddress from here, and also from Table 8-86. The Status in parameter list is in the beginning of the line, it is not correctly indented. Fix that too.

		353		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		378		8.3.3.		6		In table 8-90 MCPS-DATA.indication parameters, the Rssi parameter description incorrectly says that the RX level is measured during the PHR, when it is clear from the original 4f 2012 standard text  that it is "measured during the frame Preamble and locked when valid SFD is detected."

		354		Tero Kivinen		Self		383		8.3.2		Table 8-89		Section 8.3.2 line 14: MCSP-DATA.confirm needs to have identical HeaderIeList and PayloadIeList parameters, just like MCSP-DATA.indication has. This AckPayload could contain same information, but there is no point of upper layer to start parsing IE lists. These needs to be added also to the Table 8-89.

		355		Tero Kivinen		Self		385		8.3.2		5		Section 8.3.2, line 5, description uses "NO_ADDRESS", instead of "NONE". Change the "... are set to NO_ADDRESS in MCSP-DATA.request primitive ..." to "... are set to NONE in MCSP-DATA.request primitive ...". 

		356		Tero Kivinen		Self		385		8.3.2		Table 8-89		Section 8.3.2 table 8-89 has UNSUPPORTED_DATARATE Status value, but there is no description when it can be returned. Add text to explain when it is returned.

		357		Tero Kivinen		Self		385		8.3.2		Table 8-89		Section 8.3.2 table 8-89 has UNSUPPORTED_LEIP Status value, but there is no description when it can be returned. Add text to explain when it is returned.

		358		Tero Kivinen		Self		385		8.3.2		Table 8-89		Section 8.3.2 table 8-89 has UNSUPPORTED_PRF Status value, but there is no description when it can be returned. Add text to explain when it is returned.

		359		Tero Kivinen		Self		385		8.3.2		Table 8-89		Section 8.3.2 table 8-89 has UNSUPPORTED_PSR Status value, but there is no description when it can be returned. Add text to explain when it is returned.

		360		Tero Kivinen		Self		385		8.3.2		Table 8-89		Section 8.3.2 table 8-89 has UNSUPPORTED_RANGING Status value, but there is no description when it can be returned. Add text to explain when it is returned. Does this mean that we are doing in ranging something that is unsupported, or that ranging is not supported at all? If this is the last, then RANGING_NOT_SUPPORTED might be better error text.
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		CID		Name		Affiliation		Page		Sub-clause		Line #		Comment

		1		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		0		0		0		General:  We've used "may" inappropriately a lot in the past.  "may" states an optional requirement, a permisible action within the scope of the standard (ref  6.4.7 of the IEEE-SA Standards Board Operations Manual and 10.2.2 of the IEEE-SA Stanards Style Manual).   Inappropriate uses include in informative statements, and when describing actions outside the scope of the standard.  

		2		Clint Powell		PWC		1		1		1		Too many Incorrect references and broken reference links. This makes the spec unusable - therefor a technical issue.

		3		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		15				5		The document says: "... ternary amplitude shift keying (TASK) and ternary amplitude shift keying (RS-GFSK)". Both acronyms cannot apply to the same description. 


		4		Tero Kivinen		Self		17		Table of contents		17		Table of contents line 17. Some of the top level section names has formatting error where the page number is immediately after the text, i.e., it is missing the "...." fill between the section name and number.

		5		Don Sturek		Itron		17		TOC		17		TOC entries on line 17 and 45 need some reformatting

		6		Tero Kivinen		Self		44		1		1		Section 1 line 1 The previous page (pdf page 31) has page number 32 in footer, this page (pdf page 32) has page 44 in the footer, i.e., page numbers skip 12 pages suddenly.

		7		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		44		1		1		Page numbering doesn't follow standards style requirements. 

		8		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		46		3.1		11		Inappropriate use of normative language: "may" states an optional requirement, a permisible action within the scope of the standard (ref  6.4.7 of the IEEE-SA Standards Board Operations Manual and 10.2.2 of the IEEE-SA Stanards Style Manual). Clause 3 is not to include requirements.  In this case the definition is not needed and should be removed.

		9		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		46		3.1		22		Inappropriate use of normative language: "may" states an optional requirement, a permisible action within the scope of the standard (ref  6.4.7 of the IEEE-SA Standards Board Operations Manual and 10.2.2 of the IEEE-SA Stanards Style Manual). Clause 3 is not to include requirements. 

		10		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		46		3.1		26		Inappropriate use of normative language: "may" states an optional requirement, a permisible action within the scope of the standard (ref  6.4.7 of the IEEE-SA Standards Board Operations Manual and 10.2.2 of the IEEE-SA Stanards Style Manual). Clause 3 is not to include requirements.  In this case, it is stating a possible capability: can is used for statements of possibility and capability.

		11		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		47		3.1		8		Inappropriate use of normative language: "may" states an optional requirement, a permisible action within the scope of the standard (ref  6.4.7 of the IEEE-SA Standards Board Operations Manual and 10.2.2 of the IEEE-SA Stanards Style Manual). Clause 3 is not to include requirements.  In this case, it is stating a possible capability: can is used for statements of possibility and capability.

		12		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		47		3.1		10		Inappropriate use of "may" .  

		13		Tero Kivinen		Self		48		3.2		26		Section 3.2 line 26 Defined term FCC is not used anywhere in the document, remove the term.

		14		Tero Kivinen		Self		49		3.2		40		Section 3.2 line 40 There is only one reference to PC in the whole standard, remove the PC from acronyms and use expanded version in the one location where it appears.

		15		Tero Kivinen		Self		49		3.2		42		Section 3.2 line 42 There is no uses of acronym PD anywhere in standard, remove it.

		16		Tero Kivinen		Self		50		3.4		27		Section 3.4 line 27 Acronym RIV is not used at all in the standard, remove it from acronym list.

		17		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		52		4.1		5		Another "may" that is stating a possibility, not really an optional requirement.

		18		Tero Kivinen		Self		52		4.1		11		Section 4.1 line 11 This is first use of PSDU, expand it here.

		19		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		52		4.2		18		"The terms octet and bit may also be written as octets or bits." is describing conventions used in the document, not optional requirements defined in the standard. All four terms do appear in this standard so need not be uncertain.  Yup, we've used "may" wrong a lot in the past.

		20		Tero Kivinen		Self		52		4.2		25		Section 4.2 line 25 This is first use of LSB, expand here.

		21		Tero Kivinen		Self		52		4.2		25		Section 4.2 line 25 This is first use if MSB, expand here.

		22		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		53		4.3		4		"Numbers encoded in fields may be signed or unsigned integers" isn't correct use of 'may' either.  In this case, numbers are one or the other. There is no other choice.

		23		Tero Kivinen		Self		53		4.5		22		Section 4.5 line 22 This is not first use of LSB, do not expand here.

		24		Tero Kivinen		Self		53		4.5		22		Section 4.5 line 22 This is not first use of MSB, do not expand here.

		25		Tero Kivinen		Self		54		4.5.1		6		Section 4.5.1 line 6 First use of the OUI, expand here.

		26		Tero Kivinen		Self		54		4.5.1		7		Section 4.5.1 line 7 This is not first use of LSB, do not expand here.

		27		Tero Kivinen		Self		54		4.5.1		7		Section 4.5.1 line 7 This is not first use of MSB, do not expand here.

		28		Don Sturek		Itron		54		4.5.1		18		In Figure 4-7, the arrow symbol used in the first column turned in a "?"

		29		Kunal Shah		Itron Inc.		54		4.5.1		18		Arrow is missing for RMO -> LMO

		30		Tero Kivinen		Self		54		4.5.1		Figure 4-7		Section 4.5.1 Figure 4-7 The There is question marks in the figure between RMO and LMO, and between LSB and MSB. Perhaps it should be some kind of arror ->?

		31		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		56		5.2		19		Document says "...applicationspaces…"

		32		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		56		5.2.1		27		"SUN devices may employ mesh or peer-to-peer multihop techniques to communicate with an access point" isn't exactly correct.  In fact SUN devices typically employ mesh and/or peer-to-peer multihop forwarding in the stated cases.

		33		Tero Kivinen		Self		57		5.2.4		12		Section 5.2.4 line 12 This is first use of ID, expand here.

		34		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		57		5.2.7		30		Description of CMB is not different from description of MBAN

		35		Tero Kivinen		Self		58		5.5		20		Section 5.5 line 20 This is the first use of RFD-TX, expand it here.

		36		Tero Kivinen		Self		58		5.5		22		Section 5.5 line 22 This is only use of PC, remove the (PC) part and remove the PC from the acronym list.

		37		Tero Kivinen		Self		59		5.5		1		Section 5.5 line 1 This is not first use of ID, do not expand here.

		38		Tero Kivinen		Self		59		5.5		1		Section 5.5 line 1 ID is defined acronym use it here. Change "a unique identifier" to "a unique ID".

		39		Tero Kivinen		Self		59		5.5.1		11		Section 5.5.1 line 11 This is first use of RFD-RX, expand it here.

		40		Tero Kivinen		Self		60		5.5.2		3		Section 5.5.2 line 3 This is first use of SPC, expand it here.

		41		Tero Kivinen		Self		60		5.5.2		3		Section 5.5.2 line 3 This is first use of TMCTP, expand it here.

		42		Tero Kivinen		Self		60		5.5.2		9		Section 5.5.2 line 9 this is first use of CAP, so expand it here, change "CAP" with "contention access period (CAP)"

		43		Tero Kivinen		Self		60		5.5.2		9		Section 5.5.2 line 9 this is first use of CFP, so expand it here, change "CFP" with "contention-free period (CFP)"

		44		Tero Kivinen		Self		61		5.6.1		4		Section 5.6.1 line 4 This is first use of HRP, expand here.

		45		Tero Kivinen		Self		61		5.6.1		4		Section 5.6.1 line 4 This is first use of UWB, expand it here.

		46		Don Sturek		Itron		61		5.6.1		7		Didn't we retire the ASK PHY?  If so we should remove it from this list

		47		Tero Kivinen		Self		61		5.6.1		7		Section 5.6.1 line 7, this is first use of BPSK so expand it here, replace "BPSK" with "binary phase-shift keying (BPSK)".

		48		Tero Kivinen		Self		61		5.6.1		7		Section 5.6.1 line 7 This is first use of GFSK, expand here.

		49		Tero Kivinen		Self		61		5.6.1		7		Section 5.6.1 line 7 This is first use of O-QPSK expand here.

		50		Tero Kivinen		Self		61		5.6.1		10		Section 5.6.1 line 10 This is first use of LRP, expand here.

		51		Tero Kivinen		Self		61		5.6.1		10		Section 5.6.1 line 10 This is first use of MSK, expand here.

		52		Tero Kivinen		Self		62		5.6.1		2		Section 5.6.1 line 2 This is first use of TASK, expand it here.

		53		Tero Kivinen		Self		62		5.6.2		8		Section 5.6.2 line 8 This is first use of GTS, expand here.

		54		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		62		5.7.1.1		20		Figure 5.5 b) the arrow to the right of "Beacons" is not pointing correctly to the next Beacon. This may confuse implementers. 

		55		Tero Kivinen		Self		62		5.7.1.1		21		Section 5.7.1.1 line 21 this is not first use of CAP, so do expand it here, change "contention access period (CAP)" with "CAP".

		56		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		62		5.7.1.1		21		Document says: "Any device wishing to communicate during the contention access period (CAP) between two beacons …" the different periods in a frame have not been defined yet in the document. It makes the reading confusing.

		57		Tero Kivinen		Self		62		5.7.1.1		22		Section 5.7.1.1 line 22, this is first use of CSMA-CA, so replace "CSMA-CA" with "carrier sense multiple access with collision avoidance (CSMA-CA)".

		58		Tero Kivinen		Self		62		5.7.1.1		24		Section 5.7.1.1 line 24 This is not first use of GTS, do not expand it here.

		59		Tero Kivinen		Self		62		5.7.1.1		25		Section 5.7.1.1 line 25 this is not first use of CFP, so do expand it here, change "contention-free period (CFP)" with "CFP".

		60		Chris Hett		Landis+Gyr		63		5.7.1.2		10-11		Figure 5-7 and surrounding text appear to have formatting issues.  Text in the figure is difficult to read and formatted strangely.  Title of figure is in the wrong place and truncated.

		61		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		63		5.7.1.2				 Figure 5-7 does not appear full caption. 

		62		Tero Kivinen		Self		64		5.7.1.4		2		Section 5.7.1.4 line 2, this is the first use of the BOP acronym, so expand it here, i.e., change "BOP" to "beacon only period (BOP)". 

		63		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		64		5.7.2.2		24		Document says: "When a device wishes to transfer data in a nonbeacon-enabled PAN, it transmits its Data frame to the coordinator." This sentence is confusing.

		64		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		64		5.7.2.3		27-30		The description assumes that there is only one device connected to the coordinator. Is that the only possible case? (point-to-point)

		65		Tero Kivinen		Self		65		5.7.3		15		Section 5.7.3 line 15 This is not first use of PSDU, do not expand it here.

		66		Tero Kivinen		Self		65		5.7.3		16		Section 5.7.3 line 16 This is first use of PPDU, expand it here.

		67		Tero Kivinen		Self		65		5.7.3		19		Section 5.7.3 line 20 This is first use of IE, expand here, or on the line 19, where we use plural form IEs.

		68		Tero Kivinen		Self		65		5.7.4		28		Section 5.7.4 line 28 This is first use of PCA, expand it here.

		69		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		66		5.7.5		24		Document says : "... This standard was developed with limited power supply…"

		70		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		66		5.7.5		24		Document says: "However, the physical implementation of this standard will require…"

		71		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		66		5.7.5		32		Document says: " Higher powered devices have the option …"

		72		Tero Kivinen		Self		67		5.7.6		36		Section 5.7.6 line 36. The text "When nontrivial protection is required, replay protection is always provide" is not true for TSCH mode. Add note here about that.

		73		Tero Kivinen		Self		68		5.7.7		4		Section 5.7.7 line 4 This is first use of SRM, expand it here.

		74		Tero Kivinen		Self		68		5.7.7		14		Section 5.7.7 line 14 This is first use of LE, expand here.

		75		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		68		5.7.7		18		Document says: "Full measurement: the device conducts the measurement for a specified duration of time regardless of the channel." This statement is strange and liekly incomplete.

		76		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		69		5.7.7		2		 "Table 8-98" does not link to Table 8-98 
Same as another "Table 8-98" does not link to Table 8-98.
Many Figures and Tables, and Subclause in the sentence are not linked.

		77		Don Sturek		Itron		69		5.9		28		Extra sub bullet

		78		Tero Kivinen		Self		69		5.9		30		Section 5.9 line 30 this is first use of the FSK, expand it here.

		79		Don Sturek		Itron		70		5.9		1		Extra line/page

		80		Kunal Shah		Itron Inc.		70		5.9		1		Remove blank page.

		81		Tero Kivinen		Self		75		6.2.4		19		Section 6.2.4 line 19 This is first use of RX, expand it here.

		82		Tero Kivinen		Self		75		6.2.4		19		Section 6.2.4 line 19 This is first use of TX, expand it here.

		83		Chris Hett		Landis+Gyr		76		6.2.5.1		19		Text says:  "CW0 shall be initialized to two before each transmission attempt and reset to
CW0".  It doesn't make sense to set CW0 to CW0.

		84		Tero Kivinen		Self		76		6.2.5.1		Figure 6-5		Section 6.2.5.1 line 24 does not match figure 6-5. This line says that if BLE is set to 1 and we are using slotted system, then BE shall be initialized to min(2, macMinBe). In the figure 6-5 there is arrow from "Battery Life Extension?" to right "Y" to box saying BE = macMinBe, i.e., exactly same as what is set when Battery Life Extension is N. Fix the figure to match the text.

		85		Chris Hett		Landis+Gyr		77		6.2.5.1		1		Text says: "In slotted
systems with the received BLE field set to one, this value shall be initialized to the lesser of two and the
value of macMinBe", however Figure 6-5 shows BE set directly to macMinBe in this case.

		86		Chris Hett		Landis+Gyr		78		6.2.5.1		6		The text says:  "...for the regulatory domains that require listen LBT…"

		87		Tero Kivinen		Self		78		6.2.5.3		40		Section 6.2.5.3 line 40 The text does not parse correctly: "A successful resets the BE to minimum value macMinBe". Successful what? I think it should say "successful transfer resets".

		88		Chris Hett		Landis+Gyr		78		6.2.5.3		40		The text says:  "A successful resets the BE to the minimum value macMinBe."

		89		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		78		6.2.5.3		40		The document says: "A successful resets the BE to the minimum value macMinBe. " 

		90		Chris Hett		Landis+Gyr		78		6.2.5.1		4,8		I think 'macBattLifeExtPeriods' should be italicized

		91		Tero Kivinen		Self		80		6.2.5.4		6		Section 6.2.5.4 line 6 This is first use of MSDU expand here.

		92		Tero Kivinen		Self		80		6.2.5.4		40		Section 6.2.5.4 line 40 This is not first use of PIB, do not expand here.

		93		Tero Kivinen		Self		83		6.2.5.5		18		Section 6.2.5.5 line 18 This is first use of MPDU expand here.

		94		Tero Kivinen		Self		87		6.2.9		Figure 6-11		Section 6.2.9 Figure 6-11 For some reason the figure 6-11 is after Figure 6-12 and ends up in quite wrong place, causing confusion. Move the figure 6-11 to be part of section 6.2.8 not 6.2.9.

		95		Tero Kivinen		Self		89		6.3.1		16		Section 6.3.1 line 16, this is first use of CSS, expand it here.

		96		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		95		6.3.2.1		17		Document says: "A device that is associated through a coordinator that is not the PAN coordinator shall not be capable of detecting a PAN ID conflict": Is it correct for this specification to mandate this behavior?

		97		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		96		6.3.3.1		23		Document says "... for an Coexistence Specification IE should take …"

		98		Tero Kivinen		Self		100		6.3.4		2		Section 6.3.4 line 2 This is not first use of LBT, do not expand.

		99		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		100		6.3.6		33		Document says: "...ASN is required for the generate the nonce…" This is incomplete or unclear.

		100		Tero Kivinen		Self		102		6.4.1		32		Section 6.4.1 line 32. There is no Status field in the Association response. Change "Status field" to "Association Status field". 

		101		Tero Kivinen		Self		102		6.4.1		35		Section 6.4.1 line 35. There is no Status field in the Association response. Change "Status field" to "Association Status field". 

		102		Tero Kivinen		Self		104		6.4.1		Figure 6-22		Section 6.4.1 Figure 6-22. On the FFD next higher layer there is first MCSP-DATA.request with TX, RX DPS information, but I have no idea what that is supposed to do. There is no frame going out with that MCSP-DATA.request call, but there is confirm. Then there MLME-DPS.request which can be used to set the TX, RX DPS information if needed. What is the meaning of the MCSP-DATA.request in the beginning. I think it is leftover from somewhere, and should be removed. If it is not removed, then text needs to be added explaining what it is doing. Also even the MLME-DPS.request step is not explained in the text. I think the MCSP-DATA.request, confirm and MLME-DPS.request should not be there at all, especially as device associating cannot know what the DPS values are before it joins the network, so the coordinator should use default vauls for DPS. My suggestion is to remove them all from the left side.

		103		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		105		6.4.2		26		Document says: "...behavior is required. A device shall only disassociate from the PAN if …"Is the second statement only valid for TSHC devices?, if so it should be worth clarifying it. If not the second sentence should be in another paragraph.

		104		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		106		6.4.3		5		The document says: "... sending an Association Request command with the Association Type field of the Capability Information field set to one to the coordinator of an existing PAN" The statement is confusing.

		105		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		106		6.4.3		10		Document says:"...association request, it send an MLME-ASSOCIATE.response…"

		106		Tero Kivinen		Self		106		6.4.3		13		Section 6.4.3 line 13 the "Status parameter" is bit confusing as MLME-ASSOCIATION.response has Status parameter, but it is not normal MLME status parameter, but instead it is the Association Status field for the Association Response command. Change the "Status parameter" to "AssociationStatus parameter".

		107		Tero Kivinen		Self		106		6.4.3		16		Section 6.4.3 line 16. There is no Status field in the Association response. Change "Status field" to "Association Status field". 

		108		Tero Kivinen		Self		106		6.4.3		17		Section 6.4.3 line 17. There is no Status field in the Association response. Change "Status field" to "Association Status field". 

		109		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		108		6.5.2		10		Document says: "If a Beacon frame is received, the MLME shall discard the Beacon frame if the Source Address and the Source PAN ID fields of the MHR of the Beacon frame do not match the coordinator source address (macCoordShortAddress or macCoordExtendedAddress, depending on the addressing mode) and the PAN ID of the device (macPanId). This specification should not manddate this discarding behavior.

		110		Tero Kivinen		Self		115		6.7.2		20		Section 6.7.2 line 20 this is first use of the FCS, expand it here.

		111		Tero Kivinen		Self		115		6.7.2		41		Section 6.7.2 line 41 this is the first use of EUI-64, do expand here.

		112		Tero Kivinen		Self		124		6.7.8		Figure 6-41		Section 6.7.8 Figure 6-41 Figure has aMaxFrameRetries changed to macMaxFrameRetries with underlining and overstrikes. It should simply say macMaxFrameRetries.

		113		Tero Kivinen		Self		124		6.7.8		Figure 6-42		Section 6.7.8 Figure 6-42 Figure has aMaxFrameRetries changed to macMaxFrameRetries with underlining and overstrikes. It should simply say macMaxFrameRetries.

		114		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		131		6.9.1		18		Second line of paragraph language tense is wrong "… has the Ranging field set to indicated ranging and ..."

		115		Tero Kivinen		Self		131		6.9.1		22		Section 6.9.1 line 22 This is first use of RMAKER, expand it here.

		116		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		131		6.9.2		29		Fourth word in sixth line of paragraph is a typo "dynamice"

		117		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		132		6.9.4		23		Figure 6-48 seems to have editing marks (underline and strikeouts) which I would only expect in an amendment not in a revision.

		118		Tero Kivinen		Self		132		6.9.4		Figure 6-48		Section 6.9.4 Figure 6-48 Figure has editing marks (underline, overstrike) on the right side of the figure where TX to RX ranging was changed to RX to TX ranging. Remove editing marks (two instances on right, and one instance on left). There is also underlined "(TX to RX ranging information)" on left side too.

		119		Tero Kivinen		Self		138		6.11.3.1		4		Section 6.11.3.1 line 4 This is first use of SAB, expand it here.

		120		Tero Kivinen		Self		141		6.11.5.1		29		Section 6.11.5.1 line 29. This text uses MLME-DSME-GTS.response primitive with Status parameter, which is not normal status parameter, but is DsmeGtsStatus. Rewrite by first fixing typo "MLME-DSME-GTS.reponse" to "MLME-DSME-GTS.response" and then change "Status parameter" to "DsmeGtsStatus parameter". Change "SUCCESS" to "APPROVED"

		121		Tero Kivinen		Self		141		6.11.5.1		32		Section 6.11.5.1 line 32 the Status here is confusing, as it mixes the Status of the MLME action and status of the actual operation. Rename "Status" to "Dsme Gts Status".

		122		Tero Kivinen		Self		141		6.11.5.1		37		Section 6.11.5.1 line 37 the Status here is confusing, as it mixes the Status of the MLME action and status of the actual operation. Rename "Status field" to "Dsme Gts Status field".

		123		Tero Kivinen		Self		141		6.11.5.1		43		Section 6.11.5.1 line 43 the Status here is confusing, as it mixes the Status of the MLME action and status of the actual operation. Rename "Status field" to "Dsme Gts Status field".

		124		Tero Kivinen		Self		141		6.11.5.1		Table 7-58		Section 6.11.5.1 line 35. This text uses MLME-DSME-GTS.response primitive with Status parameter, which is not normal status parameter, but is DsmeGtsStatus. Rewrite by first fixing typo "MLME-DSME-GTS.reponse" to "MLME-DSME-GTS.response" and then change "Status parameter" to "DsmeGtsStatus parameter". Rewrite the values DENIED, and INVALID_PARAMETER to match values from table 7-58.

		125		Tero Kivinen		Self		144		6.11.5.2		24		Section 6.11.5.2 line 24, Status here is confusing, as it mixes the Status of the MLME action and status of the actual operation. Rename "Status field" to "Dsme Gts Status field".

		126		Tero Kivinen		Self		145		6.11.5.2		1		Section 6.11.5.2 line 1, Status here is confusing, as it mixes the Status of the MLME action and status of the actual operation. Rename "Status field" to "Dsme Gts Status field".

		127		Tero Kivinen		Self		145		6.11.5.2		7		Section 6.11.5.2 line 7, Status here is confusing, as it mixes the Status of the MLME action and status of the actual operation. Rename "Status field" to "Dsme Gts Status field".

		128		Tero Kivinen		Self		146		6.11.5.5		28		Section 6.11.5.5 line 28, Status here is confusing, as it mixes the Status of the MLME action and status of the actual operation. Rename "Status field" to "Dsme Gts Status field".

		129		Tero Kivinen		Self		146		6.11.5.5		30		Section 6.11.5.5 line 30, Status here is confusing, as it mixes the Status of the MLME action and status of the actual operation. I think it should call MLME-DSME-GTS.confirm with both Status set to SUCCESS, and DsmeGtsStatus set to APPROVE.

		130		Tero Kivinen		Self		146		6.11.5.5		32		Section 6.11.5.5 line 32 There is no DSMEGTSSABSpecification parameter. Change "DSMEGTSSABSpeification" to "DsmeSabSpecification".

		131		Tero Kivinen		Self		156		6.12.3.3		4		Section 6.12.3.3 line 4 The text "for the devices operating in 920 Mhz band, a sender device may skip doing CSMA-CA" might be incorrect, as in other cases the text contains "Japanese 920 MHz band", not just any 920 MHz band. Is this CSMA-CA skipping allowed for any user on 920 MHz band, or only those using the Japanese 920 MHz band?

		132		Don Sturek		Itron		164		6.17		16		I suspect this sentence fragment is supposed to be a sub-bullett for the above items but not sure.

		133		Don Sturek		Itron		164		6.17.1.1		20		Link to 10.2.5 does not work

		134		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		164		6.17.1.1		20		Subclause 10.2.5 does not link yo 10.2.5

		135		Don Sturek		Itron		164		6.17.1.1		22		Not sure what the ED minimum and maximum are saying.  The values from MLME-SCAN.confirm would indicate those should be 0x00 to 0xff

		136		Don Sturek		Itron		164		6.17.1.1		23		Isn't this information just a rehash of what is stated in 10.2.5?  Wondering why we need another copy here.

		137		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		164		6.17				In this subclause, some Figure and Table in the sentence are underlline.
Such as 6.17.1.2 Line34 Underline at "Figre 6-79" 
And some Figure, Table and Subclause does not link to exact  Figure, Table and Subclause.


		138		Tero Kivinen		Self		165		6.17.1.2		Figure 6-79		Section 6.17.1.2 Figure 6-79 This figure does not seem to have anything to do with maxTxFailTime. I think this is wrong figure. Replace with correct figure.

		139		Tero Kivinen		Self		165		6.17.1.3		Figure 6-80		Section 6.17.1.3 Figure 6-80 Figure is bitmap, and is not searchable. 

		140		Don Sturek		Itron		166		6.17.1.6		1		First, line 1 is blank and should be removed.  Next, line 2 has a "?" where an "=" probably belongs.   I would search the document for "?" as I saw a number of these.

		141		Tero Kivinen		Self		166		6.17.1.4		Figure 6-81		Section 6.17.1.4 Figure 6-81 Figure is bitmap, and is not searchable. 

		142		Tero Kivinen		Self		166		6.17.1.5		Figure 6-82		Section 6.17.1.5 Figure 6-82 Figure is bitmap, and is not searchable. 

		143		Hidetoshi Yokota		Landis+Gyr		167		6.17.1.6		2		"?" is wrong

		144		Tero Kivinen		Self		167		6.17.1.7		2		Section 6.17.1.7 line 2 Replace text "Power ? -150 dBm" with "Power <= -150 dBm".

		145		Hidetoshi Yokota		Landis+Gyr		167		6.17.1.6		6		"?" is wrong

		146		Tero Kivinen		Self		167		6.17.1.7		6		Section 6.17.1.7 line 6 Replace text "Power ? -0 dBm" with "Power >= -0 dBm".

		147		Tero Kivinen		Self		167		6.17.1.7		13		Section 6.17.1.7 line 13, this is not first use of Received Signal Noise Indicator, it was already used and defined in the header. Either use RSNI, or if we ignore the definition in the header, defined it here.

		148		Tero Kivinen		Self		167		6.17.1.7		16		Section 6.17.1.7 line 16, this is first use of ANPI, expand it here. The text looks like it would expand the term, but ANPI is average noise power indicator, and there is no those words there.

		149		Tero Kivinen		Self		167		6.17.1.7		16		Section 6.17.1.7 line 16, RCPI-ANPI is not a defined acronyn, and this is only use for it, remove "(RCPI-ANPI)", especially as the text before does not even explain that acronym. Or is this trying to say RCPI - ANPI as an expression?

		150		Tero Kivinen		Self		167		6.17.1.7		17		Section 6.17.1.7 line 17 This is first use of IPI expand here.

		151		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		167		6.17.1.6		2, 6		"?" shoud be "="

		152		Tero Kivinen		Self		167		6.17.1.6		Figure 6-83		Section 6.17.1.6 Figure 6-83 Figure is bitmap, and is not searchable. 

		153		Tero Kivinen		Self		167		6.17.1.7		Figure 6-84		Section 6.17.1.7 Figure 6-84 Figure is bitmap, and is not searchable. 

		154		Tero Kivinen		Self		168		6.17.1.8		15		Section 6.17.1.8 line 15 This is first use of SFD, expand it here.

		155		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		168		6.17.1.9		24		"6.17.1.7" is blue color with underline

		156		Kunal Shah		Itron Inc.		168		6.17.1.9		26		IPI measured power values shows ? Instead of <. 

		157		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		168		6.17.1.9		26		In the Talbe 6-6 "?" shoud be "<" (IPI Lvel 0 to 11) amd "?" shoud be "-" at IPI Level 12.

		158		Hidetoshi Yokota		Landis+Gyr		168		6.17.1.9		26		all "?"s on Table 6-6 are wrong

		159		Tero Kivinen		Self		168		6.17.1.9		Table 6-6		Section 6.17.1.9 Table 6-6 The table still has ? characters where there should be <= instead. Replace ? with <=.

		160		Tero Kivinen		Self		168		6.17.1.8		Table 8-108		Section 6.17.1.8 line 16 The text here says values are 0x00 and 0xff as shown in Table 8-108 and Table 8-108 for macRssi refers back to here in 6.17.1.8. I.e., what does the actual value 0x00 or 0xff mean? Add text explaining what the values actually mean. 

		161		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		169		6.17.2.4		7		"Figure 6-87" 

		162		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		169		6.17.2.5		11		"Figure 6-88" There is no Figure 6-88.

		163		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		169		6.17.1.11		10-17		Section number, Table does not link.

		164		Tero Kivinen		Self		169		6.17.1.9		Table 6-6		Section 6.17.1.9 Table 6-6 The last line says "?55 < IPI", but I think it is supposed to say "IPI > -55". 

		165		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		170		6.17.2.1		5		Cross reference to 7.4.2.19 is blue underlined like it is a web-link  which is not correct style… it does not work as a hyperlink either.

		166		Tero Kivinen		Self		170		6.17.2.2		19		Section 6.17.2.2 line 19 We have acronym TPC for Transmit power control, add that to the header, i.e. change "6.17.2.2 Transmit Power Control" to "6.17.2.2 Transport Power Control (TPC)".

		167		Tero Kivinen		Self		170		6.17.2.2		20		Section 6.17.2.2 line 20 This is not first use of TPC, do not expand here.

		168		Tero Kivinen		Self		170		6.17.2.2		30		Section 6.17.2.2 line 30 We do not have CSMA/CA as acronym, but we CSMA-CA. Replace all "CSMA/CA" with "CSMA-CA" (4 instances in 6.17.2.2.

		169		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		171		6.17.2.3		1		Strange use of RED in figures 6-85 and 6-86 on some primitive names,

		170		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		171		6.17.2.4		7		underline unnecessary

		171		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		171		6.17.2.5		11		underline unnecessary

		172		Tero Kivinen		Self		171		6.17.2.3		Figure 6-85		Section 6.17.2.3 Figure 6-85 The figure has some font issues, where dashes go over the E of the MLME etc. It also has some arrows in red, and some text is in red too without any reason for color. Fix the figure.

		173		Tero Kivinen		Self		171		6.17.2.3		Figure 6-86		Section 6.17.2.3 Figure 6-86 The figure has some font issues, where dashes go over the E of the MLME etc. It also has some arrows in red, and some text is in red too without any reason for color. Fix the figure.

		174		Tero Kivinen		Self		171		6.17.2.4		Figure 6-87		Section 6.17.2.4 line 7 The figure 6-87 is missing, as the current Figure 6-87 should really be 6-88 as it is about SRM Infrmation Notification, not about SRM Report. Add the missing figure. 

		175		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		172		6.17.2.5		5		Figure 6-87 caption has unnecessary editing marks Acknowledgement changed to Acknowledgment

		176		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		172		6.17.2.5		7		underline unnecessary

		177		Tero Kivinen		Self		172		6.17.2.5		Figure 6-87		Section 6.17.2.5 Figure 6-87 The figure does not need to have "(AckedConfirm=TRUE/FALSE)" text at all, as that parameter does not affect the resulting flow chart. This figure also has some font issues iwth MLME-SRM-INFORMATION parts. Remove the "(AckedConfirm=TRUE/FALSE)" and fix fonts. Also this is really a figure 6-88, and figure 6-87 is missing.

		178		Kunal Shah		Itron Inc.		173		6.18		26		Remove blonk pages.

		179		Don Sturek		Itron		174		6.18		16		Extra line

		180		Don Sturek		Itron		175		6.18		1		Extra page

		181		Tero Kivinen		Self		176		7.1		3		Section 7.1 line 3, this is not first use of EUI-64, do not expand here.

		182		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		177		7.2.1.1		15		Typo?
"described in 6.12.2t." 

		183		Tero Kivinen		Self		177		7.2.1.3		15		Section 7.2.1.3 line 15 This is not first use of LE, do not expand here.

		184		Don Sturek		Itron		185		7.3.1.2		11		Might help to add "as defined in Section 7.4" to the end of this rather self defining statement.

		185		Tero Kivinen		Self		185		7.3.1.3		23		Section 7.3.1.3 line 23, this is not first use of Battery Life Extension (BLE), so do not expand the acronym. Replace "Battery Life Extension (BLE) field" with "BLE field".

		186		Tero Kivinen		Self		185		7.3.1.3		Figure 7-7		Section 7.3.1.3 figure 7-7, this is not first use of Battery Life Extension (BLE), so do not expand the acronym. Replace "Battery Life Extension (BLE)" with "BLE" in the figure 7-7.

		187		Tero Kivinen		Self		189		7.3.3		20		Section 7.3.3 line 20, replace "Enh-ACK" with "Enh-Ack". 

		188		Tero Kivinen		Self		190		7.3.5		24		Section 7.3.5 line 24 This is first use of MCPS, expand here.

		189		Tero Kivinen		Self		196		7.4.2.2		5		Section 7.4.2.2 line 5 This is not first use of OUI, do not expand here.

		190		Tero Kivinen		Self		201		7.4.2.9		11		Section 7.4.2.9 line 11 This is not first use of Frak, do not expand here.

		191		Tero Kivinen		Self		207		7.4.2.13		1		Section 7.4.2.13 line 1 this is first use of DPSK, expand here.

		192		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		209		7.4.2.17		13		There is no space "inTable 7-15".

		193		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		209		7.4.2.17		 12-15		Table 7-19 and Table 8-108 are no link.

		194		Tero Kivinen		Self		209		7.4.2.17		Figure 7-46		Section 7.4.2.17 Figure 7-46 The figure is in bitmap form and is not searchable. Convert to proper figure.

		195		Tero Kivinen		Self		209		7.4.2.17		Table 7-15		Section 7.4.2.17 Table 7-15 The "MacTxFailTime" has wrong case, replace with "macTxFailTime". 

		196		Tero Kivinen		Self		210		7.4.2.17		Table 7-15		Section 7.4.2.17 Table 7-15 Table continuation on the next page has wrong type of header, there is box around the "Table 7-15 -- Format of SRM Metric ID (continued)" header.

		197		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		210		7.4.2.17				Table 7-15—Format of SRM Metric ID (continued) does not need borders.

		198						211		7.4.2.19.2		18		Blue color at "Table 7-17"

		199		Henk de Ruijter		Silicon Labs		215		7.4.4.1		na		Wrong references Link Margin IE for two occurances (Sub-ID value 0x37 and 0x38

		200		Henk de Ruijter		Silicon Labs		215		7.4.4.1		na		Wrong references for RS-GFSK (0x38)

		201		Tero Kivinen		Self		222		7.4.4.10		5		Section 7.4.4.10 line 5 This is not first use of SFD, do not expand it here.

		202		Tero Kivinen		Self		222		7.4.4.10		7		Section 7.4.4.10 line 7 This is first use of NRNSC expand here on first use at the beginning of line, not on the 2nd use at the end of line.

		203		Tero Kivinen		Self		222		7.4.4.10		9		Section 7.4.4.10 line 9 This is first use of RSC, expand here on first use at the beginning of line, not on the 2nd use at the end of line.

		204		Tero Kivinen		Self		231		7.4.4.16		8		Section 7.4.4.16 line 8 This is first use of OVSF, expand it here.

		205		Tero Kivinen		Self		232		7.4.4.17		Table 7-73		Section 7.4.4.17 table 7-73 has bit 23 twice, first in the Spreading Pattern, and second time in the Reserved field. Change Reserved field bit numbers from "23-31" to "24-31". 

		206		Tero Kivinen		Self		235		7.4.4.18		4		Section 7.4.4.18 line 4 This is first use of MCS, expand here.

		207		Tero Kivinen		Self		239		7.4.4.19		8		Section 7.4.4.19 line 8 This is first use of STF, expand it here.

		208		Tero Kivinen		Self		245		7.4.4.23		1		Section 7.4.4.23 line 1, this is first use of EIRP, expand here.

		209		Tero Kivinen		Self		248		7.4.4.29		13		Section 7.4.4.29 line 13 This is first use of LMR, expand here.

		210		Henk de Ruijter		Silicon Labs		251		7.4.4.33		18		Wrong reference

		211		Henk de Ruijter		Silicon Labs		251		7.4.4.33				All references to clause 32, in sub-cause 7.4.4.33, should be changed to 31. Clause 32 does not exist.

		212		Tero Kivinen		Self		266		7.5.15		7		Section 7.5.15 line 7 has field called Status. This is very confusing when we have MLME Status parameter. Rename this to Dsme Gts Status. Change "Status Field" to "Dsme Gts Status field" twice on the line.

		213		Tero Kivinen		Self		266		7.5.15		Figure 7-124		Section 7.5.15 figure 7-124 has field called Status. This is very confusing when we have MLME Status parameter. Rename this to Dsme Gts Status.

		214		Tero Kivinen		Self		266		7.5.15		Table 7-58		Section 7.5.15 Table 7-58 Change the title from "Status field values" to "Dsme Gts Status field values".

		215		Tero Kivinen		Self		268		7.5.16		1		Section 7.5.16 line 1 has field called Status. This is very confusing when we have MLME Status parameter. Rename this to Dsme Gts Status. Change "Status Field" to "Dsme Gts Status field" twice on the line.

		216		Don Sturek		Itron		274		7.5.26		24		Need a space between "in" and "table"

		217		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		274		7.5.26		21
26		"Figure 7-141" undeline with no link.
"Figure 7-142" undeline and ther is no "Figure 7-142" at link page. 

		218		Tero Kivinen		Self		274		7.5.26		Figure 7-141		Section 7.5.26 Figure 7-141 Figure is missing header at all. Add "Figure 7-141 -- SRM Request command Content field Format" for the figure heading.

		219		Tero Kivinen		Self		274		7.5.26		Table 8-81		Section 7.5.26 line 24 The "Table 8-81" is missing space before it, replace "inTable 8-81" with "in Table 8-81". 

		220		Tero Kivinen		Self		274		7.5.26		Table 8-81		Section 7.5.26 line 24 Do not combine SrmHandle and SRM Token. Add separate SrmToken to the table 8-81 and change this to refer to SrmToken.

		221		Tero Kivinen		Self		275		7.2.26		2		Section 7.2.26 line 2 If the Start Time field is not present, what value is assumed for Start Time field? I would guess value 0 would be best. Specify the value when it is not present.

		222		Don Sturek		Itron		275		7.5.26		3		SRM Duration, according to 7-141, is always present

		223		Tero Kivinen		Self		275		7.2.26		4		Section 7.2.26 line 4 If the SRM Duration field is not present, what value is assumed for SRM Duration?

		224		Tero Kivinen		Self		275		7.2.26		6		Section 7.2.26 line 6 If the Channel Page field is not present, what value is assumed for Channel Page field? I would guess current channel page would be best. Specify the value when it is not present.

		225		Don Sturek		Itron		274		7.5.26		25		This line seems wrong.  I think the value is unique only among outstanding SRM Request frames issued by the same source device.

		226		Tero Kivinen		Self		275		7.2.26		8		Section 7.2.26 line 84 If the Channel Number field is not present, what value is assumed for Channel Number field? I would guess current channel number would be best. Specify the value when it is not present.

		227		Don Sturek		Itron		275		7.5.26		9		Actually this comment applies to lines 9-19.  I don't see how Start Time, SRM Duration, Channel Page, Channel Number and Link Handle can be omitted (see 7-141).   There is nothing in the primitives for SRM that would indicate how they would be set on the receiving side if omitted in the MAC command

		228		Don Sturek		Itron		275		7.5.26		19		"with" -> "which"

		229		Don Sturek		Itron		275		7.5.26		19		Link to Table 8-85 is broken

		230		Tero Kivinen		Self		275		7.5.26		Figure 7-141		Section 7.5.26 Figure 7-141 Figure heading is above figure, when it should be below it. Move the heading to correct place. Also this should be figure 7-142, as Figure 7-141 should be the SRM Request command Content field figure, which does not have heading.

		231		Tero Kivinen		Self		275		7.5.27		Figure 7-141		Section 7.5.27 Figure 7-141 The SRM Duration field length should be 0/4, as it can be omitted by setting SRM Duration Present field to 0. Or if the SRM Duration is mandatory field, then remove SRM Duration Present completely.

		232		Tero Kivinen		Self		275		7.5.26		Table 7-96		Section 7.5.26 line 9 There is no Table 7-96, Fix the reference, or add the table.

		233		Tero Kivinen		Self		275		7.5.26		Table 8-85		Section 7.5.26 line 19 The Table 8-85 does not describe anything about the Link Handle. Fix the reference to correct location.

		234		Tero Kivinen		Self		276		7.5.27		1		Section 7.5.27 Figure 7-143 line 1. Havinf field Status inside the MAC command is bad idea, as it can very easily be confused with MLME Status. Rename the "Status" to "SRM Status".

		235		Tero Kivinen		Self		276		7.5.27		6		Section 7.5.27 line 6. Having Status field inside the MAC command is bad idea, as it can very easily be confused with MLME Status. Rename the "Status field" to "SRM Status field".

		236		Tero Kivinen		Self		276		7.5.27		9		Section 7.5.27 line 9 There is no Address Mode or Device Address fields. I assume they are supposed to be in the Measured Device Information field, which is not described anywhere. Either remove them, or specify where they are.

		237		Tero Kivinen		Self		276		7.5.27		Figure 7-143		Section 7.5.27 figure 7-143 Figure is missing heading. Add "Figure 7-143 -- SRM Response command Content field format".

		238		Tero Kivinen		Self		276		7.5.27		Figure 7-143		Section 7.5.27 Figure 7-143 There is field Measured Device Information, but the contents of that is never described. Add description of that field.

		239		Tero Kivinen		Self		276		7.5.27		Figure 7-143		Section 7.5.27 Figure 7-143 The attribute Value field cannot be 4 octets long, as there are several attributes which have different length. Some of them are arrays, and lots of them are 1 octet fields. Change from "4" to "variable".

		240		Tero Kivinen		Self		276		7.5.28		Figure 7-143		Section 7.5.28 Figure 7-143 The attribute Value field cannot be 4 octets long, as there are several attributes which have different length. Some of them are arrays, and lots of them are 1 octet fields. Change from "4" to "variable".

		241		Tero Kivinen		Self		276		7.5.27		Figure 7-144		Section 7.5.27 figure 7-142 header, Having Status field inside the MAC command is bad idea, as it can very easily be confused with MLME Status. Rename the "Status field" to "SRM Status field". This also should be Figure 7-144 instead 7-142.

		242		Tero Kivinen		Self		276		7.5.28		Table 7-143		Section 7.5.28 figure 7-143 Figure heading is on the next page. Also the heading claims this is table 7-143, but references to it say it is 7-145.

		243		Tero Kivinen		Self		276		7.5.27		Table 7-15		Section 7.5.27 line 3 There is missing space between "in" and Table 7-15. Replace "inTable 7-15" with "in Table 7-15".

		244		Tero Kivinen		Self		277		7.5.28		5		Section 7.5.28 line 5 Combing SrmHandle parameter and SRM Token fields is bad idea. Add new parameter SrmToken to MLME-SRM-REPORT and use that for SrmToken, and keep SrmHandle as internal value.

		245		Tero Kivinen		Self		277		7.5.29		Figure 7-144		Section 7.5.29 Figure 7-144 The figure heading claims this is figure 7-144, but the references claim it should be 7-146.

		246		Tero Kivinen		Self		277		7.5.29		Figure 7-144		Section 7.5.29 Figure 7-144 The attribute Value field cannot be 4 octets long, as there are several attributes which have different length. Some of them are arrays, and lots of them are 1 octet fields. Change from "4" to "variable".

		247		Kunal Shah		Itron Inc.		279		7.5.30		2		Remove blonk pages.

		248		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		280		8.1		5		"may be invoked" should be "is invoked".  This is the defined interface for layer management. 

		249		Tero Kivinen		Self		280		8.1		10		Section 8.1 line 10 This is not first use of MCSP, do not expand here.

		250		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		281		8.2.1				Table 8-1 in the SRM related raw, there are no link exact Subclause and no jumpu to the subclause.

		251		Tero Kivinen		Self		282		8.2.2		21		Section 8.2.2 line 21 add text here explaining generic errors, and specify that none of those error codes are not mentioned in the Status valid range field of any of the primitives. The generic security errors include "COUNTER_ERROR, IMPROPER_KEY_TYPE, IMPROPER_SECURITY_LEVEL, SECURITY_ERROR, UNAVAILABLE_KEY, UNSUPPORTED_LEGACY, UNSUPPORTED_SECURITY". Generic transmit errors include "CHANNEL_ACCESS_FAILURE, FRAME_TOO_LONG, NO_ACK, TRANSACTION_EXPIRED, TRANSACTION_OVERFLOW". Remove all of those error codes from all other primitives, and replace them with reference to 8.2.2. What about "NO_DATA" error is that generic error, or specific to some primitives? I think it should be listed as generic, and text should be added here specifying what it means. Add reference to section 6.6 for TRANSACTION_OVERFLOW and TRANSACTION_EXPIRE codes. After this is done, go through all primitives for status parameters values left in them, and verify that the meaning of them is explained there. 

		252		Tero Kivinen		Self		284		8.2.3.1		2		Section 8.2.3.1 line 2 is not complete. Looking at the parameters it can either send Association Request (7.5.2) or DSME Association request command (7.5.12). Add text to explain that.

		253		Tero Kivinen		Self		284		8.2.3.2		9		Section 8.2.3.2 line 9 is not complete. Looking at the parameters this MLME-ASSOCIATE.indication can be called when device receives either Association Request (7.5.2) or DSME Association request command (7.5.12). Add text to explain that.

		254		Tero Kivinen		Self		284		8.2.3.1		Table 8-53		Section 8.2.3.1 Table 8-4 parameter Direction refers to table 8-53, but has Type of Integer and Valid Range of 0x00-0x01, where Table 8-53 has type of Enumeration and Valid range of TX, RX. Change Type and Valid range to be "Enumeration", and "TX, RX". 

		255		Tero Kivinen		Self		286		8.2.3.3		23		Section 8.2.3.3 line 23 has Status parameter, but this is not the normal status parameter, this is Association Status field of the Association Response or DSME Association Response commands. Rename the Status to AssocationStatus to make this clear.

		256		Tero Kivinen		Self		286		8.2.3.3		26		Section 8.2.3.3 line 26 says that coordinator generates Association Response command as described in 7.5.3, but looking at the parameters, I think it can also generate DSME Association Response command as defined in 7.5.13. This text needs to explain that too.

		257		Tero Kivinen		Self		286		8.2.3.3		29		Section 8.2.3.3 line 29 talks about Status field, as it is talking about the Status parameter stored in the Association Status field. Change the Status to AssocationStatus to make clear what field/parameter is talked here.

		258		Tero Kivinen		Self		286		8.2.3.2		Table 8-53		Section 8.2.3.2 Table 8-5 parameter Direction refers to table 8-53, but has Type of Integer and Valid Range of 0x00-0x01, where Table 8-53 has type of Enumeration and Valid range of TX, RX. Change Type and Valid range to be "Enumeration", and "TX, RX". 

		259		Tero Kivinen		Self		287		8.2.3.4		7		Section 8.2.3.4 line 7 MLME-ASSOCIATION.confirm do have Status, but there is no Association Status parameter for this primitive. The Status parameter tells whether sending (DMSE or normal) Association request succeeded or failed, but does not tell whether association succeeded or failed, and if it failed why it failed. Add AssociationStatus parameter to this primitive immediately after the AssocShortAddress paramater.

		260		Tero Kivinen		Self		287		8.2.3.3		Table 7-55		Section 8.2.3.3 Table 8-6 has Status parameter, but this is not the normal status parameter, this is Association Status field of the Association Response or DSME Association Response commands. Rename the Status to AssocationStatus to make this clear. Valid range already points to section 7.5.3, but it should really point directly to table 7-55 which contains Assocation Table field values. The description could point to the 7.5.3. Change Valid range to "As defined in Table 7-55", and change Description to "The association status of the association attempt as defined in 7.5.3".

		261		Tero Kivinen		Self		288		8.2.3.4		Table 7-55		Section 8.2.3.4 line 6 do have Status, but there is no Association Status parameter for this primitive. The Status parameter tells whether sending (DMSE) Association request succeeded or failed, but does not tell whether association succeeded or failed, and if it failed why it failed. Add AssociationStatus parameter to this primitive with Type "Enumeration", Valid Range "As defined in Table 7-55", and Description of "The association status of the association attempt from association request command as defined in 7.5.3". Add this immediately after the AssocShortAddress paramater.

		262		Tero Kivinen		Self		288		8.2.3.4		Table 7-55		Section 8.2.3.4 Table 8-7 do have Status, but there is no Association Status parameter for this primitive. The Status parameter tells whether sending (DMSE) Association request succeeded or failed, but does not tell whether association succeeded or failed, and if it failed why it failed. Add AssociationStatus parameter to this primitive with Type "Enumeration", Valid Range "As defined in Table 7-55", and Description of "The association status of the association attempt from association request command as defined in 7.5.3". Add this immediately after the AssocShortAddress paramater.

		263		Tero Kivinen		Self		289		8.2.3.4		2		Section 8.2.3.4 line 2 this text is inaccurate. The Status of the (DSME) Assocation Request command might be SUCCESS, but the assocation might have still failed. The device needs to check new AssociationStatus parameter to see what went wrong (I.e., whether PAN is at capacity or access was denied etc). Add text here to explain this.

		264		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		292		8.2.5		6		"may send" is wrong.   Also this SAP defines more than sending, it also include notification (as stated in the second paragraph).

		265		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		294		8.2.5.1		27		For the TimeStamp parameter, I notice it sets "The precision of this value shall be a minimum of 20-bits, with the lowest four bits being the least significant."   This is somewhat confusing.... i.e. it is odd to talk about precision on an integer field since integers are precise by their nature.  Also the low four bits are naturally least significant so why state this.  Similar wording appears in nine other places in the draft. The indicated page/line is the first occurrence of ten

		266		Don Sturek		Itron		297		8.2.5.2		14		For IMPROPER_IE_SECURITY, it should be possible for the upper layer to accept ALL or NONE of the IE's in the frame.   It should not be a requirement that in frames where some IE's pass security processing and some fail, the upper layer must process the IE's that pass security.

		267		Don Sturek		Itron		300		8.2.6.1		3		Add an "a" between "matches" and "given"

		268		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		301		8.2.6.3		15		"may be required" is incorrect. The sentence is stating a fact - in some cases it will be required, but the interface is out of scope of this standard.

		269		Don Sturek		Itron		301		8.2.6.3		18		Add an "a" between "matches" and "given"

		270		Tero Kivinen		Self		302		8.2.6.4		7		Section 8.2.6.4 table 8-19 Status parameter has value if INVALID_INDEX, which is not described anywhere what it means. Add text after line 7 explaining that "INVALID_INDEX - The index inside the hierarchical values in PIBAttribute is out of range.".

		271		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		309		8.2.10.1		4		"This primitive may also be generated to cancel a previously generated request to enable the receiver" is wrong.

		272		Tero Kivinen		Self		314		8.2.11.2		Table 8-30		Section 8.2.11.2 Table 8-30 has Status code of BAD_CHANNEL, but there is no text explainin when it is returned. Add text explaining when this error can be returned.

		273		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		316		8.2.12.1		42		Lots of cross references to clause numbers tables etc. while appearing to be clickable do not bring you to the referenced item (some do some don't, I can't see why this is ?  The referenced clause/page/line is just one such.  Where the description of CoordRealignSecurityLevel references Table 9-6, which appears clickable but does not bring you to the table.  There are 26 references to this table. The one at the bottom of page 434 does work but the previous 12 do not.  I did not continue to check the rest.  Many other such cross-references don't work as hyperlinks, while many do.

		274		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		324		8.2.15.1		11		Another erroneous "may". "This primitive may also be generated to cancel a previously generated request" is stating a possibility, not a requirement.

		275		Tero Kivinen		Self		325		8.2.16.2		24		Section 8.2.16.2 line 24 uses MLME-CHANNEL.confirm but there is no MLME-CHANNEL.confirm primitive at all. I assume it should be MLME-SOUNDING.confirm, i.e., replace "MLME-CHANNEL.confirm" with "MLME-SOUNDING-confirm". 

		276		Tero Kivinen		Self		326		8.2.16.2		Table 8-39		Section 8.2.16.2 line 13 in description says it returns UNSUPPORTED_ATTRIBUTE if sounding capability is not supported by PHY, but Status list does not include UNSUPPORTED_ATTRIBUTE, but instead do have separate error message SOUNDING_NOT_SUPPORTED. I do not think there is need for separate error case for SOUNDING_NOT_SUPPORTED, especially as MLME-SOUNDING.request does not take any parameters, so there cannot be any other unsupported attributes in it. Replace the SOUNDING_NOT_SUPPORTED in the Table 8-39 Valid range column of Status with UNSUPPORTED_ATTRIBUTE

		277		Tero Kivinen		Self		326		8.2.16.2		Table 8-39		Section 8.2.16.2 table 8-39 has Status value of SOUNDING_NOT_SUPPORTED. This is not explained in the text unless the text on lines 12-13 should refer to SOUNDING_NOT_SUPPORTED instead of UNSUPPORTED_ATTRIBUTE.

		278		Tero Kivinen		Self		327		8.2.17.2		Table 8-41		Section 8.2.16.2 Table 8-41 has Status value of UNSUPPORTED_ATTRIBUTE, but there are not attributes written here. I think the SOUNDING_NOT_SUPPORTED would be better error message when sounding is not supported. Change "UNSUPPORTED_ATTRIBUTE" to "SOUNDING_NOT_SUPPORTED".

		279		Tero Kivinen		Self		328		8.2.17.2		9		Section 8.2.17.2 line 9 talks about Status value of UNSUPPORTED_ATTRIBUTE, but there are not attributes written here. I think the SOUNDING_NOT_SUPPORTED would be better error message when sounding is not supported. Change "UNSUPPORTED_ATTRIBUTE" to "SOUNDING_NOT_SUPPORTED".

		280		Tero Kivinen		Self		329		8.2.18.1		Table 8-42		Section 8.2.18.1 Table 8-42 DstAddrMode entry uses Valid Range of NO_ADDRESS instead of NONE like we use in all other places. Replace "NO_ADDRESS" with "NONE". The SrcAddrMode few lines above do use correct range.

		281		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		330		8.2.18.1		1		"may be generated by a higher layer" is incorrect use of "may" which describes an optional behavior within the scope of the standard, while higher layer is clearly out of scope of the standard. 

		282		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		332		8.2.18.3		5		"A higher layer may use the information contained" is clearly stating a possible action of the higher layer, not an optional behavior within the scope of this standard.

		283		Tero Kivinen		Self		332		8.2.18.3		Table 8-44		Section 8.2.18.3 Table 8-44 SrcAddrMode entry uses Valid Range of NO_ADDRESS instead of NONE like we use in all other places. Replace "NO_ADDRESS" with "NONE".

		284		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		333		8.2.19.1		2		"may be used by a higher layer" is incorrect use of "may". 

		285		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		334		8.2.19.3		26		"may be used by the device management layer" is stating a requirement on a higher layer (out of scope of this standard)

		286		Tero Kivinen		Self		343		8.2.20.4.		24		Section 8.2.20.4. This is not normal MLME Status, rename it to DsmeGtsStatus. 

		287		Tero Kivinen		Self		344		8.2.20.4		23		Section 8.2.20.4, line 23, the Status here combines both status codes, and the actual status from the DSME GTS response command. Make those two separate. Add DsmeGtsStatus parameter to primitive in the location where Status now, and move the Status to the end.

		288		Tero Kivinen		Self		344		8.2.20.3		Table 7-58		Section 8.2.20.3 Table 8-56. This is not normal status, this is GtsStatus, and should be renamed to such. Rename the Name from "Status" to "GtsStatus", change type from Enumeration to Integer, change Valid range to "As specified in Table 7-58". 

		289		Tero Kivinen		Self		344		8.2.20.3		Table 8-56		Section 8.2.20.3 line 8 has text assuming Status field is interger, and sets it to zero, one, two etc with specific error codes. The Status in Table 8-56 is specified as Enumeration. This Status is not normal transmission status, this is DsmeGtsStatus, and it should be renamed as such. Change text "The Status field of the command shall be set to zero if the Status parameter value is SUCCESS. The Status field shall be set to one if the Status parameter value is DENIED. The Status field shall be set to two if the Status parameter value is INVALID_PARAMETER" to "The Dsme Gts Status field of the command shall be set to the value DsmeGtsStatus parameter"

		290		Tero Kivinen		Self		344		8.2.20.4		Table 8-56		Section 8.2.20.4 table 8-56 rename Status to DsmeGtsStatus, change the Valid range to say "APPROVED, DISAPPROVED_LACK_OF_AVAILABILITY, DISAPPROVED_UNKNOWN_GTS", and Description to say DsmeGtsStatus field of the DSME-GTS response to send out.

		291		Tero Kivinen		Self		345		8.2.20.4		2		Section 8.2.20.4 line 2 the text "If the value of the Status field in the command is zero (SUCCESS)" assumes the type of Status is integer, and assumes the status is mapped to integer. Change the text to say "If the value of the Status parameter is SUCCESS and the Dsme Gts Status field of the DSME Response command is zero (APPROVED),".

		292		Tero Kivinen		Self		345		8.2.20.4		2		Section 8.2.20.4 line 2, the text "check the Status field of the command" is not something higher layer can do, as it does not see the command. It can check the "Status and DsmeGtsStatus parameters of the confirm". On the other hand if this is describing what device does automatically, then that is already described in the 6.11.5.1. Perhaps some of this text can be removed.

		293		Tero Kivinen		Self		345		8.2.20.4		3		Section 8.2.20.4 line 3. The "as described in ." is missing the reference to the section 6.11.5.1. Change "as described in ." to "as described in 6.11.5.1".

		294		Tero Kivinen		Self		345		8.2.20.4		6-8		Section 8.2.20.4 line 6-8 contains text explaining how to set Status field based on the status parameter. Replace the text "The Status field of the command shall be set to zero if the Status parameter value is SUCCESS. The Status field shall be set to one if the Status parameter value is DENIED. The Status field shall be set to two if the Status paramter valie is INVALID_PARAMETER." with "The DsmeGtsStatus parameter shall be set to have value of the Dsme Gts Status field of the command."

		295		Tero Kivinen		Self		345		8.2.20.4		Table 7-58		Section 8.2.20.4 table 8-57 Status parameter has value of DENIED, which is not normal status, but is actually the DsmeGtsStatus from the DSME GTS Response Command. Separate this out, by adding new DsmeGtsStatus, with type of integer, valid range "as specified in Table 7-58", and with description of "The status of DSME-GTS request". Change the Description of "Status" to "The status of the request."

		296		Tero Kivinen		Self		345		8.2.20.4		Table 8-57		Section 8.2.20.4 table 8-57 has Status value of FAILURE, but there is no text explaining how and when that status value is returned. Remove the value FAILURE from valid range of Status.

		297		Tero Kivinen		Self		345		8.2.20.4				Section 8.2.20.4 lines 11-14. The text "If the value of the Status field in the command is zero, the Status in this pirmitive shall be set to SUCCESS. If the value of the Status field is one, the Status paramter shall be set to DENIED. If the value of the Status field is two, the Status parameter shall be set to INVALID_PARAMETER." is not tied to anything in and is very confusing. Also it mixes Status parameter with DsmeGtsStatus from the DSME GTS Response. Remove the text.

		298		Tero Kivinen		Self		356		8.2.23.4		Table 8-67		Section 8.2.23.4 table 8-67 does not explain how the Status type of DENIED can be known from the DBS respond command. Add text explaining that.

		299		Tero Kivinen		Self		364		8.2.26.1.1		14		Section 8.2.26.1.1 line 14 There should be separate SrmToken parameter here between ScopeId and StartTime. Add it here.

		300		Tero Kivinen		Self		364		8.2.26.1.1		18		Section 8.2.26.1.1 line 18 There is no LinkHandle parameter here, should there be one, as there is field for it in the SRM Report command?

		301		Tero Kivinen		Self		365		8.2.26.1.2		6		Section 8.2.26.1.2 line 6 Replace "SRM Report MAC Command frame" with "SRM Report Command frame".

		302		Tero Kivinen		Self		365		8.2.26.1.2		7		Section 8.2.26.1.2 line 7, replace "Enh-ACK" with "Enh-Ack". 

		303		Tero Kivinen		Self		365		8.2.26.1.1		Table 8-75		Section 8.2.26.1.1 Table 8-75 There should be separate SrmToken parameter here between ScopeId and StartTime. Add it here with type if Integer, and Valid Range of 0x01-0xff, and description "Srm Token when sending SRM Report command". 

		304		Tero Kivinen		Self		365		8.2.26.1.1		Table 8-75		Section 8.2.26.1.1 Table 8-75 StartTime field can be omitted from the SRM Report command. Which value of StartTime parameter indicates that this parameter is omitted? Value 0? This applies also to other SRM MLME calls.

		305		Tero Kivinen		Self		365		8.2.26.1.1		Table 8-75		Section 8.2.26.1.1 Table 8-75 Duration field can be omitted from the SRM Report command. Which value of Duration parameter indicates that this parameter is omitted? Value 0? This applies also to other SRM MLME calls.

		306		Tero Kivinen		Self		365		8.2.26.1.1		Table 8-75		Section 8.2.26.1.1 Table 8-75 Channel Page field can be omitted from the SRM Report command. Which value of ChannelPage parameter indicates that this parameter is omitted? This applies also to other SRM MLME calls.

		307		Tero Kivinen		Self		365		8.2.26.1.1		Table 8-75		Section 8.2.26.1.1 Table 8-75 Channel Number field can be omitted from the SRM Report command. Which value of ChannelNumber parameter indicates that this parameter is omitted? This applies also to other SRM MLME calls.

		308		Tero Kivinen		Self		365		8.2.26.1.1		Table 8-75		Section 8.2.26.1.1 Table 8-75 I assume the SrmMetricId is used to fetch the correct measurement from the PIB and that value is then filled to the Attribute Value field of the command. If that is true, this should be explained either here or in the description of the MLME call.

		309		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		365		8.2.26				Most of the Subclause and Table number described in the Table 8-75 to Table 8-86 does not jump to the subclause or table.  
e.g "The SrmMetricId as defined in7.5.29" does not jump to 7.5.29

		310		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		365		8.2.26.1.1				Location of period is incorrect at SrmMetricId and ScopeId.
There is no link to "7.5.29" at  SrmMetricId and ScopeId.

		311		Tero Kivinen		Self		366		8.2.26.1.2		7		Section 8.2.26.1.2 line 7 There should be separate SrmToken parameter here between ScopeId and StartTime. Add it here.

		312		Tero Kivinen		Self		366		8.2.26.1.2		11		Section 8.2.26.1.2 line 11 There is no LinkHandle parameter here, should there be one, as there is field for it in the SRM Report command? Also we do not have parameter for Attribute Value from the incoming command should we have it?

		313		Tero Kivinen		Self		366		8.2.26.1.2		17		Section 8.2.26.1.2 line 17 The text about saying parameter are same than in .request is not true, as request parameters are used to send the frame, and in this case the descriptions are from the received frame. Also there is no RequreConfirm in either MLME call. Remove this text completely.

		314		Tero Kivinen		Self		366		8.2.26.1.2		Table 8-76		Section 8.2.26.1.2 Table 8-76 There should be separate SrmToken parameter here between ScopeId and StartTime. Add it here with type if Integer, and Valid Range of 0x01-0xffm and description "Srm Token of the received SRM Report command". 

		315		Tero Kivinen		Self		366		8.2.26.1.2		Table 8-76		Section 8.2.26.1.2 Table 8-76 If the Start Time field is missing from the SRM Report, what value is used for StartTime parameter?

		316		Tero Kivinen		Self		366		8.2.26.1.2		Table 8-76		Section 8.2.26.1.2 Table 8-76 If the SRM Duration field is missing from the SRM Report, what value is used for Duration parameter?

		317		Tero Kivinen		Self		366		8.2.26.1.2		Table 8-76		Section 8.2.26.1.2 Table 8-76 If the Channel Page field is missing from the SRM Report, what value is used for ChannelPage parameter?

		318		Tero Kivinen		Self		367		8.2.26.1.2		Table 8-76		Section 8.2.26.1.2 Table 8-76 If the Channel Number field is missing from the SRM Report, what value is used for ChannelNumber parameter?

		319		Tero Kivinen		Self		368		8.2.26.2.1		8		Section 8.2.26.2.1 line 8 There should be separate SrmToken parameter here between ScopeId and StartTime. Add it here.

		320		Tero Kivinen		Self		368		8.2.26.2.1		12		Section 8.2.26.2.1 line 12 There is no LinkHandle parameter here, should there be one, as there is field for it in the SRM Information command?

		321		Tero Kivinen		Self		368		8.2.26.2.1		Table 8-78		Section 8.2.26.2.1 Table 8-78 I assume the SrmMetricId is used to fetch the correct measurement from the PIB and that value is then filled to the Attribute Value field of the command. If that is true, this should be explained either here or in the description of the MLME call.

		322		Tero Kivinen		Self		369		8.2.26.2.2		12		Section 8.2.26.2.2 line 12 Why does not the .indication contain all the information from the SRM Information command, i.e., SRM Metric ID, Scope ID, SRM Token, Measurement Information and Attribute value?

		323		Tero Kivinen		Self		370		8.2.26.3		19		Section 8.2.26.3 line 19 Change "MLME-SRM.request" to "MLME-SRM-REQ.request".

		324		Tero Kivinen		Self		370		8.2.26.3		Figure 6-85		Section 8.2.26.3 line 18 I think this should be MLME-SRM-REQ.request not MLME-SRM.request. At least Figure 6-85 assumes so.  Change "MLME-SRM.request" to "MLME-SRM-REQ.request". Also add new "8.2.26.3 MLME-SRM-REQ", and move 8.2.26.3.1 MLME-SRM-REQ.request (old 8.2.26.3 MLME-SRM.request), 8.2.26.3.2 MLME-SRM-REQ.indication (old 8.2.26.4 MLME-SRM.indication) and 8.2.26.3.3 MLME-SRM-REQ.confirm (old 8.2.26.6 MLME-SRM-REQ.confirm) under it.

		325		Tero Kivinen		Self		371		8.2.26.3		1		Section 8.2.26.3 line 1 Change "MLME-SRM.request" to "MLME-SRM-REQ.request".

		326		Tero Kivinen		Self		371		8.2.26.3		8		Section 8.2.26.3 line 8 There should be separate SrmToken parameter here between ScopeId and StartTime. Add it here.

		327		Tero Kivinen		Self		371		8.2.26.3		21		Section 8.2.26.3 line 21 Change "MLME-SRM.request" to "MLME-SRM-REQ.request".

		328		Tero Kivinen		Self		372		8.2.26.3		1		Section 8.2.26.3 line 1 Change "MLME-SRM.request" to "MLME-SRM-REQ.request".

		329		Tero Kivinen		Self		372		8.2.26.4		4		Section 8.2.26.4 line 4 Change "MLME-SRM.indication" to "MLME-SRM-REQ.indication".

		330		Tero Kivinen		Self		372		8.2.26.4		5		Section 8.2.26.4 line 5 Change "MLME-SRM.indication" to "MLME-SRM-REQ.indication".

		331		Tero Kivinen		Self		372		8.2.26.4		7		Section 8.2.26.4 line 7 Change "MLME-SRM.indication" to "MLME-SRM-REQ.indication".

		332		Tero Kivinen		Self		372		8.2.26.4		8		Section 8.2.26.4 line 8 There is no corresponding response primitive, so SrmHandle is no longer useful, remove it.

		333		Tero Kivinen		Self		372		8.2.26.4		11		Section 8.2.26.4 line 11 There should be separate SrmToken parameter here between ScopeId and StartTime. Add it here.

		334		Tero Kivinen		Self		372		8.2.26.4		23		Section 8.2.26.4 line 23 The parameters are not same, as others are for the sending and others for receiving. Remove line 23.

		335		Tero Kivinen		Self		372		8.2.26.3		Table 8-81		Section 8.2.26.3 Table 8-81 There should be separate SrmToken parameter here between ScopeId and StartTime. Add it here with type if Integer, and Valid Range of 0x01-0xff, and description "Srm Token when sending SRM Report command". 

		336		Tero Kivinen		Self		373		8.2.26.4		2		Section 8.2.26.4 line 2 Change "MLME-SRM.indication" to "MLME-SRM-REQ.indication".

		337		Tero Kivinen		Self		373		8.2.26.4		3		Section 8.2.26.4 line 3 Change "MLME-SRM.indication" to "MLME-SRM-REQ.indication".

		338		Tero Kivinen		Self		373		8.2.26.4		5		Section 8.2.26.4 line 5 There is no longer corresponding Response, so SrmHandle is not useful at all for matching them. Use SrmToken for that instead along with the addresses.

		339		Tero Kivinen		Self		373		8.2.26.4		Table 8-82		Section 8.2.26.4 Table 8-82 There is no corresponding response primitive, so SrmHandle is no longer useful, remove it.

		340		Tero Kivinen		Self		374		8.2.26.5		1		Section 8.2.26.5 line 1 Add new 8,2,26,4 MLME-SRM-RES (after 8.2.26.4 is moved under 8.2.26.3) and move MLME-SRM-RES.request under it as 8.2.26.4.1 MLME-SRM-RES.request. Move 8.2.26.5.1 MLME-SRM-RES.indication there as 8.2.26.4.2 MLME-SRM-RES.indication, and 8.2.26.5.2 MLME-SRM-RES.confirm as 8.2.26.4.3 MLME-SRM-RES.confirm.

		341		Tero Kivinen		Self		374		8.2.26.5		11		Section 8.2.26.5 line 11 We do not have parameter for Attribute Value to be used when sending response. Should we have it, or do we automatically fetch it based on the SrmMetricId?

		342		Tero Kivinen		Self		374		8.2.26.5		12		Section 8.2.26.5 line 12 Rename Status to SrmStatus, as this is Srm Status field value sent inside the command.

		343		Tero Kivinen		Self		374		8.2.26.5		20		Section 8.2.26.5 line 20 Change "MLME-SRM.response" to "MLME-SRM-RES.request".

		344		Don Sturek		Itron		374		8.2.26.5		24		The caption Table 8-83 should read "MLME-SRM.request parameters

		345		Tero Kivinen		Self		374		8.2.26.5		Table 8-83		Section 8.2.26.5 line 10 There should be all parameters from needed for SRM Response command, i.e., add SrmMetricId, ScopeId, SrmToken, SrmStatus, StartTime, Duration, ChannelPage, ChannelNumber and LinkHandle. Also add them to the Table 8-83.

		346		Tero Kivinen		Self		374		8.2.26.5		Table 8-83		Section 8.2.26.5 Table 8-83 Description of the SrmHandle is wrong. It is not used to match SRM Response with the corresponding SRM Response, but it is used to match the MLME-SRM-RES.request with corresponding MLME-SRM-RES.confirm.

		347		Tero Kivinen		Self		374		8.2.26.5		Table 8-83		Section 8.2.26.5 Table 8-83 Rename Status to SrmStatus, as this is Srm Status field value sent inside the command.

		348		Tero Kivinen		Self		375		8.2.26.5.1		4		Section 8.2.26.5.1 line 4 Change "reception of and MLME-SRM-Response command" with "SRM Response command".

		349		Tero Kivinen		Self		375		8.2.26.5.1		Table 8-84		Section 8.2.26.5.1 line 8 There is no need for SrmHandle, as there is no corresponding response. Remove it. On the other hand we would need other fields from the SRM Response commands, i.e., SrmMetricId, ScopeId, SrmToken, StartTime. Duration, ChannelPage, ChannelNumber, LinkHandle, and AttributeValue. We do have SrmStatus. Add all those to Table 8-84 too.

		350		Tero Kivinen		Self		376		8.2.26.5.2		Table 8-85		Section 8.2.26.5.2 line 6 There is no need for DeviceAddrMode or DeviceAddress as SrmHandle will uniquely specify the corresponding response, as SrmToken is separated to its own field. Remove DeviceAddrMode and DeviceAddress from here, and also from Table 8-85.

		351		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		377		8.2.26.6		13		Blank row in Table 8-86

		352		Tero Kivinen		Self		377		8.2.26.6		Table 8-86		Section 8.2.26.6 line 7 There is no need for DeviceAddrMode or DeviceAddress as SrmHandle will uniquely specify the corresponding response, as SrmToken is separated to its own field. Remove DeviceAddrMode and DeviceAddress from here, and also from Table 8-86. The Status in parameter list is in the beginning of the line, it is not correctly indented. Fix that too.

		353		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		378		8.3.3.		6		In table 8-90 MCPS-DATA.indication parameters, the Rssi parameter description incorrectly says that the RX level is measured during the PHR, when it is clear from the original 4f 2012 standard text  that it is "measured during the frame Preamble and locked when valid SFD is detected."

		354		Tero Kivinen		Self		383		8.3.2		Table 8-89		Section 8.3.2 line 14: MCSP-DATA.confirm needs to have identical HeaderIeList and PayloadIeList parameters, just like MCSP-DATA.indication has. This AckPayload could contain same information, but there is no point of upper layer to start parsing IE lists. These needs to be added also to the Table 8-89.

		355		Tero Kivinen		Self		385		8.3.2		5		Section 8.3.2, line 5, description uses "NO_ADDRESS", instead of "NONE". Change the "... are set to NO_ADDRESS in MCSP-DATA.request primitive ..." to "... are set to NONE in MCSP-DATA.request primitive ...". 

		356		Tero Kivinen		Self		385		8.3.2		Table 8-89		Section 8.3.2 table 8-89 has UNSUPPORTED_DATARATE Status value, but there is no description when it can be returned. Add text to explain when it is returned.

		357		Tero Kivinen		Self		385		8.3.2		Table 8-89		Section 8.3.2 table 8-89 has UNSUPPORTED_LEIP Status value, but there is no description when it can be returned. Add text to explain when it is returned.

		358		Tero Kivinen		Self		385		8.3.2		Table 8-89		Section 8.3.2 table 8-89 has UNSUPPORTED_PRF Status value, but there is no description when it can be returned. Add text to explain when it is returned.

		359		Tero Kivinen		Self		385		8.3.2		Table 8-89		Section 8.3.2 table 8-89 has UNSUPPORTED_PSR Status value, but there is no description when it can be returned. Add text to explain when it is returned.

		360		Tero Kivinen		Self		385		8.3.2		Table 8-89		Section 8.3.2 table 8-89 has UNSUPPORTED_RANGING Status value, but there is no description when it can be returned. Add text to explain when it is returned. Does this mean that we are doing in ranging something that is unsupported, or that ranging is not supported at all? If this is the last, then RANGING_NOT_SUPPORTED might be better error text.
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276 326 8.2.16.2 Table 8-39

277 326 8.2.16.2 Table 8-39

278 327 8.2.17.2 Table 8-41

279 328 8.2.17.2 9

Section 8.2.16.2 line 13 in description says it returns 

UNSUPPORTED_ATTRIBUTE if sounding capability is not supported by PHY, but 

Status list does not include UNSUPPORTED_ATTRIBUTE, but instead do have 

separate error message SOUNDING_NOT_SUPPORTED. I do not think there is 

need for separate error case for SOUNDING_NOT_SUPPORTED, especially as 

MLME-SOUNDING.request does not take any parameters, so there cannot be any 

other unsupported attributes in it. Replace the SOUNDING_NOT_SUPPORTED in 

the Table 8-39 Valid range column of Status with UNSUPPORTED_ATTRIBUTE

Section 8.2.16.2 table 8-39 has Status value of SOUNDING_NOT_SUPPORTED. 

This is not explained in the text unless the text on lines 12-13 should refer to 

SOUNDING_NOT_SUPPORTED instead of UNSUPPORTED_ATTRIBUTE.

Section 8.2.16.2 Table 8-41 has Status value of UNSUPPORTED_ATTRIBUTE, 

but there are not attributes written here. I think the 

SOUNDING_NOT_SUPPORTED would be better error message when sounding is 

not supported. Change "UNSUPPORTED_ATTRIBUTE" to 

Section 8.2.17.2 line 9 talks about Status value of UNSUPPORTED_ATTRIBUTE, 

but there are not attributes written here. I think the 

SOUNDING_NOT_SUPPORTED would be better error message when sounding is 

not supported. Change "UNSUPPORTED_ATTRIBUTE" to 

"SOUNDING_NOT_SUPPORTED".
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255 286 8.2.3.3 23

257 286 8.2.3.3 29

259 287 8.2.3.4 7

260 287 8.2.3.3 Table 

261 288 8.2.3.4 Table 

262 288 8.2.3.4 Table 

Section 8.2.3.3 line 23 has Status parameter, but this is not the normal status 

parameter, this is Association Status field of the Association Response or DSME 

Association Response commands. Rename the Status to AssocationStatus to 

make this clear.

Section 8.2.3.3 line 29 talks about Status field, as it is talking about the Status 

parameter stored in the Association Status field. Change the Status to 

AssocationStatus to make clear what field/parameter is talked here.

Section 8.2.3.4 line 7 MLME-ASSOCIATION.confirm do have Status, but there is 

no Association Status parameter for this primitive. The Status parameter tells 

whether sending (DMSE or normal) Association request succeeded or failed, but 

does not tell whether association succeeded or failed, and if it failed why it failed. 

Add AssociationStatus parameter to this primitive immediately after the 

AssocShortAddress paramater.

Section 8.2.3.3 Table 8-6 has Status parameter, but this is not the normal status 

parameter, this is Association Status field of the Association Response or DSME 

Association Response commands. Rename the Status to AssocationStatus to 

make this clear. Valid range already points to section 7.5.3, but it should really 

point directly to table 7-55 which contains Assocation Table field values. The 

description could point to the 7.5.3. Change Valid range to "As defined in Table 7-

55", and change Description to "The association status of the association attempt 

as defined in 7.5.3".

Section 8.2.3.4 line 6 do have Status, but there is no Association Status parameter 

for this primitive. The Status parameter tells whether sending (DMSE) Association 

request succeeded or failed, but does not tell whether association succeeded or 

failed, and if it failed why it failed. Add AssociationStatus parameter to this 

primitive with Type "Enumeration", Valid Range "As defined in Table 7-55", and 

Description of "The association status of the association attempt from association 

request command as defined in 7.5.3". Add this immediately after the 

AssocShortAddress paramater.

Section 8.2.3.4 Table 8-7 do have Status, but there is no Association Status 

parameter for this primitive. The Status parameter tells whether sending (DMSE) 

Association request succeeded or failed, but does not tell whether association 

succeeded or failed, and if it failed why it failed. Add AssociationStatus parameter 

to this primitive with Type "Enumeration", Valid Range "As defined in Table 7-55", 

and Description of "The association status of the association attempt from 

association request command as defined in 7.5.3". Add this immediately after the 

AssocShortAddress paramater.
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		CID		Name		Affiliation		Page		Sub-clause		Line #		Comment

		1		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		0		0		0		General:  We've used "may" inappropriately a lot in the past.  "may" states an optional requirement, a permisible action within the scope of the standard (ref  6.4.7 of the IEEE-SA Standards Board Operations Manual and 10.2.2 of the IEEE-SA Stanards Style Manual).   Inappropriate uses include in informative statements, and when describing actions outside the scope of the standard.  

		2		Clint Powell		PWC		1		1		1		Too many Incorrect references and broken reference links. This makes the spec unusable - therefor a technical issue.

		3		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		15				5		The document says: "... ternary amplitude shift keying (TASK) and ternary amplitude shift keying (RS-GFSK)". Both acronyms cannot apply to the same description. 


		4		Tero Kivinen		Self		17		Table of contents		17		Table of contents line 17. Some of the top level section names has formatting error where the page number is immediately after the text, i.e., it is missing the "...." fill between the section name and number.

		5		Don Sturek		Itron		17		TOC		17		TOC entries on line 17 and 45 need some reformatting

		6		Tero Kivinen		Self		44		1		1		Section 1 line 1 The previous page (pdf page 31) has page number 32 in footer, this page (pdf page 32) has page 44 in the footer, i.e., page numbers skip 12 pages suddenly.

		7		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		44		1		1		Page numbering doesn't follow standards style requirements. 

		8		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		46		3.1		11		Inappropriate use of normative language: "may" states an optional requirement, a permisible action within the scope of the standard (ref  6.4.7 of the IEEE-SA Standards Board Operations Manual and 10.2.2 of the IEEE-SA Stanards Style Manual). Clause 3 is not to include requirements.  In this case the definition is not needed and should be removed.

		9		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		46		3.1		22		Inappropriate use of normative language: "may" states an optional requirement, a permisible action within the scope of the standard (ref  6.4.7 of the IEEE-SA Standards Board Operations Manual and 10.2.2 of the IEEE-SA Stanards Style Manual). Clause 3 is not to include requirements. 

		10		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		46		3.1		26		Inappropriate use of normative language: "may" states an optional requirement, a permisible action within the scope of the standard (ref  6.4.7 of the IEEE-SA Standards Board Operations Manual and 10.2.2 of the IEEE-SA Stanards Style Manual). Clause 3 is not to include requirements.  In this case, it is stating a possible capability: can is used for statements of possibility and capability.

		11		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		47		3.1		8		Inappropriate use of normative language: "may" states an optional requirement, a permisible action within the scope of the standard (ref  6.4.7 of the IEEE-SA Standards Board Operations Manual and 10.2.2 of the IEEE-SA Stanards Style Manual). Clause 3 is not to include requirements.  In this case, it is stating a possible capability: can is used for statements of possibility and capability.

		12		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		47		3.1		10		Inappropriate use of "may" .  

		13		Tero Kivinen		Self		48		3.2		26		Section 3.2 line 26 Defined term FCC is not used anywhere in the document, remove the term.

		14		Tero Kivinen		Self		49		3.2		40		Section 3.2 line 40 There is only one reference to PC in the whole standard, remove the PC from acronyms and use expanded version in the one location where it appears.

		15		Tero Kivinen		Self		49		3.2		42		Section 3.2 line 42 There is no uses of acronym PD anywhere in standard, remove it.

		16		Tero Kivinen		Self		50		3.4		27		Section 3.4 line 27 Acronym RIV is not used at all in the standard, remove it from acronym list.

		17		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		52		4.1		5		Another "may" that is stating a possibility, not really an optional requirement.

		18		Tero Kivinen		Self		52		4.1		11		Section 4.1 line 11 This is first use of PSDU, expand it here.

		19		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		52		4.2		18		"The terms octet and bit may also be written as octets or bits." is describing conventions used in the document, not optional requirements defined in the standard. All four terms do appear in this standard so need not be uncertain.  Yup, we've used "may" wrong a lot in the past.

		20		Tero Kivinen		Self		52		4.2		25		Section 4.2 line 25 This is first use of LSB, expand here.

		21		Tero Kivinen		Self		52		4.2		25		Section 4.2 line 25 This is first use if MSB, expand here.

		22		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		53		4.3		4		"Numbers encoded in fields may be signed or unsigned integers" isn't correct use of 'may' either.  In this case, numbers are one or the other. There is no other choice.

		23		Tero Kivinen		Self		53		4.5		22		Section 4.5 line 22 This is not first use of LSB, do not expand here.

		24		Tero Kivinen		Self		53		4.5		22		Section 4.5 line 22 This is not first use of MSB, do not expand here.

		25		Tero Kivinen		Self		54		4.5.1		6		Section 4.5.1 line 6 First use of the OUI, expand here.

		26		Tero Kivinen		Self		54		4.5.1		7		Section 4.5.1 line 7 This is not first use of LSB, do not expand here.

		27		Tero Kivinen		Self		54		4.5.1		7		Section 4.5.1 line 7 This is not first use of MSB, do not expand here.

		28		Don Sturek		Itron		54		4.5.1		18		In Figure 4-7, the arrow symbol used in the first column turned in a "?"

		29		Kunal Shah		Itron Inc.		54		4.5.1		18		Arrow is missing for RMO -> LMO

		30		Tero Kivinen		Self		54		4.5.1		Figure 4-7		Section 4.5.1 Figure 4-7 The There is question marks in the figure between RMO and LMO, and between LSB and MSB. Perhaps it should be some kind of arror ->?

		31		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		56		5.2		19		Document says "...applicationspaces…"

		32		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		56		5.2.1		27		"SUN devices may employ mesh or peer-to-peer multihop techniques to communicate with an access point" isn't exactly correct.  In fact SUN devices typically employ mesh and/or peer-to-peer multihop forwarding in the stated cases.

		33		Tero Kivinen		Self		57		5.2.4		12		Section 5.2.4 line 12 This is first use of ID, expand here.

		34		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		57		5.2.7		30		Description of CMB is not different from description of MBAN

		35		Tero Kivinen		Self		58		5.5		20		Section 5.5 line 20 This is the first use of RFD-TX, expand it here.

		36		Tero Kivinen		Self		58		5.5		22		Section 5.5 line 22 This is only use of PC, remove the (PC) part and remove the PC from the acronym list.

		37		Tero Kivinen		Self		59		5.5		1		Section 5.5 line 1 This is not first use of ID, do not expand here.

		38		Tero Kivinen		Self		59		5.5		1		Section 5.5 line 1 ID is defined acronym use it here. Change "a unique identifier" to "a unique ID".

		39		Tero Kivinen		Self		59		5.5.1		11		Section 5.5.1 line 11 This is first use of RFD-RX, expand it here.

		40		Tero Kivinen		Self		60		5.5.2		3		Section 5.5.2 line 3 This is first use of SPC, expand it here.

		41		Tero Kivinen		Self		60		5.5.2		3		Section 5.5.2 line 3 This is first use of TMCTP, expand it here.

		42		Tero Kivinen		Self		60		5.5.2		9		Section 5.5.2 line 9 this is first use of CAP, so expand it here, change "CAP" with "contention access period (CAP)"

		43		Tero Kivinen		Self		60		5.5.2		9		Section 5.5.2 line 9 this is first use of CFP, so expand it here, change "CFP" with "contention-free period (CFP)"

		44		Tero Kivinen		Self		61		5.6.1		4		Section 5.6.1 line 4 This is first use of HRP, expand here.

		45		Tero Kivinen		Self		61		5.6.1		4		Section 5.6.1 line 4 This is first use of UWB, expand it here.

		46		Don Sturek		Itron		61		5.6.1		7		Didn't we retire the ASK PHY?  If so we should remove it from this list

		47		Tero Kivinen		Self		61		5.6.1		7		Section 5.6.1 line 7, this is first use of BPSK so expand it here, replace "BPSK" with "binary phase-shift keying (BPSK)".

		48		Tero Kivinen		Self		61		5.6.1		7		Section 5.6.1 line 7 This is first use of GFSK, expand here.

		49		Tero Kivinen		Self		61		5.6.1		7		Section 5.6.1 line 7 This is first use of O-QPSK expand here.

		50		Tero Kivinen		Self		61		5.6.1		10		Section 5.6.1 line 10 This is first use of LRP, expand here.

		51		Tero Kivinen		Self		61		5.6.1		10		Section 5.6.1 line 10 This is first use of MSK, expand here.

		52		Tero Kivinen		Self		62		5.6.1		2		Section 5.6.1 line 2 This is first use of TASK, expand it here.

		53		Tero Kivinen		Self		62		5.6.2		8		Section 5.6.2 line 8 This is first use of GTS, expand here.

		54		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		62		5.7.1.1		20		Figure 5.5 b) the arrow to the right of "Beacons" is not pointing correctly to the next Beacon. This may confuse implementers. 

		55		Tero Kivinen		Self		62		5.7.1.1		21		Section 5.7.1.1 line 21 this is not first use of CAP, so do expand it here, change "contention access period (CAP)" with "CAP".

		56		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		62		5.7.1.1		21		Document says: "Any device wishing to communicate during the contention access period (CAP) between two beacons …" the different periods in a frame have not been defined yet in the document. It makes the reading confusing.

		57		Tero Kivinen		Self		62		5.7.1.1		22		Section 5.7.1.1 line 22, this is first use of CSMA-CA, so replace "CSMA-CA" with "carrier sense multiple access with collision avoidance (CSMA-CA)".

		58		Tero Kivinen		Self		62		5.7.1.1		24		Section 5.7.1.1 line 24 This is not first use of GTS, do not expand it here.

		59		Tero Kivinen		Self		62		5.7.1.1		25		Section 5.7.1.1 line 25 this is not first use of CFP, so do expand it here, change "contention-free period (CFP)" with "CFP".

		60		Chris Hett		Landis+Gyr		63		5.7.1.2		10-11		Figure 5-7 and surrounding text appear to have formatting issues.  Text in the figure is difficult to read and formatted strangely.  Title of figure is in the wrong place and truncated.

		61		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		63		5.7.1.2				 Figure 5-7 does not appear full caption. 

		62		Tero Kivinen		Self		64		5.7.1.4		2		Section 5.7.1.4 line 2, this is the first use of the BOP acronym, so expand it here, i.e., change "BOP" to "beacon only period (BOP)". 

		63		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		64		5.7.2.2		24		Document says: "When a device wishes to transfer data in a nonbeacon-enabled PAN, it transmits its Data frame to the coordinator." This sentence is confusing.

		64		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		64		5.7.2.3		27-30		The description assumes that there is only one device connected to the coordinator. Is that the only possible case? (point-to-point)

		65		Tero Kivinen		Self		65		5.7.3		15		Section 5.7.3 line 15 This is not first use of PSDU, do not expand it here.

		66		Tero Kivinen		Self		65		5.7.3		16		Section 5.7.3 line 16 This is first use of PPDU, expand it here.

		67		Tero Kivinen		Self		65		5.7.3		19		Section 5.7.3 line 20 This is first use of IE, expand here, or on the line 19, where we use plural form IEs.

		68		Tero Kivinen		Self		65		5.7.4		28		Section 5.7.4 line 28 This is first use of PCA, expand it here.

		69		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		66		5.7.5		24		Document says : "... This standard was developed with limited power supply…"

		70		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		66		5.7.5		24		Document says: "However, the physical implementation of this standard will require…"

		71		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		66		5.7.5		32		Document says: " Higher powered devices have the option …"

		72		Tero Kivinen		Self		67		5.7.6		36		Section 5.7.6 line 36. The text "When nontrivial protection is required, replay protection is always provide" is not true for TSCH mode. Add note here about that.

		73		Tero Kivinen		Self		68		5.7.7		4		Section 5.7.7 line 4 This is first use of SRM, expand it here.

		74		Tero Kivinen		Self		68		5.7.7		14		Section 5.7.7 line 14 This is first use of LE, expand here.

		75		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		68		5.7.7		18		Document says: "Full measurement: the device conducts the measurement for a specified duration of time regardless of the channel." This statement is strange and liekly incomplete.

		76		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		69		5.7.7		2		 "Table 8-98" does not link to Table 8-98 
Same as another "Table 8-98" does not link to Table 8-98.
Many Figures and Tables, and Subclause in the sentence are not linked.

		77		Don Sturek		Itron		69		5.9		28		Extra sub bullet

		78		Tero Kivinen		Self		69		5.9		30		Section 5.9 line 30 this is first use of the FSK, expand it here.

		79		Don Sturek		Itron		70		5.9		1		Extra line/page

		80		Kunal Shah		Itron Inc.		70		5.9		1		Remove blank page.

		81		Tero Kivinen		Self		75		6.2.4		19		Section 6.2.4 line 19 This is first use of RX, expand it here.

		82		Tero Kivinen		Self		75		6.2.4		19		Section 6.2.4 line 19 This is first use of TX, expand it here.

		83		Chris Hett		Landis+Gyr		76		6.2.5.1		19		Text says:  "CW0 shall be initialized to two before each transmission attempt and reset to
CW0".  It doesn't make sense to set CW0 to CW0.

		84		Tero Kivinen		Self		76		6.2.5.1		Figure 6-5		Section 6.2.5.1 line 24 does not match figure 6-5. This line says that if BLE is set to 1 and we are using slotted system, then BE shall be initialized to min(2, macMinBe). In the figure 6-5 there is arrow from "Battery Life Extension?" to right "Y" to box saying BE = macMinBe, i.e., exactly same as what is set when Battery Life Extension is N. Fix the figure to match the text.

		85		Chris Hett		Landis+Gyr		77		6.2.5.1		1		Text says: "In slotted
systems with the received BLE field set to one, this value shall be initialized to the lesser of two and the
value of macMinBe", however Figure 6-5 shows BE set directly to macMinBe in this case.

		86		Chris Hett		Landis+Gyr		78		6.2.5.1		6		The text says:  "...for the regulatory domains that require listen LBT…"

		87		Tero Kivinen		Self		78		6.2.5.3		40		Section 6.2.5.3 line 40 The text does not parse correctly: "A successful resets the BE to minimum value macMinBe". Successful what? I think it should say "successful transfer resets".

		88		Chris Hett		Landis+Gyr		78		6.2.5.3		40		The text says:  "A successful resets the BE to the minimum value macMinBe."

		89		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		78		6.2.5.3		40		The document says: "A successful resets the BE to the minimum value macMinBe. " 

		90		Chris Hett		Landis+Gyr		78		6.2.5.1		4,8		I think 'macBattLifeExtPeriods' should be italicized

		91		Tero Kivinen		Self		80		6.2.5.4		6		Section 6.2.5.4 line 6 This is first use of MSDU expand here.

		92		Tero Kivinen		Self		80		6.2.5.4		40		Section 6.2.5.4 line 40 This is not first use of PIB, do not expand here.

		93		Tero Kivinen		Self		83		6.2.5.5		18		Section 6.2.5.5 line 18 This is first use of MPDU expand here.

		94		Tero Kivinen		Self		87		6.2.9		Figure 6-11		Section 6.2.9 Figure 6-11 For some reason the figure 6-11 is after Figure 6-12 and ends up in quite wrong place, causing confusion. Move the figure 6-11 to be part of section 6.2.8 not 6.2.9.

		95		Tero Kivinen		Self		89		6.3.1		16		Section 6.3.1 line 16, this is first use of CSS, expand it here.

		96		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		95		6.3.2.1		17		Document says: "A device that is associated through a coordinator that is not the PAN coordinator shall not be capable of detecting a PAN ID conflict": Is it correct for this specification to mandate this behavior?

		97		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		96		6.3.3.1		23		Document says "... for an Coexistence Specification IE should take …"

		98		Tero Kivinen		Self		100		6.3.4		2		Section 6.3.4 line 2 This is not first use of LBT, do not expand.

		99		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		100		6.3.6		33		Document says: "...ASN is required for the generate the nonce…" This is incomplete or unclear.

		100		Tero Kivinen		Self		102		6.4.1		32		Section 6.4.1 line 32. There is no Status field in the Association response. Change "Status field" to "Association Status field". 

		101		Tero Kivinen		Self		102		6.4.1		35		Section 6.4.1 line 35. There is no Status field in the Association response. Change "Status field" to "Association Status field". 

		102		Tero Kivinen		Self		104		6.4.1		Figure 6-22		Section 6.4.1 Figure 6-22. On the FFD next higher layer there is first MCSP-DATA.request with TX, RX DPS information, but I have no idea what that is supposed to do. There is no frame going out with that MCSP-DATA.request call, but there is confirm. Then there MLME-DPS.request which can be used to set the TX, RX DPS information if needed. What is the meaning of the MCSP-DATA.request in the beginning. I think it is leftover from somewhere, and should be removed. If it is not removed, then text needs to be added explaining what it is doing. Also even the MLME-DPS.request step is not explained in the text. I think the MCSP-DATA.request, confirm and MLME-DPS.request should not be there at all, especially as device associating cannot know what the DPS values are before it joins the network, so the coordinator should use default vauls for DPS. My suggestion is to remove them all from the left side.

		103		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		105		6.4.2		26		Document says: "...behavior is required. A device shall only disassociate from the PAN if …"Is the second statement only valid for TSHC devices?, if so it should be worth clarifying it. If not the second sentence should be in another paragraph.

		104		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		106		6.4.3		5		The document says: "... sending an Association Request command with the Association Type field of the Capability Information field set to one to the coordinator of an existing PAN" The statement is confusing.

		105		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		106		6.4.3		10		Document says:"...association request, it send an MLME-ASSOCIATE.response…"

		106		Tero Kivinen		Self		106		6.4.3		13		Section 6.4.3 line 13 the "Status parameter" is bit confusing as MLME-ASSOCIATION.response has Status parameter, but it is not normal MLME status parameter, but instead it is the Association Status field for the Association Response command. Change the "Status parameter" to "AssociationStatus parameter".

		107		Tero Kivinen		Self		106		6.4.3		16		Section 6.4.3 line 16. There is no Status field in the Association response. Change "Status field" to "Association Status field". 

		108		Tero Kivinen		Self		106		6.4.3		17		Section 6.4.3 line 17. There is no Status field in the Association response. Change "Status field" to "Association Status field". 

		109		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		108		6.5.2		10		Document says: "If a Beacon frame is received, the MLME shall discard the Beacon frame if the Source Address and the Source PAN ID fields of the MHR of the Beacon frame do not match the coordinator source address (macCoordShortAddress or macCoordExtendedAddress, depending on the addressing mode) and the PAN ID of the device (macPanId). This specification should not manddate this discarding behavior.

		110		Tero Kivinen		Self		115		6.7.2		20		Section 6.7.2 line 20 this is first use of the FCS, expand it here.

		111		Tero Kivinen		Self		115		6.7.2		41		Section 6.7.2 line 41 this is the first use of EUI-64, do expand here.

		112		Tero Kivinen		Self		124		6.7.8		Figure 6-41		Section 6.7.8 Figure 6-41 Figure has aMaxFrameRetries changed to macMaxFrameRetries with underlining and overstrikes. It should simply say macMaxFrameRetries.

		113		Tero Kivinen		Self		124		6.7.8		Figure 6-42		Section 6.7.8 Figure 6-42 Figure has aMaxFrameRetries changed to macMaxFrameRetries with underlining and overstrikes. It should simply say macMaxFrameRetries.

		114		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		131		6.9.1		18		Second line of paragraph language tense is wrong "… has the Ranging field set to indicated ranging and ..."

		115		Tero Kivinen		Self		131		6.9.1		22		Section 6.9.1 line 22 This is first use of RMAKER, expand it here.

		116		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		131		6.9.2		29		Fourth word in sixth line of paragraph is a typo "dynamice"

		117		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		132		6.9.4		23		Figure 6-48 seems to have editing marks (underline and strikeouts) which I would only expect in an amendment not in a revision.

		118		Tero Kivinen		Self		132		6.9.4		Figure 6-48		Section 6.9.4 Figure 6-48 Figure has editing marks (underline, overstrike) on the right side of the figure where TX to RX ranging was changed to RX to TX ranging. Remove editing marks (two instances on right, and one instance on left). There is also underlined "(TX to RX ranging information)" on left side too.

		119		Tero Kivinen		Self		138		6.11.3.1		4		Section 6.11.3.1 line 4 This is first use of SAB, expand it here.

		120		Tero Kivinen		Self		141		6.11.5.1		29		Section 6.11.5.1 line 29. This text uses MLME-DSME-GTS.response primitive with Status parameter, which is not normal status parameter, but is DsmeGtsStatus. Rewrite by first fixing typo "MLME-DSME-GTS.reponse" to "MLME-DSME-GTS.response" and then change "Status parameter" to "DsmeGtsStatus parameter". Change "SUCCESS" to "APPROVED"

		121		Tero Kivinen		Self		141		6.11.5.1		32		Section 6.11.5.1 line 32 the Status here is confusing, as it mixes the Status of the MLME action and status of the actual operation. Rename "Status" to "Dsme Gts Status".

		122		Tero Kivinen		Self		141		6.11.5.1		37		Section 6.11.5.1 line 37 the Status here is confusing, as it mixes the Status of the MLME action and status of the actual operation. Rename "Status field" to "Dsme Gts Status field".

		123		Tero Kivinen		Self		141		6.11.5.1		43		Section 6.11.5.1 line 43 the Status here is confusing, as it mixes the Status of the MLME action and status of the actual operation. Rename "Status field" to "Dsme Gts Status field".

		124		Tero Kivinen		Self		141		6.11.5.1		Table 7-58		Section 6.11.5.1 line 35. This text uses MLME-DSME-GTS.response primitive with Status parameter, which is not normal status parameter, but is DsmeGtsStatus. Rewrite by first fixing typo "MLME-DSME-GTS.reponse" to "MLME-DSME-GTS.response" and then change "Status parameter" to "DsmeGtsStatus parameter". Rewrite the values DENIED, and INVALID_PARAMETER to match values from table 7-58.

		125		Tero Kivinen		Self		144		6.11.5.2		24		Section 6.11.5.2 line 24, Status here is confusing, as it mixes the Status of the MLME action and status of the actual operation. Rename "Status field" to "Dsme Gts Status field".

		126		Tero Kivinen		Self		145		6.11.5.2		1		Section 6.11.5.2 line 1, Status here is confusing, as it mixes the Status of the MLME action and status of the actual operation. Rename "Status field" to "Dsme Gts Status field".

		127		Tero Kivinen		Self		145		6.11.5.2		7		Section 6.11.5.2 line 7, Status here is confusing, as it mixes the Status of the MLME action and status of the actual operation. Rename "Status field" to "Dsme Gts Status field".

		128		Tero Kivinen		Self		146		6.11.5.5		28		Section 6.11.5.5 line 28, Status here is confusing, as it mixes the Status of the MLME action and status of the actual operation. Rename "Status field" to "Dsme Gts Status field".

		129		Tero Kivinen		Self		146		6.11.5.5		30		Section 6.11.5.5 line 30, Status here is confusing, as it mixes the Status of the MLME action and status of the actual operation. I think it should call MLME-DSME-GTS.confirm with both Status set to SUCCESS, and DsmeGtsStatus set to APPROVE.

		130		Tero Kivinen		Self		146		6.11.5.5		32		Section 6.11.5.5 line 32 There is no DSMEGTSSABSpecification parameter. Change "DSMEGTSSABSpeification" to "DsmeSabSpecification".

		131		Tero Kivinen		Self		156		6.12.3.3		4		Section 6.12.3.3 line 4 The text "for the devices operating in 920 Mhz band, a sender device may skip doing CSMA-CA" might be incorrect, as in other cases the text contains "Japanese 920 MHz band", not just any 920 MHz band. Is this CSMA-CA skipping allowed for any user on 920 MHz band, or only those using the Japanese 920 MHz band?

		132		Don Sturek		Itron		164		6.17		16		I suspect this sentence fragment is supposed to be a sub-bullett for the above items but not sure.

		133		Don Sturek		Itron		164		6.17.1.1		20		Link to 10.2.5 does not work

		134		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		164		6.17.1.1		20		Subclause 10.2.5 does not link yo 10.2.5

		135		Don Sturek		Itron		164		6.17.1.1		22		Not sure what the ED minimum and maximum are saying.  The values from MLME-SCAN.confirm would indicate those should be 0x00 to 0xff

		136		Don Sturek		Itron		164		6.17.1.1		23		Isn't this information just a rehash of what is stated in 10.2.5?  Wondering why we need another copy here.

		137		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		164		6.17				In this subclause, some Figure and Table in the sentence are underlline.
Such as 6.17.1.2 Line34 Underline at "Figre 6-79" 
And some Figure, Table and Subclause does not link to exact  Figure, Table and Subclause.


		138		Tero Kivinen		Self		165		6.17.1.2		Figure 6-79		Section 6.17.1.2 Figure 6-79 This figure does not seem to have anything to do with maxTxFailTime. I think this is wrong figure. Replace with correct figure.

		139		Tero Kivinen		Self		165		6.17.1.3		Figure 6-80		Section 6.17.1.3 Figure 6-80 Figure is bitmap, and is not searchable. 

		140		Don Sturek		Itron		166		6.17.1.6		1		First, line 1 is blank and should be removed.  Next, line 2 has a "?" where an "=" probably belongs.   I would search the document for "?" as I saw a number of these.

		141		Tero Kivinen		Self		166		6.17.1.4		Figure 6-81		Section 6.17.1.4 Figure 6-81 Figure is bitmap, and is not searchable. 

		142		Tero Kivinen		Self		166		6.17.1.5		Figure 6-82		Section 6.17.1.5 Figure 6-82 Figure is bitmap, and is not searchable. 

		143		Hidetoshi Yokota		Landis+Gyr		167		6.17.1.6		2		"?" is wrong

		144		Tero Kivinen		Self		167		6.17.1.7		2		Section 6.17.1.7 line 2 Replace text "Power ? -150 dBm" with "Power <= -150 dBm".

		145		Hidetoshi Yokota		Landis+Gyr		167		6.17.1.6		6		"?" is wrong

		146		Tero Kivinen		Self		167		6.17.1.7		6		Section 6.17.1.7 line 6 Replace text "Power ? -0 dBm" with "Power >= -0 dBm".

		147		Tero Kivinen		Self		167		6.17.1.7		13		Section 6.17.1.7 line 13, this is not first use of Received Signal Noise Indicator, it was already used and defined in the header. Either use RSNI, or if we ignore the definition in the header, defined it here.

		148		Tero Kivinen		Self		167		6.17.1.7		16		Section 6.17.1.7 line 16, this is first use of ANPI, expand it here. The text looks like it would expand the term, but ANPI is average noise power indicator, and there is no those words there.

		149		Tero Kivinen		Self		167		6.17.1.7		16		Section 6.17.1.7 line 16, RCPI-ANPI is not a defined acronyn, and this is only use for it, remove "(RCPI-ANPI)", especially as the text before does not even explain that acronym. Or is this trying to say RCPI - ANPI as an expression?

		150		Tero Kivinen		Self		167		6.17.1.7		17		Section 6.17.1.7 line 17 This is first use of IPI expand here.

		151		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		167		6.17.1.6		2, 6		"?" shoud be "="

		152		Tero Kivinen		Self		167		6.17.1.6		Figure 6-83		Section 6.17.1.6 Figure 6-83 Figure is bitmap, and is not searchable. 

		153		Tero Kivinen		Self		167		6.17.1.7		Figure 6-84		Section 6.17.1.7 Figure 6-84 Figure is bitmap, and is not searchable. 

		154		Tero Kivinen		Self		168		6.17.1.8		15		Section 6.17.1.8 line 15 This is first use of SFD, expand it here.

		155		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		168		6.17.1.9		24		"6.17.1.7" is blue color with underline

		156		Kunal Shah		Itron Inc.		168		6.17.1.9		26		IPI measured power values shows ? Instead of <. 

		157		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		168		6.17.1.9		26		In the Talbe 6-6 "?" shoud be "<" (IPI Lvel 0 to 11) amd "?" shoud be "-" at IPI Level 12.

		158		Hidetoshi Yokota		Landis+Gyr		168		6.17.1.9		26		all "?"s on Table 6-6 are wrong

		159		Tero Kivinen		Self		168		6.17.1.9		Table 6-6		Section 6.17.1.9 Table 6-6 The table still has ? characters where there should be <= instead. Replace ? with <=.

		160		Tero Kivinen		Self		168		6.17.1.8		Table 8-108		Section 6.17.1.8 line 16 The text here says values are 0x00 and 0xff as shown in Table 8-108 and Table 8-108 for macRssi refers back to here in 6.17.1.8. I.e., what does the actual value 0x00 or 0xff mean? Add text explaining what the values actually mean. 

		161		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		169		6.17.2.4		7		"Figure 6-87" 

		162		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		169		6.17.2.5		11		"Figure 6-88" There is no Figure 6-88.

		163		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		169		6.17.1.11		10-17		Section number, Table does not link.

		164		Tero Kivinen		Self		169		6.17.1.9		Table 6-6		Section 6.17.1.9 Table 6-6 The last line says "?55 < IPI", but I think it is supposed to say "IPI > -55". 

		165		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		170		6.17.2.1		5		Cross reference to 7.4.2.19 is blue underlined like it is a web-link  which is not correct style… it does not work as a hyperlink either.

		166		Tero Kivinen		Self		170		6.17.2.2		19		Section 6.17.2.2 line 19 We have acronym TPC for Transmit power control, add that to the header, i.e. change "6.17.2.2 Transmit Power Control" to "6.17.2.2 Transport Power Control (TPC)".

		167		Tero Kivinen		Self		170		6.17.2.2		20		Section 6.17.2.2 line 20 This is not first use of TPC, do not expand here.

		168		Tero Kivinen		Self		170		6.17.2.2		30		Section 6.17.2.2 line 30 We do not have CSMA/CA as acronym, but we CSMA-CA. Replace all "CSMA/CA" with "CSMA-CA" (4 instances in 6.17.2.2.

		169		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		171		6.17.2.3		1		Strange use of RED in figures 6-85 and 6-86 on some primitive names,

		170		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		171		6.17.2.4		7		underline unnecessary

		171		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		171		6.17.2.5		11		underline unnecessary

		172		Tero Kivinen		Self		171		6.17.2.3		Figure 6-85		Section 6.17.2.3 Figure 6-85 The figure has some font issues, where dashes go over the E of the MLME etc. It also has some arrows in red, and some text is in red too without any reason for color. Fix the figure.

		173		Tero Kivinen		Self		171		6.17.2.3		Figure 6-86		Section 6.17.2.3 Figure 6-86 The figure has some font issues, where dashes go over the E of the MLME etc. It also has some arrows in red, and some text is in red too without any reason for color. Fix the figure.

		174		Tero Kivinen		Self		171		6.17.2.4		Figure 6-87		Section 6.17.2.4 line 7 The figure 6-87 is missing, as the current Figure 6-87 should really be 6-88 as it is about SRM Infrmation Notification, not about SRM Report. Add the missing figure. 

		175		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		172		6.17.2.5		5		Figure 6-87 caption has unnecessary editing marks Acknowledgement changed to Acknowledgment

		176		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		172		6.17.2.5		7		underline unnecessary

		177		Tero Kivinen		Self		172		6.17.2.5		Figure 6-87		Section 6.17.2.5 Figure 6-87 The figure does not need to have "(AckedConfirm=TRUE/FALSE)" text at all, as that parameter does not affect the resulting flow chart. This figure also has some font issues iwth MLME-SRM-INFORMATION parts. Remove the "(AckedConfirm=TRUE/FALSE)" and fix fonts. Also this is really a figure 6-88, and figure 6-87 is missing.

		178		Kunal Shah		Itron Inc.		173		6.18		26		Remove blonk pages.

		179		Don Sturek		Itron		174		6.18		16		Extra line

		180		Don Sturek		Itron		175		6.18		1		Extra page

		181		Tero Kivinen		Self		176		7.1		3		Section 7.1 line 3, this is not first use of EUI-64, do not expand here.

		182		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		177		7.2.1.1		15		Typo?
"described in 6.12.2t." 

		183		Tero Kivinen		Self		177		7.2.1.3		15		Section 7.2.1.3 line 15 This is not first use of LE, do not expand here.

		184		Don Sturek		Itron		185		7.3.1.2		11		Might help to add "as defined in Section 7.4" to the end of this rather self defining statement.

		185		Tero Kivinen		Self		185		7.3.1.3		23		Section 7.3.1.3 line 23, this is not first use of Battery Life Extension (BLE), so do not expand the acronym. Replace "Battery Life Extension (BLE) field" with "BLE field".

		186		Tero Kivinen		Self		185		7.3.1.3		Figure 7-7		Section 7.3.1.3 figure 7-7, this is not first use of Battery Life Extension (BLE), so do not expand the acronym. Replace "Battery Life Extension (BLE)" with "BLE" in the figure 7-7.

		187		Tero Kivinen		Self		189		7.3.3		20		Section 7.3.3 line 20, replace "Enh-ACK" with "Enh-Ack". 

		188		Tero Kivinen		Self		190		7.3.5		24		Section 7.3.5 line 24 This is first use of MCPS, expand here.

		189		Tero Kivinen		Self		196		7.4.2.2		5		Section 7.4.2.2 line 5 This is not first use of OUI, do not expand here.

		190		Tero Kivinen		Self		201		7.4.2.9		11		Section 7.4.2.9 line 11 This is not first use of Frak, do not expand here.

		191		Tero Kivinen		Self		207		7.4.2.13		1		Section 7.4.2.13 line 1 this is first use of DPSK, expand here.

		192		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		209		7.4.2.17		13		There is no space "inTable 7-15".

		193		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		209		7.4.2.17		 12-15		Table 7-19 and Table 8-108 are no link.

		194		Tero Kivinen		Self		209		7.4.2.17		Figure 7-46		Section 7.4.2.17 Figure 7-46 The figure is in bitmap form and is not searchable. Convert to proper figure.

		195		Tero Kivinen		Self		209		7.4.2.17		Table 7-15		Section 7.4.2.17 Table 7-15 The "MacTxFailTime" has wrong case, replace with "macTxFailTime". 

		196		Tero Kivinen		Self		210		7.4.2.17		Table 7-15		Section 7.4.2.17 Table 7-15 Table continuation on the next page has wrong type of header, there is box around the "Table 7-15 -- Format of SRM Metric ID (continued)" header.

		197		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		210		7.4.2.17				Table 7-15—Format of SRM Metric ID (continued) does not need borders.

		198						211		7.4.2.19.2		18		Blue color at "Table 7-17"

		199		Henk de Ruijter		Silicon Labs		215		7.4.4.1		na		Wrong references Link Margin IE for two occurances (Sub-ID value 0x37 and 0x38

		200		Henk de Ruijter		Silicon Labs		215		7.4.4.1		na		Wrong references for RS-GFSK (0x38)

		201		Tero Kivinen		Self		222		7.4.4.10		5		Section 7.4.4.10 line 5 This is not first use of SFD, do not expand it here.

		202		Tero Kivinen		Self		222		7.4.4.10		7		Section 7.4.4.10 line 7 This is first use of NRNSC expand here on first use at the beginning of line, not on the 2nd use at the end of line.

		203		Tero Kivinen		Self		222		7.4.4.10		9		Section 7.4.4.10 line 9 This is first use of RSC, expand here on first use at the beginning of line, not on the 2nd use at the end of line.

		204		Tero Kivinen		Self		231		7.4.4.16		8		Section 7.4.4.16 line 8 This is first use of OVSF, expand it here.

		205		Tero Kivinen		Self		232		7.4.4.17		Table 7-73		Section 7.4.4.17 table 7-73 has bit 23 twice, first in the Spreading Pattern, and second time in the Reserved field. Change Reserved field bit numbers from "23-31" to "24-31". 

		206		Tero Kivinen		Self		235		7.4.4.18		4		Section 7.4.4.18 line 4 This is first use of MCS, expand here.

		207		Tero Kivinen		Self		239		7.4.4.19		8		Section 7.4.4.19 line 8 This is first use of STF, expand it here.

		208		Tero Kivinen		Self		245		7.4.4.23		1		Section 7.4.4.23 line 1, this is first use of EIRP, expand here.

		209		Tero Kivinen		Self		248		7.4.4.29		13		Section 7.4.4.29 line 13 This is first use of LMR, expand here.

		210		Henk de Ruijter		Silicon Labs		251		7.4.4.33		18		Wrong reference

		211		Henk de Ruijter		Silicon Labs		251		7.4.4.33				All references to clause 32, in sub-cause 7.4.4.33, should be changed to 31. Clause 32 does not exist.

		212		Tero Kivinen		Self		266		7.5.15		7		Section 7.5.15 line 7 has field called Status. This is very confusing when we have MLME Status parameter. Rename this to Dsme Gts Status. Change "Status Field" to "Dsme Gts Status field" twice on the line.

		213		Tero Kivinen		Self		266		7.5.15		Figure 7-124		Section 7.5.15 figure 7-124 has field called Status. This is very confusing when we have MLME Status parameter. Rename this to Dsme Gts Status.

		214		Tero Kivinen		Self		266		7.5.15		Table 7-58		Section 7.5.15 Table 7-58 Change the title from "Status field values" to "Dsme Gts Status field values".

		215		Tero Kivinen		Self		268		7.5.16		1		Section 7.5.16 line 1 has field called Status. This is very confusing when we have MLME Status parameter. Rename this to Dsme Gts Status. Change "Status Field" to "Dsme Gts Status field" twice on the line.

		216		Don Sturek		Itron		274		7.5.26		24		Need a space between "in" and "table"

		217		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		274		7.5.26		21
26		"Figure 7-141" undeline with no link.
"Figure 7-142" undeline and ther is no "Figure 7-142" at link page. 

		218		Tero Kivinen		Self		274		7.5.26		Figure 7-141		Section 7.5.26 Figure 7-141 Figure is missing header at all. Add "Figure 7-141 -- SRM Request command Content field Format" for the figure heading.

		219		Tero Kivinen		Self		274		7.5.26		Table 8-81		Section 7.5.26 line 24 The "Table 8-81" is missing space before it, replace "inTable 8-81" with "in Table 8-81". 

		220		Tero Kivinen		Self		274		7.5.26		Table 8-81		Section 7.5.26 line 24 Do not combine SrmHandle and SRM Token. Add separate SrmToken to the table 8-81 and change this to refer to SrmToken.

		221		Tero Kivinen		Self		275		7.2.26		2		Section 7.2.26 line 2 If the Start Time field is not present, what value is assumed for Start Time field? I would guess value 0 would be best. Specify the value when it is not present.

		222		Don Sturek		Itron		275		7.5.26		3		SRM Duration, according to 7-141, is always present

		223		Tero Kivinen		Self		275		7.2.26		4		Section 7.2.26 line 4 If the SRM Duration field is not present, what value is assumed for SRM Duration?

		224		Tero Kivinen		Self		275		7.2.26		6		Section 7.2.26 line 6 If the Channel Page field is not present, what value is assumed for Channel Page field? I would guess current channel page would be best. Specify the value when it is not present.

		225		Don Sturek		Itron		274		7.5.26		25		This line seems wrong.  I think the value is unique only among outstanding SRM Request frames issued by the same source device.

		226		Tero Kivinen		Self		275		7.2.26		8		Section 7.2.26 line 84 If the Channel Number field is not present, what value is assumed for Channel Number field? I would guess current channel number would be best. Specify the value when it is not present.

		227		Don Sturek		Itron		275		7.5.26		9		Actually this comment applies to lines 9-19.  I don't see how Start Time, SRM Duration, Channel Page, Channel Number and Link Handle can be omitted (see 7-141).   There is nothing in the primitives for SRM that would indicate how they would be set on the receiving side if omitted in the MAC command

		228		Don Sturek		Itron		275		7.5.26		19		"with" -> "which"

		229		Don Sturek		Itron		275		7.5.26		19		Link to Table 8-85 is broken

		230		Tero Kivinen		Self		275		7.5.26		Figure 7-141		Section 7.5.26 Figure 7-141 Figure heading is above figure, when it should be below it. Move the heading to correct place. Also this should be figure 7-142, as Figure 7-141 should be the SRM Request command Content field figure, which does not have heading.

		231		Tero Kivinen		Self		275		7.5.27		Figure 7-141		Section 7.5.27 Figure 7-141 The SRM Duration field length should be 0/4, as it can be omitted by setting SRM Duration Present field to 0. Or if the SRM Duration is mandatory field, then remove SRM Duration Present completely.

		232		Tero Kivinen		Self		275		7.5.26		Table 7-96		Section 7.5.26 line 9 There is no Table 7-96, Fix the reference, or add the table.

		233		Tero Kivinen		Self		275		7.5.26		Table 8-85		Section 7.5.26 line 19 The Table 8-85 does not describe anything about the Link Handle. Fix the reference to correct location.

		234		Tero Kivinen		Self		276		7.5.27		1		Section 7.5.27 Figure 7-143 line 1. Havinf field Status inside the MAC command is bad idea, as it can very easily be confused with MLME Status. Rename the "Status" to "SRM Status".

		235		Tero Kivinen		Self		276		7.5.27		6		Section 7.5.27 line 6. Having Status field inside the MAC command is bad idea, as it can very easily be confused with MLME Status. Rename the "Status field" to "SRM Status field".

		236		Tero Kivinen		Self		276		7.5.27		9		Section 7.5.27 line 9 There is no Address Mode or Device Address fields. I assume they are supposed to be in the Measured Device Information field, which is not described anywhere. Either remove them, or specify where they are.

		237		Tero Kivinen		Self		276		7.5.27		Figure 7-143		Section 7.5.27 figure 7-143 Figure is missing heading. Add "Figure 7-143 -- SRM Response command Content field format".

		238		Tero Kivinen		Self		276		7.5.27		Figure 7-143		Section 7.5.27 Figure 7-143 There is field Measured Device Information, but the contents of that is never described. Add description of that field.

		239		Tero Kivinen		Self		276		7.5.27		Figure 7-143		Section 7.5.27 Figure 7-143 The attribute Value field cannot be 4 octets long, as there are several attributes which have different length. Some of them are arrays, and lots of them are 1 octet fields. Change from "4" to "variable".

		240		Tero Kivinen		Self		276		7.5.28		Figure 7-143		Section 7.5.28 Figure 7-143 The attribute Value field cannot be 4 octets long, as there are several attributes which have different length. Some of them are arrays, and lots of them are 1 octet fields. Change from "4" to "variable".

		241		Tero Kivinen		Self		276		7.5.27		Figure 7-144		Section 7.5.27 figure 7-142 header, Having Status field inside the MAC command is bad idea, as it can very easily be confused with MLME Status. Rename the "Status field" to "SRM Status field". This also should be Figure 7-144 instead 7-142.

		242		Tero Kivinen		Self		276		7.5.28		Table 7-143		Section 7.5.28 figure 7-143 Figure heading is on the next page. Also the heading claims this is table 7-143, but references to it say it is 7-145.

		243		Tero Kivinen		Self		276		7.5.27		Table 7-15		Section 7.5.27 line 3 There is missing space between "in" and Table 7-15. Replace "inTable 7-15" with "in Table 7-15".

		244		Tero Kivinen		Self		277		7.5.28		5		Section 7.5.28 line 5 Combing SrmHandle parameter and SRM Token fields is bad idea. Add new parameter SrmToken to MLME-SRM-REPORT and use that for SrmToken, and keep SrmHandle as internal value.

		245		Tero Kivinen		Self		277		7.5.29		Figure 7-144		Section 7.5.29 Figure 7-144 The figure heading claims this is figure 7-144, but the references claim it should be 7-146.

		246		Tero Kivinen		Self		277		7.5.29		Figure 7-144		Section 7.5.29 Figure 7-144 The attribute Value field cannot be 4 octets long, as there are several attributes which have different length. Some of them are arrays, and lots of them are 1 octet fields. Change from "4" to "variable".

		247		Kunal Shah		Itron Inc.		279		7.5.30		2		Remove blonk pages.

		248		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		280		8.1		5		"may be invoked" should be "is invoked".  This is the defined interface for layer management. 

		249		Tero Kivinen		Self		280		8.1		10		Section 8.1 line 10 This is not first use of MCSP, do not expand here.

		250		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		281		8.2.1				Table 8-1 in the SRM related raw, there are no link exact Subclause and no jumpu to the subclause.

		251		Tero Kivinen		Self		282		8.2.2		21		Section 8.2.2 line 21 add text here explaining generic errors, and specify that none of those error codes are not mentioned in the Status valid range field of any of the primitives. The generic security errors include "COUNTER_ERROR, IMPROPER_KEY_TYPE, IMPROPER_SECURITY_LEVEL, SECURITY_ERROR, UNAVAILABLE_KEY, UNSUPPORTED_LEGACY, UNSUPPORTED_SECURITY". Generic transmit errors include "CHANNEL_ACCESS_FAILURE, FRAME_TOO_LONG, NO_ACK, TRANSACTION_EXPIRED, TRANSACTION_OVERFLOW". Remove all of those error codes from all other primitives, and replace them with reference to 8.2.2. What about "NO_DATA" error is that generic error, or specific to some primitives? I think it should be listed as generic, and text should be added here specifying what it means. Add reference to section 6.6 for TRANSACTION_OVERFLOW and TRANSACTION_EXPIRE codes. After this is done, go through all primitives for status parameters values left in them, and verify that the meaning of them is explained there. 

		252		Tero Kivinen		Self		284		8.2.3.1		2		Section 8.2.3.1 line 2 is not complete. Looking at the parameters it can either send Association Request (7.5.2) or DSME Association request command (7.5.12). Add text to explain that.

		253		Tero Kivinen		Self		284		8.2.3.2		9		Section 8.2.3.2 line 9 is not complete. Looking at the parameters this MLME-ASSOCIATE.indication can be called when device receives either Association Request (7.5.2) or DSME Association request command (7.5.12). Add text to explain that.

		254		Tero Kivinen		Self		284		8.2.3.1		Table 8-53		Section 8.2.3.1 Table 8-4 parameter Direction refers to table 8-53, but has Type of Integer and Valid Range of 0x00-0x01, where Table 8-53 has type of Enumeration and Valid range of TX, RX. Change Type and Valid range to be "Enumeration", and "TX, RX". 

		255		Tero Kivinen		Self		286		8.2.3.3		23		Section 8.2.3.3 line 23 has Status parameter, but this is not the normal status parameter, this is Association Status field of the Association Response or DSME Association Response commands. Rename the Status to AssocationStatus to make this clear.

		256		Tero Kivinen		Self		286		8.2.3.3		26		Section 8.2.3.3 line 26 says that coordinator generates Association Response command as described in 7.5.3, but looking at the parameters, I think it can also generate DSME Association Response command as defined in 7.5.13. This text needs to explain that too.

		257		Tero Kivinen		Self		286		8.2.3.3		29		Section 8.2.3.3 line 29 talks about Status field, as it is talking about the Status parameter stored in the Association Status field. Change the Status to AssocationStatus to make clear what field/parameter is talked here.

		258		Tero Kivinen		Self		286		8.2.3.2		Table 8-53		Section 8.2.3.2 Table 8-5 parameter Direction refers to table 8-53, but has Type of Integer and Valid Range of 0x00-0x01, where Table 8-53 has type of Enumeration and Valid range of TX, RX. Change Type and Valid range to be "Enumeration", and "TX, RX". 

		259		Tero Kivinen		Self		287		8.2.3.4		7		Section 8.2.3.4 line 7 MLME-ASSOCIATION.confirm do have Status, but there is no Association Status parameter for this primitive. The Status parameter tells whether sending (DMSE or normal) Association request succeeded or failed, but does not tell whether association succeeded or failed, and if it failed why it failed. Add AssociationStatus parameter to this primitive immediately after the AssocShortAddress paramater.

		260		Tero Kivinen		Self		287		8.2.3.3		Table 7-55		Section 8.2.3.3 Table 8-6 has Status parameter, but this is not the normal status parameter, this is Association Status field of the Association Response or DSME Association Response commands. Rename the Status to AssocationStatus to make this clear. Valid range already points to section 7.5.3, but it should really point directly to table 7-55 which contains Assocation Table field values. The description could point to the 7.5.3. Change Valid range to "As defined in Table 7-55", and change Description to "The association status of the association attempt as defined in 7.5.3".

		261		Tero Kivinen		Self		288		8.2.3.4		Table 7-55		Section 8.2.3.4 line 6 do have Status, but there is no Association Status parameter for this primitive. The Status parameter tells whether sending (DMSE) Association request succeeded or failed, but does not tell whether association succeeded or failed, and if it failed why it failed. Add AssociationStatus parameter to this primitive with Type "Enumeration", Valid Range "As defined in Table 7-55", and Description of "The association status of the association attempt from association request command as defined in 7.5.3". Add this immediately after the AssocShortAddress paramater.

		262		Tero Kivinen		Self		288		8.2.3.4		Table 7-55		Section 8.2.3.4 Table 8-7 do have Status, but there is no Association Status parameter for this primitive. The Status parameter tells whether sending (DMSE) Association request succeeded or failed, but does not tell whether association succeeded or failed, and if it failed why it failed. Add AssociationStatus parameter to this primitive with Type "Enumeration", Valid Range "As defined in Table 7-55", and Description of "The association status of the association attempt from association request command as defined in 7.5.3". Add this immediately after the AssocShortAddress paramater.

		263		Tero Kivinen		Self		289		8.2.3.4		2		Section 8.2.3.4 line 2 this text is inaccurate. The Status of the (DSME) Assocation Request command might be SUCCESS, but the assocation might have still failed. The device needs to check new AssociationStatus parameter to see what went wrong (I.e., whether PAN is at capacity or access was denied etc). Add text here to explain this.

		264		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		292		8.2.5		6		"may send" is wrong.   Also this SAP defines more than sending, it also include notification (as stated in the second paragraph).

		265		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		294		8.2.5.1		27		For the TimeStamp parameter, I notice it sets "The precision of this value shall be a minimum of 20-bits, with the lowest four bits being the least significant."   This is somewhat confusing.... i.e. it is odd to talk about precision on an integer field since integers are precise by their nature.  Also the low four bits are naturally least significant so why state this.  Similar wording appears in nine other places in the draft. The indicated page/line is the first occurrence of ten

		266		Don Sturek		Itron		297		8.2.5.2		14		For IMPROPER_IE_SECURITY, it should be possible for the upper layer to accept ALL or NONE of the IE's in the frame.   It should not be a requirement that in frames where some IE's pass security processing and some fail, the upper layer must process the IE's that pass security.

		267		Don Sturek		Itron		300		8.2.6.1		3		Add an "a" between "matches" and "given"

		268		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		301		8.2.6.3		15		"may be required" is incorrect. The sentence is stating a fact - in some cases it will be required, but the interface is out of scope of this standard.

		269		Don Sturek		Itron		301		8.2.6.3		18		Add an "a" between "matches" and "given"

		270		Tero Kivinen		Self		302		8.2.6.4		7		Section 8.2.6.4 table 8-19 Status parameter has value if INVALID_INDEX, which is not described anywhere what it means. Add text after line 7 explaining that "INVALID_INDEX - The index inside the hierarchical values in PIBAttribute is out of range.".

		271		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		309		8.2.10.1		4		"This primitive may also be generated to cancel a previously generated request to enable the receiver" is wrong.

		272		Tero Kivinen		Self		314		8.2.11.2		Table 8-30		Section 8.2.11.2 Table 8-30 has Status code of BAD_CHANNEL, but there is no text explainin when it is returned. Add text explaining when this error can be returned.

		273		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		316		8.2.12.1		42		Lots of cross references to clause numbers tables etc. while appearing to be clickable do not bring you to the referenced item (some do some don't, I can't see why this is ?  The referenced clause/page/line is just one such.  Where the description of CoordRealignSecurityLevel references Table 9-6, which appears clickable but does not bring you to the table.  There are 26 references to this table. The one at the bottom of page 434 does work but the previous 12 do not.  I did not continue to check the rest.  Many other such cross-references don't work as hyperlinks, while many do.

		274		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		324		8.2.15.1		11		Another erroneous "may". "This primitive may also be generated to cancel a previously generated request" is stating a possibility, not a requirement.

		275		Tero Kivinen		Self		325		8.2.16.2		24		Section 8.2.16.2 line 24 uses MLME-CHANNEL.confirm but there is no MLME-CHANNEL.confirm primitive at all. I assume it should be MLME-SOUNDING.confirm, i.e., replace "MLME-CHANNEL.confirm" with "MLME-SOUNDING-confirm". 

		276		Tero Kivinen		Self		326		8.2.16.2		Table 8-39		Section 8.2.16.2 line 13 in description says it returns UNSUPPORTED_ATTRIBUTE if sounding capability is not supported by PHY, but Status list does not include UNSUPPORTED_ATTRIBUTE, but instead do have separate error message SOUNDING_NOT_SUPPORTED. I do not think there is need for separate error case for SOUNDING_NOT_SUPPORTED, especially as MLME-SOUNDING.request does not take any parameters, so there cannot be any other unsupported attributes in it. Replace the SOUNDING_NOT_SUPPORTED in the Table 8-39 Valid range column of Status with UNSUPPORTED_ATTRIBUTE

		277		Tero Kivinen		Self		326		8.2.16.2		Table 8-39		Section 8.2.16.2 table 8-39 has Status value of SOUNDING_NOT_SUPPORTED. This is not explained in the text unless the text on lines 12-13 should refer to SOUNDING_NOT_SUPPORTED instead of UNSUPPORTED_ATTRIBUTE.

		278		Tero Kivinen		Self		327		8.2.17.2		Table 8-41		Section 8.2.16.2 Table 8-41 has Status value of UNSUPPORTED_ATTRIBUTE, but there are not attributes written here. I think the SOUNDING_NOT_SUPPORTED would be better error message when sounding is not supported. Change "UNSUPPORTED_ATTRIBUTE" to "SOUNDING_NOT_SUPPORTED".

		279		Tero Kivinen		Self		328		8.2.17.2		9		Section 8.2.17.2 line 9 talks about Status value of UNSUPPORTED_ATTRIBUTE, but there are not attributes written here. I think the SOUNDING_NOT_SUPPORTED would be better error message when sounding is not supported. Change "UNSUPPORTED_ATTRIBUTE" to "SOUNDING_NOT_SUPPORTED".

		280		Tero Kivinen		Self		329		8.2.18.1		Table 8-42		Section 8.2.18.1 Table 8-42 DstAddrMode entry uses Valid Range of NO_ADDRESS instead of NONE like we use in all other places. Replace "NO_ADDRESS" with "NONE". The SrcAddrMode few lines above do use correct range.

		281		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		330		8.2.18.1		1		"may be generated by a higher layer" is incorrect use of "may" which describes an optional behavior within the scope of the standard, while higher layer is clearly out of scope of the standard. 

		282		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		332		8.2.18.3		5		"A higher layer may use the information contained" is clearly stating a possible action of the higher layer, not an optional behavior within the scope of this standard.

		283		Tero Kivinen		Self		332		8.2.18.3		Table 8-44		Section 8.2.18.3 Table 8-44 SrcAddrMode entry uses Valid Range of NO_ADDRESS instead of NONE like we use in all other places. Replace "NO_ADDRESS" with "NONE".

		284		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		333		8.2.19.1		2		"may be used by a higher layer" is incorrect use of "may". 

		285		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		334		8.2.19.3		26		"may be used by the device management layer" is stating a requirement on a higher layer (out of scope of this standard)

		286		Tero Kivinen		Self		343		8.2.20.4.		24		Section 8.2.20.4. This is not normal MLME Status, rename it to DsmeGtsStatus. 

		287		Tero Kivinen		Self		344		8.2.20.4		23		Section 8.2.20.4, line 23, the Status here combines both status codes, and the actual status from the DSME GTS response command. Make those two separate. Add DsmeGtsStatus parameter to primitive in the location where Status now, and move the Status to the end.

		288		Tero Kivinen		Self		344		8.2.20.3		Table 7-58		Section 8.2.20.3 Table 8-56. This is not normal status, this is GtsStatus, and should be renamed to such. Rename the Name from "Status" to "GtsStatus", change type from Enumeration to Integer, change Valid range to "As specified in Table 7-58". 

		289		Tero Kivinen		Self		344		8.2.20.3		Table 8-56		Section 8.2.20.3 line 8 has text assuming Status field is interger, and sets it to zero, one, two etc with specific error codes. The Status in Table 8-56 is specified as Enumeration. This Status is not normal transmission status, this is DsmeGtsStatus, and it should be renamed as such. Change text "The Status field of the command shall be set to zero if the Status parameter value is SUCCESS. The Status field shall be set to one if the Status parameter value is DENIED. The Status field shall be set to two if the Status parameter value is INVALID_PARAMETER" to "The Dsme Gts Status field of the command shall be set to the value DsmeGtsStatus parameter"

		290		Tero Kivinen		Self		344		8.2.20.4		Table 8-56		Section 8.2.20.4 table 8-56 rename Status to DsmeGtsStatus, change the Valid range to say "APPROVED, DISAPPROVED_LACK_OF_AVAILABILITY, DISAPPROVED_UNKNOWN_GTS", and Description to say DsmeGtsStatus field of the DSME-GTS response to send out.

		291		Tero Kivinen		Self		345		8.2.20.4		2		Section 8.2.20.4 line 2 the text "If the value of the Status field in the command is zero (SUCCESS)" assumes the type of Status is integer, and assumes the status is mapped to integer. Change the text to say "If the value of the Status parameter is SUCCESS and the Dsme Gts Status field of the DSME Response command is zero (APPROVED),".

		292		Tero Kivinen		Self		345		8.2.20.4		2		Section 8.2.20.4 line 2, the text "check the Status field of the command" is not something higher layer can do, as it does not see the command. It can check the "Status and DsmeGtsStatus parameters of the confirm". On the other hand if this is describing what device does automatically, then that is already described in the 6.11.5.1. Perhaps some of this text can be removed.

		293		Tero Kivinen		Self		345		8.2.20.4		3		Section 8.2.20.4 line 3. The "as described in ." is missing the reference to the section 6.11.5.1. Change "as described in ." to "as described in 6.11.5.1".

		294		Tero Kivinen		Self		345		8.2.20.4		6-8		Section 8.2.20.4 line 6-8 contains text explaining how to set Status field based on the status parameter. Replace the text "The Status field of the command shall be set to zero if the Status parameter value is SUCCESS. The Status field shall be set to one if the Status parameter value is DENIED. The Status field shall be set to two if the Status paramter valie is INVALID_PARAMETER." with "The DsmeGtsStatus parameter shall be set to have value of the Dsme Gts Status field of the command."

		295		Tero Kivinen		Self		345		8.2.20.4		Table 7-58		Section 8.2.20.4 table 8-57 Status parameter has value of DENIED, which is not normal status, but is actually the DsmeGtsStatus from the DSME GTS Response Command. Separate this out, by adding new DsmeGtsStatus, with type of integer, valid range "as specified in Table 7-58", and with description of "The status of DSME-GTS request". Change the Description of "Status" to "The status of the request."

		296		Tero Kivinen		Self		345		8.2.20.4		Table 8-57		Section 8.2.20.4 table 8-57 has Status value of FAILURE, but there is no text explaining how and when that status value is returned. Remove the value FAILURE from valid range of Status.

		297		Tero Kivinen		Self		345		8.2.20.4				Section 8.2.20.4 lines 11-14. The text "If the value of the Status field in the command is zero, the Status in this pirmitive shall be set to SUCCESS. If the value of the Status field is one, the Status paramter shall be set to DENIED. If the value of the Status field is two, the Status parameter shall be set to INVALID_PARAMETER." is not tied to anything in and is very confusing. Also it mixes Status parameter with DsmeGtsStatus from the DSME GTS Response. Remove the text.

		298		Tero Kivinen		Self		356		8.2.23.4		Table 8-67		Section 8.2.23.4 table 8-67 does not explain how the Status type of DENIED can be known from the DBS respond command. Add text explaining that.

		299		Tero Kivinen		Self		364		8.2.26.1.1		14		Section 8.2.26.1.1 line 14 There should be separate SrmToken parameter here between ScopeId and StartTime. Add it here.

		300		Tero Kivinen		Self		364		8.2.26.1.1		18		Section 8.2.26.1.1 line 18 There is no LinkHandle parameter here, should there be one, as there is field for it in the SRM Report command?

		301		Tero Kivinen		Self		365		8.2.26.1.2		6		Section 8.2.26.1.2 line 6 Replace "SRM Report MAC Command frame" with "SRM Report Command frame".

		302		Tero Kivinen		Self		365		8.2.26.1.2		7		Section 8.2.26.1.2 line 7, replace "Enh-ACK" with "Enh-Ack". 

		303		Tero Kivinen		Self		365		8.2.26.1.1		Table 8-75		Section 8.2.26.1.1 Table 8-75 There should be separate SrmToken parameter here between ScopeId and StartTime. Add it here with type if Integer, and Valid Range of 0x01-0xff, and description "Srm Token when sending SRM Report command". 

		304		Tero Kivinen		Self		365		8.2.26.1.1		Table 8-75		Section 8.2.26.1.1 Table 8-75 StartTime field can be omitted from the SRM Report command. Which value of StartTime parameter indicates that this parameter is omitted? Value 0? This applies also to other SRM MLME calls.

		305		Tero Kivinen		Self		365		8.2.26.1.1		Table 8-75		Section 8.2.26.1.1 Table 8-75 Duration field can be omitted from the SRM Report command. Which value of Duration parameter indicates that this parameter is omitted? Value 0? This applies also to other SRM MLME calls.

		306		Tero Kivinen		Self		365		8.2.26.1.1		Table 8-75		Section 8.2.26.1.1 Table 8-75 Channel Page field can be omitted from the SRM Report command. Which value of ChannelPage parameter indicates that this parameter is omitted? This applies also to other SRM MLME calls.

		307		Tero Kivinen		Self		365		8.2.26.1.1		Table 8-75		Section 8.2.26.1.1 Table 8-75 Channel Number field can be omitted from the SRM Report command. Which value of ChannelNumber parameter indicates that this parameter is omitted? This applies also to other SRM MLME calls.

		308		Tero Kivinen		Self		365		8.2.26.1.1		Table 8-75		Section 8.2.26.1.1 Table 8-75 I assume the SrmMetricId is used to fetch the correct measurement from the PIB and that value is then filled to the Attribute Value field of the command. If that is true, this should be explained either here or in the description of the MLME call.

		309		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		365		8.2.26				Most of the Subclause and Table number described in the Table 8-75 to Table 8-86 does not jump to the subclause or table.  
e.g "The SrmMetricId as defined in7.5.29" does not jump to 7.5.29

		310		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		365		8.2.26.1.1				Location of period is incorrect at SrmMetricId and ScopeId.
There is no link to "7.5.29" at  SrmMetricId and ScopeId.

		311		Tero Kivinen		Self		366		8.2.26.1.2		7		Section 8.2.26.1.2 line 7 There should be separate SrmToken parameter here between ScopeId and StartTime. Add it here.

		312		Tero Kivinen		Self		366		8.2.26.1.2		11		Section 8.2.26.1.2 line 11 There is no LinkHandle parameter here, should there be one, as there is field for it in the SRM Report command? Also we do not have parameter for Attribute Value from the incoming command should we have it?

		313		Tero Kivinen		Self		366		8.2.26.1.2		17		Section 8.2.26.1.2 line 17 The text about saying parameter are same than in .request is not true, as request parameters are used to send the frame, and in this case the descriptions are from the received frame. Also there is no RequreConfirm in either MLME call. Remove this text completely.

		314		Tero Kivinen		Self		366		8.2.26.1.2		Table 8-76		Section 8.2.26.1.2 Table 8-76 There should be separate SrmToken parameter here between ScopeId and StartTime. Add it here with type if Integer, and Valid Range of 0x01-0xffm and description "Srm Token of the received SRM Report command". 

		315		Tero Kivinen		Self		366		8.2.26.1.2		Table 8-76		Section 8.2.26.1.2 Table 8-76 If the Start Time field is missing from the SRM Report, what value is used for StartTime parameter?

		316		Tero Kivinen		Self		366		8.2.26.1.2		Table 8-76		Section 8.2.26.1.2 Table 8-76 If the SRM Duration field is missing from the SRM Report, what value is used for Duration parameter?

		317		Tero Kivinen		Self		366		8.2.26.1.2		Table 8-76		Section 8.2.26.1.2 Table 8-76 If the Channel Page field is missing from the SRM Report, what value is used for ChannelPage parameter?

		318		Tero Kivinen		Self		367		8.2.26.1.2		Table 8-76		Section 8.2.26.1.2 Table 8-76 If the Channel Number field is missing from the SRM Report, what value is used for ChannelNumber parameter?

		319		Tero Kivinen		Self		368		8.2.26.2.1		8		Section 8.2.26.2.1 line 8 There should be separate SrmToken parameter here between ScopeId and StartTime. Add it here.

		320		Tero Kivinen		Self		368		8.2.26.2.1		12		Section 8.2.26.2.1 line 12 There is no LinkHandle parameter here, should there be one, as there is field for it in the SRM Information command?

		321		Tero Kivinen		Self		368		8.2.26.2.1		Table 8-78		Section 8.2.26.2.1 Table 8-78 I assume the SrmMetricId is used to fetch the correct measurement from the PIB and that value is then filled to the Attribute Value field of the command. If that is true, this should be explained either here or in the description of the MLME call.

		322		Tero Kivinen		Self		369		8.2.26.2.2		12		Section 8.2.26.2.2 line 12 Why does not the .indication contain all the information from the SRM Information command, i.e., SRM Metric ID, Scope ID, SRM Token, Measurement Information and Attribute value?

		323		Tero Kivinen		Self		370		8.2.26.3		19		Section 8.2.26.3 line 19 Change "MLME-SRM.request" to "MLME-SRM-REQ.request".

		324		Tero Kivinen		Self		370		8.2.26.3		Figure 6-85		Section 8.2.26.3 line 18 I think this should be MLME-SRM-REQ.request not MLME-SRM.request. At least Figure 6-85 assumes so.  Change "MLME-SRM.request" to "MLME-SRM-REQ.request". Also add new "8.2.26.3 MLME-SRM-REQ", and move 8.2.26.3.1 MLME-SRM-REQ.request (old 8.2.26.3 MLME-SRM.request), 8.2.26.3.2 MLME-SRM-REQ.indication (old 8.2.26.4 MLME-SRM.indication) and 8.2.26.3.3 MLME-SRM-REQ.confirm (old 8.2.26.6 MLME-SRM-REQ.confirm) under it.

		325		Tero Kivinen		Self		371		8.2.26.3		1		Section 8.2.26.3 line 1 Change "MLME-SRM.request" to "MLME-SRM-REQ.request".

		326		Tero Kivinen		Self		371		8.2.26.3		8		Section 8.2.26.3 line 8 There should be separate SrmToken parameter here between ScopeId and StartTime. Add it here.

		327		Tero Kivinen		Self		371		8.2.26.3		21		Section 8.2.26.3 line 21 Change "MLME-SRM.request" to "MLME-SRM-REQ.request".

		328		Tero Kivinen		Self		372		8.2.26.3		1		Section 8.2.26.3 line 1 Change "MLME-SRM.request" to "MLME-SRM-REQ.request".

		329		Tero Kivinen		Self		372		8.2.26.4		4		Section 8.2.26.4 line 4 Change "MLME-SRM.indication" to "MLME-SRM-REQ.indication".

		330		Tero Kivinen		Self		372		8.2.26.4		5		Section 8.2.26.4 line 5 Change "MLME-SRM.indication" to "MLME-SRM-REQ.indication".

		331		Tero Kivinen		Self		372		8.2.26.4		7		Section 8.2.26.4 line 7 Change "MLME-SRM.indication" to "MLME-SRM-REQ.indication".

		332		Tero Kivinen		Self		372		8.2.26.4		8		Section 8.2.26.4 line 8 There is no corresponding response primitive, so SrmHandle is no longer useful, remove it.

		333		Tero Kivinen		Self		372		8.2.26.4		11		Section 8.2.26.4 line 11 There should be separate SrmToken parameter here between ScopeId and StartTime. Add it here.

		334		Tero Kivinen		Self		372		8.2.26.4		23		Section 8.2.26.4 line 23 The parameters are not same, as others are for the sending and others for receiving. Remove line 23.

		335		Tero Kivinen		Self		372		8.2.26.3		Table 8-81		Section 8.2.26.3 Table 8-81 There should be separate SrmToken parameter here between ScopeId and StartTime. Add it here with type if Integer, and Valid Range of 0x01-0xff, and description "Srm Token when sending SRM Report command". 

		336		Tero Kivinen		Self		373		8.2.26.4		2		Section 8.2.26.4 line 2 Change "MLME-SRM.indication" to "MLME-SRM-REQ.indication".

		337		Tero Kivinen		Self		373		8.2.26.4		3		Section 8.2.26.4 line 3 Change "MLME-SRM.indication" to "MLME-SRM-REQ.indication".

		338		Tero Kivinen		Self		373		8.2.26.4		5		Section 8.2.26.4 line 5 There is no longer corresponding Response, so SrmHandle is not useful at all for matching them. Use SrmToken for that instead along with the addresses.

		339		Tero Kivinen		Self		373		8.2.26.4		Table 8-82		Section 8.2.26.4 Table 8-82 There is no corresponding response primitive, so SrmHandle is no longer useful, remove it.

		340		Tero Kivinen		Self		374		8.2.26.5		1		Section 8.2.26.5 line 1 Add new 8,2,26,4 MLME-SRM-RES (after 8.2.26.4 is moved under 8.2.26.3) and move MLME-SRM-RES.request under it as 8.2.26.4.1 MLME-SRM-RES.request. Move 8.2.26.5.1 MLME-SRM-RES.indication there as 8.2.26.4.2 MLME-SRM-RES.indication, and 8.2.26.5.2 MLME-SRM-RES.confirm as 8.2.26.4.3 MLME-SRM-RES.confirm.

		341		Tero Kivinen		Self		374		8.2.26.5		11		Section 8.2.26.5 line 11 We do not have parameter for Attribute Value to be used when sending response. Should we have it, or do we automatically fetch it based on the SrmMetricId?

		342		Tero Kivinen		Self		374		8.2.26.5		12		Section 8.2.26.5 line 12 Rename Status to SrmStatus, as this is Srm Status field value sent inside the command.

		343		Tero Kivinen		Self		374		8.2.26.5		20		Section 8.2.26.5 line 20 Change "MLME-SRM.response" to "MLME-SRM-RES.request".

		344		Don Sturek		Itron		374		8.2.26.5		24		The caption Table 8-83 should read "MLME-SRM.request parameters

		345		Tero Kivinen		Self		374		8.2.26.5		Table 8-83		Section 8.2.26.5 line 10 There should be all parameters from needed for SRM Response command, i.e., add SrmMetricId, ScopeId, SrmToken, SrmStatus, StartTime, Duration, ChannelPage, ChannelNumber and LinkHandle. Also add them to the Table 8-83.

		346		Tero Kivinen		Self		374		8.2.26.5		Table 8-83		Section 8.2.26.5 Table 8-83 Description of the SrmHandle is wrong. It is not used to match SRM Response with the corresponding SRM Response, but it is used to match the MLME-SRM-RES.request with corresponding MLME-SRM-RES.confirm.

		347		Tero Kivinen		Self		374		8.2.26.5		Table 8-83		Section 8.2.26.5 Table 8-83 Rename Status to SrmStatus, as this is Srm Status field value sent inside the command.

		348		Tero Kivinen		Self		375		8.2.26.5.1		4		Section 8.2.26.5.1 line 4 Change "reception of and MLME-SRM-Response command" with "SRM Response command".

		349		Tero Kivinen		Self		375		8.2.26.5.1		Table 8-84		Section 8.2.26.5.1 line 8 There is no need for SrmHandle, as there is no corresponding response. Remove it. On the other hand we would need other fields from the SRM Response commands, i.e., SrmMetricId, ScopeId, SrmToken, StartTime. Duration, ChannelPage, ChannelNumber, LinkHandle, and AttributeValue. We do have SrmStatus. Add all those to Table 8-84 too.

		350		Tero Kivinen		Self		376		8.2.26.5.2		Table 8-85		Section 8.2.26.5.2 line 6 There is no need for DeviceAddrMode or DeviceAddress as SrmHandle will uniquely specify the corresponding response, as SrmToken is separated to its own field. Remove DeviceAddrMode and DeviceAddress from here, and also from Table 8-85.

		351		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		377		8.2.26.6		13		Blank row in Table 8-86

		352		Tero Kivinen		Self		377		8.2.26.6		Table 8-86		Section 8.2.26.6 line 7 There is no need for DeviceAddrMode or DeviceAddress as SrmHandle will uniquely specify the corresponding response, as SrmToken is separated to its own field. Remove DeviceAddrMode and DeviceAddress from here, and also from Table 8-86. The Status in parameter list is in the beginning of the line, it is not correctly indented. Fix that too.

		353		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		378		8.3.3.		6		In table 8-90 MCPS-DATA.indication parameters, the Rssi parameter description incorrectly says that the RX level is measured during the PHR, when it is clear from the original 4f 2012 standard text  that it is "measured during the frame Preamble and locked when valid SFD is detected."

		354		Tero Kivinen		Self		383		8.3.2		Table 8-89		Section 8.3.2 line 14: MCSP-DATA.confirm needs to have identical HeaderIeList and PayloadIeList parameters, just like MCSP-DATA.indication has. This AckPayload could contain same information, but there is no point of upper layer to start parsing IE lists. These needs to be added also to the Table 8-89.

		355		Tero Kivinen		Self		385		8.3.2		5		Section 8.3.2, line 5, description uses "NO_ADDRESS", instead of "NONE". Change the "... are set to NO_ADDRESS in MCSP-DATA.request primitive ..." to "... are set to NONE in MCSP-DATA.request primitive ...". 

		356		Tero Kivinen		Self		385		8.3.2		Table 8-89		Section 8.3.2 table 8-89 has UNSUPPORTED_DATARATE Status value, but there is no description when it can be returned. Add text to explain when it is returned.

		357		Tero Kivinen		Self		385		8.3.2		Table 8-89		Section 8.3.2 table 8-89 has UNSUPPORTED_LEIP Status value, but there is no description when it can be returned. Add text to explain when it is returned.

		358		Tero Kivinen		Self		385		8.3.2		Table 8-89		Section 8.3.2 table 8-89 has UNSUPPORTED_PRF Status value, but there is no description when it can be returned. Add text to explain when it is returned.

		359		Tero Kivinen		Self		385		8.3.2		Table 8-89		Section 8.3.2 table 8-89 has UNSUPPORTED_PSR Status value, but there is no description when it can be returned. Add text to explain when it is returned.

		360		Tero Kivinen		Self		385		8.3.2		Table 8-89		Section 8.3.2 table 8-89 has UNSUPPORTED_RANGING Status value, but there is no description when it can be returned. Add text to explain when it is returned. Does this mean that we are doing in ranging something that is unsupported, or that ranging is not supported at all? If this is the last, then RANGING_NOT_SUPPORTED might be better error text.



&A	


Page &P	





image2.emf
CID Page Sub-clau Line # Comment

100 102 6.4.1 32

101 102 6.4.1 35

106 106 6.4.3 13

107 106 6.4.3 16

108 106 6.4.3 17

Section 6.4.1 line 32. There is no Status field in the Association response. Change 

"Status field" to "Association Status field". 

Section 6.4.1 line 35. There is no Status field in the Association response. Change 

"Status field" to "Association Status field". 

Section 6.4.3 line 13 the "Status parameter" is bit confusing as MLME-

ASSOCIATION.response has Status parameter, but it is not normal MLME status 

parameter, but instead it is the Association Status field for the Association 

Response command. Change the "Status parameter" to "AssociationStatus 

parameter".

Section 6.4.3 line 16. There is no Status field in the Association response. Change 

"Status field" to "Association Status field". 

Section 6.4.3 line 17. There is no Status field in the Association response. Change 

"Status field" to "Association Status field". 
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Comments



		CID		Name		Affiliation		Page		Sub-clause		Line #		Comment

		1		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		0		0		0		General:  We've used "may" inappropriately a lot in the past.  "may" states an optional requirement, a permisible action within the scope of the standard (ref  6.4.7 of the IEEE-SA Standards Board Operations Manual and 10.2.2 of the IEEE-SA Stanards Style Manual).   Inappropriate uses include in informative statements, and when describing actions outside the scope of the standard.  

		2		Clint Powell		PWC		1		1		1		Too many Incorrect references and broken reference links. This makes the spec unusable - therefor a technical issue.

		3		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		15				5		The document says: "... ternary amplitude shift keying (TASK) and ternary amplitude shift keying (RS-GFSK)". Both acronyms cannot apply to the same description. 


		4		Tero Kivinen		Self		17		Table of contents		17		Table of contents line 17. Some of the top level section names has formatting error where the page number is immediately after the text, i.e., it is missing the "...." fill between the section name and number.

		5		Don Sturek		Itron		17		TOC		17		TOC entries on line 17 and 45 need some reformatting

		6		Tero Kivinen		Self		44		1		1		Section 1 line 1 The previous page (pdf page 31) has page number 32 in footer, this page (pdf page 32) has page 44 in the footer, i.e., page numbers skip 12 pages suddenly.

		7		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		44		1		1		Page numbering doesn't follow standards style requirements. 

		8		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		46		3.1		11		Inappropriate use of normative language: "may" states an optional requirement, a permisible action within the scope of the standard (ref  6.4.7 of the IEEE-SA Standards Board Operations Manual and 10.2.2 of the IEEE-SA Stanards Style Manual). Clause 3 is not to include requirements.  In this case the definition is not needed and should be removed.

		9		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		46		3.1		22		Inappropriate use of normative language: "may" states an optional requirement, a permisible action within the scope of the standard (ref  6.4.7 of the IEEE-SA Standards Board Operations Manual and 10.2.2 of the IEEE-SA Stanards Style Manual). Clause 3 is not to include requirements. 

		10		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		46		3.1		26		Inappropriate use of normative language: "may" states an optional requirement, a permisible action within the scope of the standard (ref  6.4.7 of the IEEE-SA Standards Board Operations Manual and 10.2.2 of the IEEE-SA Stanards Style Manual). Clause 3 is not to include requirements.  In this case, it is stating a possible capability: can is used for statements of possibility and capability.

		11		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		47		3.1		8		Inappropriate use of normative language: "may" states an optional requirement, a permisible action within the scope of the standard (ref  6.4.7 of the IEEE-SA Standards Board Operations Manual and 10.2.2 of the IEEE-SA Stanards Style Manual). Clause 3 is not to include requirements.  In this case, it is stating a possible capability: can is used for statements of possibility and capability.

		12		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		47		3.1		10		Inappropriate use of "may" .  

		13		Tero Kivinen		Self		48		3.2		26		Section 3.2 line 26 Defined term FCC is not used anywhere in the document, remove the term.

		14		Tero Kivinen		Self		49		3.2		40		Section 3.2 line 40 There is only one reference to PC in the whole standard, remove the PC from acronyms and use expanded version in the one location where it appears.

		15		Tero Kivinen		Self		49		3.2		42		Section 3.2 line 42 There is no uses of acronym PD anywhere in standard, remove it.

		16		Tero Kivinen		Self		50		3.4		27		Section 3.4 line 27 Acronym RIV is not used at all in the standard, remove it from acronym list.

		17		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		52		4.1		5		Another "may" that is stating a possibility, not really an optional requirement.

		18		Tero Kivinen		Self		52		4.1		11		Section 4.1 line 11 This is first use of PSDU, expand it here.

		19		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		52		4.2		18		"The terms octet and bit may also be written as octets or bits." is describing conventions used in the document, not optional requirements defined in the standard. All four terms do appear in this standard so need not be uncertain.  Yup, we've used "may" wrong a lot in the past.

		20		Tero Kivinen		Self		52		4.2		25		Section 4.2 line 25 This is first use of LSB, expand here.

		21		Tero Kivinen		Self		52		4.2		25		Section 4.2 line 25 This is first use if MSB, expand here.

		22		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		53		4.3		4		"Numbers encoded in fields may be signed or unsigned integers" isn't correct use of 'may' either.  In this case, numbers are one or the other. There is no other choice.

		23		Tero Kivinen		Self		53		4.5		22		Section 4.5 line 22 This is not first use of LSB, do not expand here.

		24		Tero Kivinen		Self		53		4.5		22		Section 4.5 line 22 This is not first use of MSB, do not expand here.

		25		Tero Kivinen		Self		54		4.5.1		6		Section 4.5.1 line 6 First use of the OUI, expand here.

		26		Tero Kivinen		Self		54		4.5.1		7		Section 4.5.1 line 7 This is not first use of LSB, do not expand here.

		27		Tero Kivinen		Self		54		4.5.1		7		Section 4.5.1 line 7 This is not first use of MSB, do not expand here.

		28		Don Sturek		Itron		54		4.5.1		18		In Figure 4-7, the arrow symbol used in the first column turned in a "?"

		29		Kunal Shah		Itron Inc.		54		4.5.1		18		Arrow is missing for RMO -> LMO

		30		Tero Kivinen		Self		54		4.5.1		Figure 4-7		Section 4.5.1 Figure 4-7 The There is question marks in the figure between RMO and LMO, and between LSB and MSB. Perhaps it should be some kind of arror ->?

		31		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		56		5.2		19		Document says "...applicationspaces…"

		32		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		56		5.2.1		27		"SUN devices may employ mesh or peer-to-peer multihop techniques to communicate with an access point" isn't exactly correct.  In fact SUN devices typically employ mesh and/or peer-to-peer multihop forwarding in the stated cases.

		33		Tero Kivinen		Self		57		5.2.4		12		Section 5.2.4 line 12 This is first use of ID, expand here.

		34		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		57		5.2.7		30		Description of CMB is not different from description of MBAN

		35		Tero Kivinen		Self		58		5.5		20		Section 5.5 line 20 This is the first use of RFD-TX, expand it here.

		36		Tero Kivinen		Self		58		5.5		22		Section 5.5 line 22 This is only use of PC, remove the (PC) part and remove the PC from the acronym list.

		37		Tero Kivinen		Self		59		5.5		1		Section 5.5 line 1 This is not first use of ID, do not expand here.

		38		Tero Kivinen		Self		59		5.5		1		Section 5.5 line 1 ID is defined acronym use it here. Change "a unique identifier" to "a unique ID".

		39		Tero Kivinen		Self		59		5.5.1		11		Section 5.5.1 line 11 This is first use of RFD-RX, expand it here.

		40		Tero Kivinen		Self		60		5.5.2		3		Section 5.5.2 line 3 This is first use of SPC, expand it here.

		41		Tero Kivinen		Self		60		5.5.2		3		Section 5.5.2 line 3 This is first use of TMCTP, expand it here.

		42		Tero Kivinen		Self		60		5.5.2		9		Section 5.5.2 line 9 this is first use of CAP, so expand it here, change "CAP" with "contention access period (CAP)"

		43		Tero Kivinen		Self		60		5.5.2		9		Section 5.5.2 line 9 this is first use of CFP, so expand it here, change "CFP" with "contention-free period (CFP)"

		44		Tero Kivinen		Self		61		5.6.1		4		Section 5.6.1 line 4 This is first use of HRP, expand here.

		45		Tero Kivinen		Self		61		5.6.1		4		Section 5.6.1 line 4 This is first use of UWB, expand it here.

		46		Don Sturek		Itron		61		5.6.1		7		Didn't we retire the ASK PHY?  If so we should remove it from this list

		47		Tero Kivinen		Self		61		5.6.1		7		Section 5.6.1 line 7, this is first use of BPSK so expand it here, replace "BPSK" with "binary phase-shift keying (BPSK)".

		48		Tero Kivinen		Self		61		5.6.1		7		Section 5.6.1 line 7 This is first use of GFSK, expand here.

		49		Tero Kivinen		Self		61		5.6.1		7		Section 5.6.1 line 7 This is first use of O-QPSK expand here.

		50		Tero Kivinen		Self		61		5.6.1		10		Section 5.6.1 line 10 This is first use of LRP, expand here.

		51		Tero Kivinen		Self		61		5.6.1		10		Section 5.6.1 line 10 This is first use of MSK, expand here.

		52		Tero Kivinen		Self		62		5.6.1		2		Section 5.6.1 line 2 This is first use of TASK, expand it here.

		53		Tero Kivinen		Self		62		5.6.2		8		Section 5.6.2 line 8 This is first use of GTS, expand here.

		54		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		62		5.7.1.1		20		Figure 5.5 b) the arrow to the right of "Beacons" is not pointing correctly to the next Beacon. This may confuse implementers. 

		55		Tero Kivinen		Self		62		5.7.1.1		21		Section 5.7.1.1 line 21 this is not first use of CAP, so do expand it here, change "contention access period (CAP)" with "CAP".

		56		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		62		5.7.1.1		21		Document says: "Any device wishing to communicate during the contention access period (CAP) between two beacons …" the different periods in a frame have not been defined yet in the document. It makes the reading confusing.

		57		Tero Kivinen		Self		62		5.7.1.1		22		Section 5.7.1.1 line 22, this is first use of CSMA-CA, so replace "CSMA-CA" with "carrier sense multiple access with collision avoidance (CSMA-CA)".

		58		Tero Kivinen		Self		62		5.7.1.1		24		Section 5.7.1.1 line 24 This is not first use of GTS, do not expand it here.

		59		Tero Kivinen		Self		62		5.7.1.1		25		Section 5.7.1.1 line 25 this is not first use of CFP, so do expand it here, change "contention-free period (CFP)" with "CFP".

		60		Chris Hett		Landis+Gyr		63		5.7.1.2		10-11		Figure 5-7 and surrounding text appear to have formatting issues.  Text in the figure is difficult to read and formatted strangely.  Title of figure is in the wrong place and truncated.

		61		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		63		5.7.1.2				 Figure 5-7 does not appear full caption. 

		62		Tero Kivinen		Self		64		5.7.1.4		2		Section 5.7.1.4 line 2, this is the first use of the BOP acronym, so expand it here, i.e., change "BOP" to "beacon only period (BOP)". 

		63		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		64		5.7.2.2		24		Document says: "When a device wishes to transfer data in a nonbeacon-enabled PAN, it transmits its Data frame to the coordinator." This sentence is confusing.

		64		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		64		5.7.2.3		27-30		The description assumes that there is only one device connected to the coordinator. Is that the only possible case? (point-to-point)

		65		Tero Kivinen		Self		65		5.7.3		15		Section 5.7.3 line 15 This is not first use of PSDU, do not expand it here.

		66		Tero Kivinen		Self		65		5.7.3		16		Section 5.7.3 line 16 This is first use of PPDU, expand it here.

		67		Tero Kivinen		Self		65		5.7.3		19		Section 5.7.3 line 20 This is first use of IE, expand here, or on the line 19, where we use plural form IEs.

		68		Tero Kivinen		Self		65		5.7.4		28		Section 5.7.4 line 28 This is first use of PCA, expand it here.

		69		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		66		5.7.5		24		Document says : "... This standard was developed with limited power supply…"

		70		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		66		5.7.5		24		Document says: "However, the physical implementation of this standard will require…"

		71		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		66		5.7.5		32		Document says: " Higher powered devices have the option …"

		72		Tero Kivinen		Self		67		5.7.6		36		Section 5.7.6 line 36. The text "When nontrivial protection is required, replay protection is always provide" is not true for TSCH mode. Add note here about that.

		73		Tero Kivinen		Self		68		5.7.7		4		Section 5.7.7 line 4 This is first use of SRM, expand it here.

		74		Tero Kivinen		Self		68		5.7.7		14		Section 5.7.7 line 14 This is first use of LE, expand here.

		75		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		68		5.7.7		18		Document says: "Full measurement: the device conducts the measurement for a specified duration of time regardless of the channel." This statement is strange and liekly incomplete.

		76		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		69		5.7.7		2		 "Table 8-98" does not link to Table 8-98 
Same as another "Table 8-98" does not link to Table 8-98.
Many Figures and Tables, and Subclause in the sentence are not linked.

		77		Don Sturek		Itron		69		5.9		28		Extra sub bullet

		78		Tero Kivinen		Self		69		5.9		30		Section 5.9 line 30 this is first use of the FSK, expand it here.

		79		Don Sturek		Itron		70		5.9		1		Extra line/page

		80		Kunal Shah		Itron Inc.		70		5.9		1		Remove blank page.

		81		Tero Kivinen		Self		75		6.2.4		19		Section 6.2.4 line 19 This is first use of RX, expand it here.

		82		Tero Kivinen		Self		75		6.2.4		19		Section 6.2.4 line 19 This is first use of TX, expand it here.

		83		Chris Hett		Landis+Gyr		76		6.2.5.1		19		Text says:  "CW0 shall be initialized to two before each transmission attempt and reset to
CW0".  It doesn't make sense to set CW0 to CW0.

		84		Tero Kivinen		Self		76		6.2.5.1		Figure 6-5		Section 6.2.5.1 line 24 does not match figure 6-5. This line says that if BLE is set to 1 and we are using slotted system, then BE shall be initialized to min(2, macMinBe). In the figure 6-5 there is arrow from "Battery Life Extension?" to right "Y" to box saying BE = macMinBe, i.e., exactly same as what is set when Battery Life Extension is N. Fix the figure to match the text.

		85		Chris Hett		Landis+Gyr		77		6.2.5.1		1		Text says: "In slotted
systems with the received BLE field set to one, this value shall be initialized to the lesser of two and the
value of macMinBe", however Figure 6-5 shows BE set directly to macMinBe in this case.

		86		Chris Hett		Landis+Gyr		78		6.2.5.1		6		The text says:  "...for the regulatory domains that require listen LBT…"

		87		Tero Kivinen		Self		78		6.2.5.3		40		Section 6.2.5.3 line 40 The text does not parse correctly: "A successful resets the BE to minimum value macMinBe". Successful what? I think it should say "successful transfer resets".

		88		Chris Hett		Landis+Gyr		78		6.2.5.3		40		The text says:  "A successful resets the BE to the minimum value macMinBe."

		89		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		78		6.2.5.3		40		The document says: "A successful resets the BE to the minimum value macMinBe. " 

		90		Chris Hett		Landis+Gyr		78		6.2.5.1		4,8		I think 'macBattLifeExtPeriods' should be italicized

		91		Tero Kivinen		Self		80		6.2.5.4		6		Section 6.2.5.4 line 6 This is first use of MSDU expand here.

		92		Tero Kivinen		Self		80		6.2.5.4		40		Section 6.2.5.4 line 40 This is not first use of PIB, do not expand here.

		93		Tero Kivinen		Self		83		6.2.5.5		18		Section 6.2.5.5 line 18 This is first use of MPDU expand here.

		94		Tero Kivinen		Self		87		6.2.9		Figure 6-11		Section 6.2.9 Figure 6-11 For some reason the figure 6-11 is after Figure 6-12 and ends up in quite wrong place, causing confusion. Move the figure 6-11 to be part of section 6.2.8 not 6.2.9.

		95		Tero Kivinen		Self		89		6.3.1		16		Section 6.3.1 line 16, this is first use of CSS, expand it here.

		96		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		95		6.3.2.1		17		Document says: "A device that is associated through a coordinator that is not the PAN coordinator shall not be capable of detecting a PAN ID conflict": Is it correct for this specification to mandate this behavior?

		97		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		96		6.3.3.1		23		Document says "... for an Coexistence Specification IE should take …"

		98		Tero Kivinen		Self		100		6.3.4		2		Section 6.3.4 line 2 This is not first use of LBT, do not expand.

		99		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		100		6.3.6		33		Document says: "...ASN is required for the generate the nonce…" This is incomplete or unclear.

		100		Tero Kivinen		Self		102		6.4.1		32		Section 6.4.1 line 32. There is no Status field in the Association response. Change "Status field" to "Association Status field". 

		101		Tero Kivinen		Self		102		6.4.1		35		Section 6.4.1 line 35. There is no Status field in the Association response. Change "Status field" to "Association Status field". 

		102		Tero Kivinen		Self		104		6.4.1		Figure 6-22		Section 6.4.1 Figure 6-22. On the FFD next higher layer there is first MCSP-DATA.request with TX, RX DPS information, but I have no idea what that is supposed to do. There is no frame going out with that MCSP-DATA.request call, but there is confirm. Then there MLME-DPS.request which can be used to set the TX, RX DPS information if needed. What is the meaning of the MCSP-DATA.request in the beginning. I think it is leftover from somewhere, and should be removed. If it is not removed, then text needs to be added explaining what it is doing. Also even the MLME-DPS.request step is not explained in the text. I think the MCSP-DATA.request, confirm and MLME-DPS.request should not be there at all, especially as device associating cannot know what the DPS values are before it joins the network, so the coordinator should use default vauls for DPS. My suggestion is to remove them all from the left side.

		103		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		105		6.4.2		26		Document says: "...behavior is required. A device shall only disassociate from the PAN if …"Is the second statement only valid for TSHC devices?, if so it should be worth clarifying it. If not the second sentence should be in another paragraph.

		104		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		106		6.4.3		5		The document says: "... sending an Association Request command with the Association Type field of the Capability Information field set to one to the coordinator of an existing PAN" The statement is confusing.

		105		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		106		6.4.3		10		Document says:"...association request, it send an MLME-ASSOCIATE.response…"

		106		Tero Kivinen		Self		106		6.4.3		13		Section 6.4.3 line 13 the "Status parameter" is bit confusing as MLME-ASSOCIATION.response has Status parameter, but it is not normal MLME status parameter, but instead it is the Association Status field for the Association Response command. Change the "Status parameter" to "AssociationStatus parameter".

		107		Tero Kivinen		Self		106		6.4.3		16		Section 6.4.3 line 16. There is no Status field in the Association response. Change "Status field" to "Association Status field". 

		108		Tero Kivinen		Self		106		6.4.3		17		Section 6.4.3 line 17. There is no Status field in the Association response. Change "Status field" to "Association Status field". 

		109		Ruben Salazar Cardozo		Landis+Gyr		108		6.5.2		10		Document says: "If a Beacon frame is received, the MLME shall discard the Beacon frame if the Source Address and the Source PAN ID fields of the MHR of the Beacon frame do not match the coordinator source address (macCoordShortAddress or macCoordExtendedAddress, depending on the addressing mode) and the PAN ID of the device (macPanId). This specification should not manddate this discarding behavior.

		110		Tero Kivinen		Self		115		6.7.2		20		Section 6.7.2 line 20 this is first use of the FCS, expand it here.

		111		Tero Kivinen		Self		115		6.7.2		41		Section 6.7.2 line 41 this is the first use of EUI-64, do expand here.

		112		Tero Kivinen		Self		124		6.7.8		Figure 6-41		Section 6.7.8 Figure 6-41 Figure has aMaxFrameRetries changed to macMaxFrameRetries with underlining and overstrikes. It should simply say macMaxFrameRetries.

		113		Tero Kivinen		Self		124		6.7.8		Figure 6-42		Section 6.7.8 Figure 6-42 Figure has aMaxFrameRetries changed to macMaxFrameRetries with underlining and overstrikes. It should simply say macMaxFrameRetries.

		114		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		131		6.9.1		18		Second line of paragraph language tense is wrong "… has the Ranging field set to indicated ranging and ..."

		115		Tero Kivinen		Self		131		6.9.1		22		Section 6.9.1 line 22 This is first use of RMAKER, expand it here.

		116		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		131		6.9.2		29		Fourth word in sixth line of paragraph is a typo "dynamice"

		117		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		132		6.9.4		23		Figure 6-48 seems to have editing marks (underline and strikeouts) which I would only expect in an amendment not in a revision.

		118		Tero Kivinen		Self		132		6.9.4		Figure 6-48		Section 6.9.4 Figure 6-48 Figure has editing marks (underline, overstrike) on the right side of the figure where TX to RX ranging was changed to RX to TX ranging. Remove editing marks (two instances on right, and one instance on left). There is also underlined "(TX to RX ranging information)" on left side too.

		119		Tero Kivinen		Self		138		6.11.3.1		4		Section 6.11.3.1 line 4 This is first use of SAB, expand it here.

		120		Tero Kivinen		Self		141		6.11.5.1		29		Section 6.11.5.1 line 29. This text uses MLME-DSME-GTS.response primitive with Status parameter, which is not normal status parameter, but is DsmeGtsStatus. Rewrite by first fixing typo "MLME-DSME-GTS.reponse" to "MLME-DSME-GTS.response" and then change "Status parameter" to "DsmeGtsStatus parameter". Change "SUCCESS" to "APPROVED"

		121		Tero Kivinen		Self		141		6.11.5.1		32		Section 6.11.5.1 line 32 the Status here is confusing, as it mixes the Status of the MLME action and status of the actual operation. Rename "Status" to "Dsme Gts Status".

		122		Tero Kivinen		Self		141		6.11.5.1		37		Section 6.11.5.1 line 37 the Status here is confusing, as it mixes the Status of the MLME action and status of the actual operation. Rename "Status field" to "Dsme Gts Status field".

		123		Tero Kivinen		Self		141		6.11.5.1		43		Section 6.11.5.1 line 43 the Status here is confusing, as it mixes the Status of the MLME action and status of the actual operation. Rename "Status field" to "Dsme Gts Status field".

		124		Tero Kivinen		Self		141		6.11.5.1		Table 7-58		Section 6.11.5.1 line 35. This text uses MLME-DSME-GTS.response primitive with Status parameter, which is not normal status parameter, but is DsmeGtsStatus. Rewrite by first fixing typo "MLME-DSME-GTS.reponse" to "MLME-DSME-GTS.response" and then change "Status parameter" to "DsmeGtsStatus parameter". Rewrite the values DENIED, and INVALID_PARAMETER to match values from table 7-58.

		125		Tero Kivinen		Self		144		6.11.5.2		24		Section 6.11.5.2 line 24, Status here is confusing, as it mixes the Status of the MLME action and status of the actual operation. Rename "Status field" to "Dsme Gts Status field".

		126		Tero Kivinen		Self		145		6.11.5.2		1		Section 6.11.5.2 line 1, Status here is confusing, as it mixes the Status of the MLME action and status of the actual operation. Rename "Status field" to "Dsme Gts Status field".

		127		Tero Kivinen		Self		145		6.11.5.2		7		Section 6.11.5.2 line 7, Status here is confusing, as it mixes the Status of the MLME action and status of the actual operation. Rename "Status field" to "Dsme Gts Status field".

		128		Tero Kivinen		Self		146		6.11.5.5		28		Section 6.11.5.5 line 28, Status here is confusing, as it mixes the Status of the MLME action and status of the actual operation. Rename "Status field" to "Dsme Gts Status field".

		129		Tero Kivinen		Self		146		6.11.5.5		30		Section 6.11.5.5 line 30, Status here is confusing, as it mixes the Status of the MLME action and status of the actual operation. I think it should call MLME-DSME-GTS.confirm with both Status set to SUCCESS, and DsmeGtsStatus set to APPROVE.

		130		Tero Kivinen		Self		146		6.11.5.5		32		Section 6.11.5.5 line 32 There is no DSMEGTSSABSpecification parameter. Change "DSMEGTSSABSpeification" to "DsmeSabSpecification".

		131		Tero Kivinen		Self		156		6.12.3.3		4		Section 6.12.3.3 line 4 The text "for the devices operating in 920 Mhz band, a sender device may skip doing CSMA-CA" might be incorrect, as in other cases the text contains "Japanese 920 MHz band", not just any 920 MHz band. Is this CSMA-CA skipping allowed for any user on 920 MHz band, or only those using the Japanese 920 MHz band?

		132		Don Sturek		Itron		164		6.17		16		I suspect this sentence fragment is supposed to be a sub-bullett for the above items but not sure.

		133		Don Sturek		Itron		164		6.17.1.1		20		Link to 10.2.5 does not work

		134		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		164		6.17.1.1		20		Subclause 10.2.5 does not link yo 10.2.5

		135		Don Sturek		Itron		164		6.17.1.1		22		Not sure what the ED minimum and maximum are saying.  The values from MLME-SCAN.confirm would indicate those should be 0x00 to 0xff

		136		Don Sturek		Itron		164		6.17.1.1		23		Isn't this information just a rehash of what is stated in 10.2.5?  Wondering why we need another copy here.

		137		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		164		6.17				In this subclause, some Figure and Table in the sentence are underlline.
Such as 6.17.1.2 Line34 Underline at "Figre 6-79" 
And some Figure, Table and Subclause does not link to exact  Figure, Table and Subclause.


		138		Tero Kivinen		Self		165		6.17.1.2		Figure 6-79		Section 6.17.1.2 Figure 6-79 This figure does not seem to have anything to do with maxTxFailTime. I think this is wrong figure. Replace with correct figure.

		139		Tero Kivinen		Self		165		6.17.1.3		Figure 6-80		Section 6.17.1.3 Figure 6-80 Figure is bitmap, and is not searchable. 

		140		Don Sturek		Itron		166		6.17.1.6		1		First, line 1 is blank and should be removed.  Next, line 2 has a "?" where an "=" probably belongs.   I would search the document for "?" as I saw a number of these.

		141		Tero Kivinen		Self		166		6.17.1.4		Figure 6-81		Section 6.17.1.4 Figure 6-81 Figure is bitmap, and is not searchable. 

		142		Tero Kivinen		Self		166		6.17.1.5		Figure 6-82		Section 6.17.1.5 Figure 6-82 Figure is bitmap, and is not searchable. 

		143		Hidetoshi Yokota		Landis+Gyr		167		6.17.1.6		2		"?" is wrong

		144		Tero Kivinen		Self		167		6.17.1.7		2		Section 6.17.1.7 line 2 Replace text "Power ? -150 dBm" with "Power <= -150 dBm".

		145		Hidetoshi Yokota		Landis+Gyr		167		6.17.1.6		6		"?" is wrong

		146		Tero Kivinen		Self		167		6.17.1.7		6		Section 6.17.1.7 line 6 Replace text "Power ? -0 dBm" with "Power >= -0 dBm".

		147		Tero Kivinen		Self		167		6.17.1.7		13		Section 6.17.1.7 line 13, this is not first use of Received Signal Noise Indicator, it was already used and defined in the header. Either use RSNI, or if we ignore the definition in the header, defined it here.

		148		Tero Kivinen		Self		167		6.17.1.7		16		Section 6.17.1.7 line 16, this is first use of ANPI, expand it here. The text looks like it would expand the term, but ANPI is average noise power indicator, and there is no those words there.

		149		Tero Kivinen		Self		167		6.17.1.7		16		Section 6.17.1.7 line 16, RCPI-ANPI is not a defined acronyn, and this is only use for it, remove "(RCPI-ANPI)", especially as the text before does not even explain that acronym. Or is this trying to say RCPI - ANPI as an expression?

		150		Tero Kivinen		Self		167		6.17.1.7		17		Section 6.17.1.7 line 17 This is first use of IPI expand here.

		151		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		167		6.17.1.6		2, 6		"?" shoud be "="

		152		Tero Kivinen		Self		167		6.17.1.6		Figure 6-83		Section 6.17.1.6 Figure 6-83 Figure is bitmap, and is not searchable. 

		153		Tero Kivinen		Self		167		6.17.1.7		Figure 6-84		Section 6.17.1.7 Figure 6-84 Figure is bitmap, and is not searchable. 

		154		Tero Kivinen		Self		168		6.17.1.8		15		Section 6.17.1.8 line 15 This is first use of SFD, expand it here.

		155		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		168		6.17.1.9		24		"6.17.1.7" is blue color with underline

		156		Kunal Shah		Itron Inc.		168		6.17.1.9		26		IPI measured power values shows ? Instead of <. 

		157		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		168		6.17.1.9		26		In the Talbe 6-6 "?" shoud be "<" (IPI Lvel 0 to 11) amd "?" shoud be "-" at IPI Level 12.

		158		Hidetoshi Yokota		Landis+Gyr		168		6.17.1.9		26		all "?"s on Table 6-6 are wrong

		159		Tero Kivinen		Self		168		6.17.1.9		Table 6-6		Section 6.17.1.9 Table 6-6 The table still has ? characters where there should be <= instead. Replace ? with <=.

		160		Tero Kivinen		Self		168		6.17.1.8		Table 8-108		Section 6.17.1.8 line 16 The text here says values are 0x00 and 0xff as shown in Table 8-108 and Table 8-108 for macRssi refers back to here in 6.17.1.8. I.e., what does the actual value 0x00 or 0xff mean? Add text explaining what the values actually mean. 

		161		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		169		6.17.2.4		7		"Figure 6-87" 

		162		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		169		6.17.2.5		11		"Figure 6-88" There is no Figure 6-88.

		163		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		169		6.17.1.11		10-17		Section number, Table does not link.

		164		Tero Kivinen		Self		169		6.17.1.9		Table 6-6		Section 6.17.1.9 Table 6-6 The last line says "?55 < IPI", but I think it is supposed to say "IPI > -55". 

		165		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		170		6.17.2.1		5		Cross reference to 7.4.2.19 is blue underlined like it is a web-link  which is not correct style… it does not work as a hyperlink either.

		166		Tero Kivinen		Self		170		6.17.2.2		19		Section 6.17.2.2 line 19 We have acronym TPC for Transmit power control, add that to the header, i.e. change "6.17.2.2 Transmit Power Control" to "6.17.2.2 Transport Power Control (TPC)".

		167		Tero Kivinen		Self		170		6.17.2.2		20		Section 6.17.2.2 line 20 This is not first use of TPC, do not expand here.

		168		Tero Kivinen		Self		170		6.17.2.2		30		Section 6.17.2.2 line 30 We do not have CSMA/CA as acronym, but we CSMA-CA. Replace all "CSMA/CA" with "CSMA-CA" (4 instances in 6.17.2.2.

		169		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		171		6.17.2.3		1		Strange use of RED in figures 6-85 and 6-86 on some primitive names,

		170		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		171		6.17.2.4		7		underline unnecessary

		171		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		171		6.17.2.5		11		underline unnecessary

		172		Tero Kivinen		Self		171		6.17.2.3		Figure 6-85		Section 6.17.2.3 Figure 6-85 The figure has some font issues, where dashes go over the E of the MLME etc. It also has some arrows in red, and some text is in red too without any reason for color. Fix the figure.

		173		Tero Kivinen		Self		171		6.17.2.3		Figure 6-86		Section 6.17.2.3 Figure 6-86 The figure has some font issues, where dashes go over the E of the MLME etc. It also has some arrows in red, and some text is in red too without any reason for color. Fix the figure.

		174		Tero Kivinen		Self		171		6.17.2.4		Figure 6-87		Section 6.17.2.4 line 7 The figure 6-87 is missing, as the current Figure 6-87 should really be 6-88 as it is about SRM Infrmation Notification, not about SRM Report. Add the missing figure. 

		175		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		172		6.17.2.5		5		Figure 6-87 caption has unnecessary editing marks Acknowledgement changed to Acknowledgment

		176		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		172		6.17.2.5		7		underline unnecessary

		177		Tero Kivinen		Self		172		6.17.2.5		Figure 6-87		Section 6.17.2.5 Figure 6-87 The figure does not need to have "(AckedConfirm=TRUE/FALSE)" text at all, as that parameter does not affect the resulting flow chart. This figure also has some font issues iwth MLME-SRM-INFORMATION parts. Remove the "(AckedConfirm=TRUE/FALSE)" and fix fonts. Also this is really a figure 6-88, and figure 6-87 is missing.

		178		Kunal Shah		Itron Inc.		173		6.18		26		Remove blonk pages.

		179		Don Sturek		Itron		174		6.18		16		Extra line

		180		Don Sturek		Itron		175		6.18		1		Extra page

		181		Tero Kivinen		Self		176		7.1		3		Section 7.1 line 3, this is not first use of EUI-64, do not expand here.

		182		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		177		7.2.1.1		15		Typo?
"described in 6.12.2t." 

		183		Tero Kivinen		Self		177		7.2.1.3		15		Section 7.2.1.3 line 15 This is not first use of LE, do not expand here.

		184		Don Sturek		Itron		185		7.3.1.2		11		Might help to add "as defined in Section 7.4" to the end of this rather self defining statement.

		185		Tero Kivinen		Self		185		7.3.1.3		23		Section 7.3.1.3 line 23, this is not first use of Battery Life Extension (BLE), so do not expand the acronym. Replace "Battery Life Extension (BLE) field" with "BLE field".

		186		Tero Kivinen		Self		185		7.3.1.3		Figure 7-7		Section 7.3.1.3 figure 7-7, this is not first use of Battery Life Extension (BLE), so do not expand the acronym. Replace "Battery Life Extension (BLE)" with "BLE" in the figure 7-7.

		187		Tero Kivinen		Self		189		7.3.3		20		Section 7.3.3 line 20, replace "Enh-ACK" with "Enh-Ack". 

		188		Tero Kivinen		Self		190		7.3.5		24		Section 7.3.5 line 24 This is first use of MCPS, expand here.

		189		Tero Kivinen		Self		196		7.4.2.2		5		Section 7.4.2.2 line 5 This is not first use of OUI, do not expand here.

		190		Tero Kivinen		Self		201		7.4.2.9		11		Section 7.4.2.9 line 11 This is not first use of Frak, do not expand here.

		191		Tero Kivinen		Self		207		7.4.2.13		1		Section 7.4.2.13 line 1 this is first use of DPSK, expand here.

		192		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		209		7.4.2.17		13		There is no space "inTable 7-15".

		193		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		209		7.4.2.17		 12-15		Table 7-19 and Table 8-108 are no link.

		194		Tero Kivinen		Self		209		7.4.2.17		Figure 7-46		Section 7.4.2.17 Figure 7-46 The figure is in bitmap form and is not searchable. Convert to proper figure.

		195		Tero Kivinen		Self		209		7.4.2.17		Table 7-15		Section 7.4.2.17 Table 7-15 The "MacTxFailTime" has wrong case, replace with "macTxFailTime". 

		196		Tero Kivinen		Self		210		7.4.2.17		Table 7-15		Section 7.4.2.17 Table 7-15 Table continuation on the next page has wrong type of header, there is box around the "Table 7-15 -- Format of SRM Metric ID (continued)" header.

		197		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		210		7.4.2.17				Table 7-15—Format of SRM Metric ID (continued) does not need borders.

		198						211		7.4.2.19.2		18		Blue color at "Table 7-17"

		199		Henk de Ruijter		Silicon Labs		215		7.4.4.1		na		Wrong references Link Margin IE for two occurances (Sub-ID value 0x37 and 0x38

		200		Henk de Ruijter		Silicon Labs		215		7.4.4.1		na		Wrong references for RS-GFSK (0x38)

		201		Tero Kivinen		Self		222		7.4.4.10		5		Section 7.4.4.10 line 5 This is not first use of SFD, do not expand it here.

		202		Tero Kivinen		Self		222		7.4.4.10		7		Section 7.4.4.10 line 7 This is first use of NRNSC expand here on first use at the beginning of line, not on the 2nd use at the end of line.

		203		Tero Kivinen		Self		222		7.4.4.10		9		Section 7.4.4.10 line 9 This is first use of RSC, expand here on first use at the beginning of line, not on the 2nd use at the end of line.

		204		Tero Kivinen		Self		231		7.4.4.16		8		Section 7.4.4.16 line 8 This is first use of OVSF, expand it here.

		205		Tero Kivinen		Self		232		7.4.4.17		Table 7-73		Section 7.4.4.17 table 7-73 has bit 23 twice, first in the Spreading Pattern, and second time in the Reserved field. Change Reserved field bit numbers from "23-31" to "24-31". 

		206		Tero Kivinen		Self		235		7.4.4.18		4		Section 7.4.4.18 line 4 This is first use of MCS, expand here.

		207		Tero Kivinen		Self		239		7.4.4.19		8		Section 7.4.4.19 line 8 This is first use of STF, expand it here.

		208		Tero Kivinen		Self		245		7.4.4.23		1		Section 7.4.4.23 line 1, this is first use of EIRP, expand here.

		209		Tero Kivinen		Self		248		7.4.4.29		13		Section 7.4.4.29 line 13 This is first use of LMR, expand here.

		210		Henk de Ruijter		Silicon Labs		251		7.4.4.33		18		Wrong reference

		211		Henk de Ruijter		Silicon Labs		251		7.4.4.33				All references to clause 32, in sub-cause 7.4.4.33, should be changed to 31. Clause 32 does not exist.

		212		Tero Kivinen		Self		266		7.5.15		7		Section 7.5.15 line 7 has field called Status. This is very confusing when we have MLME Status parameter. Rename this to Dsme Gts Status. Change "Status Field" to "Dsme Gts Status field" twice on the line.

		213		Tero Kivinen		Self		266		7.5.15		Figure 7-124		Section 7.5.15 figure 7-124 has field called Status. This is very confusing when we have MLME Status parameter. Rename this to Dsme Gts Status.

		214		Tero Kivinen		Self		266		7.5.15		Table 7-58		Section 7.5.15 Table 7-58 Change the title from "Status field values" to "Dsme Gts Status field values".

		215		Tero Kivinen		Self		268		7.5.16		1		Section 7.5.16 line 1 has field called Status. This is very confusing when we have MLME Status parameter. Rename this to Dsme Gts Status. Change "Status Field" to "Dsme Gts Status field" twice on the line.

		216		Don Sturek		Itron		274		7.5.26		24		Need a space between "in" and "table"

		217		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		274		7.5.26		21
26		"Figure 7-141" undeline with no link.
"Figure 7-142" undeline and ther is no "Figure 7-142" at link page. 

		218		Tero Kivinen		Self		274		7.5.26		Figure 7-141		Section 7.5.26 Figure 7-141 Figure is missing header at all. Add "Figure 7-141 -- SRM Request command Content field Format" for the figure heading.

		219		Tero Kivinen		Self		274		7.5.26		Table 8-81		Section 7.5.26 line 24 The "Table 8-81" is missing space before it, replace "inTable 8-81" with "in Table 8-81". 

		220		Tero Kivinen		Self		274		7.5.26		Table 8-81		Section 7.5.26 line 24 Do not combine SrmHandle and SRM Token. Add separate SrmToken to the table 8-81 and change this to refer to SrmToken.

		221		Tero Kivinen		Self		275		7.2.26		2		Section 7.2.26 line 2 If the Start Time field is not present, what value is assumed for Start Time field? I would guess value 0 would be best. Specify the value when it is not present.

		222		Don Sturek		Itron		275		7.5.26		3		SRM Duration, according to 7-141, is always present

		223		Tero Kivinen		Self		275		7.2.26		4		Section 7.2.26 line 4 If the SRM Duration field is not present, what value is assumed for SRM Duration?

		224		Tero Kivinen		Self		275		7.2.26		6		Section 7.2.26 line 6 If the Channel Page field is not present, what value is assumed for Channel Page field? I would guess current channel page would be best. Specify the value when it is not present.

		225		Don Sturek		Itron		274		7.5.26		25		This line seems wrong.  I think the value is unique only among outstanding SRM Request frames issued by the same source device.

		226		Tero Kivinen		Self		275		7.2.26		8		Section 7.2.26 line 84 If the Channel Number field is not present, what value is assumed for Channel Number field? I would guess current channel number would be best. Specify the value when it is not present.

		227		Don Sturek		Itron		275		7.5.26		9		Actually this comment applies to lines 9-19.  I don't see how Start Time, SRM Duration, Channel Page, Channel Number and Link Handle can be omitted (see 7-141).   There is nothing in the primitives for SRM that would indicate how they would be set on the receiving side if omitted in the MAC command

		228		Don Sturek		Itron		275		7.5.26		19		"with" -> "which"

		229		Don Sturek		Itron		275		7.5.26		19		Link to Table 8-85 is broken

		230		Tero Kivinen		Self		275		7.5.26		Figure 7-141		Section 7.5.26 Figure 7-141 Figure heading is above figure, when it should be below it. Move the heading to correct place. Also this should be figure 7-142, as Figure 7-141 should be the SRM Request command Content field figure, which does not have heading.

		231		Tero Kivinen		Self		275		7.5.27		Figure 7-141		Section 7.5.27 Figure 7-141 The SRM Duration field length should be 0/4, as it can be omitted by setting SRM Duration Present field to 0. Or if the SRM Duration is mandatory field, then remove SRM Duration Present completely.

		232		Tero Kivinen		Self		275		7.5.26		Table 7-96		Section 7.5.26 line 9 There is no Table 7-96, Fix the reference, or add the table.

		233		Tero Kivinen		Self		275		7.5.26		Table 8-85		Section 7.5.26 line 19 The Table 8-85 does not describe anything about the Link Handle. Fix the reference to correct location.

		234		Tero Kivinen		Self		276		7.5.27		1		Section 7.5.27 Figure 7-143 line 1. Havinf field Status inside the MAC command is bad idea, as it can very easily be confused with MLME Status. Rename the "Status" to "SRM Status".

		235		Tero Kivinen		Self		276		7.5.27		6		Section 7.5.27 line 6. Having Status field inside the MAC command is bad idea, as it can very easily be confused with MLME Status. Rename the "Status field" to "SRM Status field".

		236		Tero Kivinen		Self		276		7.5.27		9		Section 7.5.27 line 9 There is no Address Mode or Device Address fields. I assume they are supposed to be in the Measured Device Information field, which is not described anywhere. Either remove them, or specify where they are.

		237		Tero Kivinen		Self		276		7.5.27		Figure 7-143		Section 7.5.27 figure 7-143 Figure is missing heading. Add "Figure 7-143 -- SRM Response command Content field format".

		238		Tero Kivinen		Self		276		7.5.27		Figure 7-143		Section 7.5.27 Figure 7-143 There is field Measured Device Information, but the contents of that is never described. Add description of that field.

		239		Tero Kivinen		Self		276		7.5.27		Figure 7-143		Section 7.5.27 Figure 7-143 The attribute Value field cannot be 4 octets long, as there are several attributes which have different length. Some of them are arrays, and lots of them are 1 octet fields. Change from "4" to "variable".

		240		Tero Kivinen		Self		276		7.5.28		Figure 7-143		Section 7.5.28 Figure 7-143 The attribute Value field cannot be 4 octets long, as there are several attributes which have different length. Some of them are arrays, and lots of them are 1 octet fields. Change from "4" to "variable".

		241		Tero Kivinen		Self		276		7.5.27		Figure 7-144		Section 7.5.27 figure 7-142 header, Having Status field inside the MAC command is bad idea, as it can very easily be confused with MLME Status. Rename the "Status field" to "SRM Status field". This also should be Figure 7-144 instead 7-142.

		242		Tero Kivinen		Self		276		7.5.28		Table 7-143		Section 7.5.28 figure 7-143 Figure heading is on the next page. Also the heading claims this is table 7-143, but references to it say it is 7-145.

		243		Tero Kivinen		Self		276		7.5.27		Table 7-15		Section 7.5.27 line 3 There is missing space between "in" and Table 7-15. Replace "inTable 7-15" with "in Table 7-15".

		244		Tero Kivinen		Self		277		7.5.28		5		Section 7.5.28 line 5 Combing SrmHandle parameter and SRM Token fields is bad idea. Add new parameter SrmToken to MLME-SRM-REPORT and use that for SrmToken, and keep SrmHandle as internal value.

		245		Tero Kivinen		Self		277		7.5.29		Figure 7-144		Section 7.5.29 Figure 7-144 The figure heading claims this is figure 7-144, but the references claim it should be 7-146.

		246		Tero Kivinen		Self		277		7.5.29		Figure 7-144		Section 7.5.29 Figure 7-144 The attribute Value field cannot be 4 octets long, as there are several attributes which have different length. Some of them are arrays, and lots of them are 1 octet fields. Change from "4" to "variable".

		247		Kunal Shah		Itron Inc.		279		7.5.30		2		Remove blonk pages.

		248		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		280		8.1		5		"may be invoked" should be "is invoked".  This is the defined interface for layer management. 

		249		Tero Kivinen		Self		280		8.1		10		Section 8.1 line 10 This is not first use of MCSP, do not expand here.

		250		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		281		8.2.1				Table 8-1 in the SRM related raw, there are no link exact Subclause and no jumpu to the subclause.

		251		Tero Kivinen		Self		282		8.2.2		21		Section 8.2.2 line 21 add text here explaining generic errors, and specify that none of those error codes are not mentioned in the Status valid range field of any of the primitives. The generic security errors include "COUNTER_ERROR, IMPROPER_KEY_TYPE, IMPROPER_SECURITY_LEVEL, SECURITY_ERROR, UNAVAILABLE_KEY, UNSUPPORTED_LEGACY, UNSUPPORTED_SECURITY". Generic transmit errors include "CHANNEL_ACCESS_FAILURE, FRAME_TOO_LONG, NO_ACK, TRANSACTION_EXPIRED, TRANSACTION_OVERFLOW". Remove all of those error codes from all other primitives, and replace them with reference to 8.2.2. What about "NO_DATA" error is that generic error, or specific to some primitives? I think it should be listed as generic, and text should be added here specifying what it means. Add reference to section 6.6 for TRANSACTION_OVERFLOW and TRANSACTION_EXPIRE codes. After this is done, go through all primitives for status parameters values left in them, and verify that the meaning of them is explained there. 

		252		Tero Kivinen		Self		284		8.2.3.1		2		Section 8.2.3.1 line 2 is not complete. Looking at the parameters it can either send Association Request (7.5.2) or DSME Association request command (7.5.12). Add text to explain that.

		253		Tero Kivinen		Self		284		8.2.3.2		9		Section 8.2.3.2 line 9 is not complete. Looking at the parameters this MLME-ASSOCIATE.indication can be called when device receives either Association Request (7.5.2) or DSME Association request command (7.5.12). Add text to explain that.

		254		Tero Kivinen		Self		284		8.2.3.1		Table 8-53		Section 8.2.3.1 Table 8-4 parameter Direction refers to table 8-53, but has Type of Integer and Valid Range of 0x00-0x01, where Table 8-53 has type of Enumeration and Valid range of TX, RX. Change Type and Valid range to be "Enumeration", and "TX, RX". 

		255		Tero Kivinen		Self		286		8.2.3.3		23		Section 8.2.3.3 line 23 has Status parameter, but this is not the normal status parameter, this is Association Status field of the Association Response or DSME Association Response commands. Rename the Status to AssocationStatus to make this clear.

		256		Tero Kivinen		Self		286		8.2.3.3		26		Section 8.2.3.3 line 26 says that coordinator generates Association Response command as described in 7.5.3, but looking at the parameters, I think it can also generate DSME Association Response command as defined in 7.5.13. This text needs to explain that too.

		257		Tero Kivinen		Self		286		8.2.3.3		29		Section 8.2.3.3 line 29 talks about Status field, as it is talking about the Status parameter stored in the Association Status field. Change the Status to AssocationStatus to make clear what field/parameter is talked here.

		258		Tero Kivinen		Self		286		8.2.3.2		Table 8-53		Section 8.2.3.2 Table 8-5 parameter Direction refers to table 8-53, but has Type of Integer and Valid Range of 0x00-0x01, where Table 8-53 has type of Enumeration and Valid range of TX, RX. Change Type and Valid range to be "Enumeration", and "TX, RX". 

		259		Tero Kivinen		Self		287		8.2.3.4		7		Section 8.2.3.4 line 7 MLME-ASSOCIATION.confirm do have Status, but there is no Association Status parameter for this primitive. The Status parameter tells whether sending (DMSE or normal) Association request succeeded or failed, but does not tell whether association succeeded or failed, and if it failed why it failed. Add AssociationStatus parameter to this primitive immediately after the AssocShortAddress paramater.

		260		Tero Kivinen		Self		287		8.2.3.3		Table 7-55		Section 8.2.3.3 Table 8-6 has Status parameter, but this is not the normal status parameter, this is Association Status field of the Association Response or DSME Association Response commands. Rename the Status to AssocationStatus to make this clear. Valid range already points to section 7.5.3, but it should really point directly to table 7-55 which contains Assocation Table field values. The description could point to the 7.5.3. Change Valid range to "As defined in Table 7-55", and change Description to "The association status of the association attempt as defined in 7.5.3".

		261		Tero Kivinen		Self		288		8.2.3.4		Table 7-55		Section 8.2.3.4 line 6 do have Status, but there is no Association Status parameter for this primitive. The Status parameter tells whether sending (DMSE) Association request succeeded or failed, but does not tell whether association succeeded or failed, and if it failed why it failed. Add AssociationStatus parameter to this primitive with Type "Enumeration", Valid Range "As defined in Table 7-55", and Description of "The association status of the association attempt from association request command as defined in 7.5.3". Add this immediately after the AssocShortAddress paramater.

		262		Tero Kivinen		Self		288		8.2.3.4		Table 7-55		Section 8.2.3.4 Table 8-7 do have Status, but there is no Association Status parameter for this primitive. The Status parameter tells whether sending (DMSE) Association request succeeded or failed, but does not tell whether association succeeded or failed, and if it failed why it failed. Add AssociationStatus parameter to this primitive with Type "Enumeration", Valid Range "As defined in Table 7-55", and Description of "The association status of the association attempt from association request command as defined in 7.5.3". Add this immediately after the AssocShortAddress paramater.

		263		Tero Kivinen		Self		289		8.2.3.4		2		Section 8.2.3.4 line 2 this text is inaccurate. The Status of the (DSME) Assocation Request command might be SUCCESS, but the assocation might have still failed. The device needs to check new AssociationStatus parameter to see what went wrong (I.e., whether PAN is at capacity or access was denied etc). Add text here to explain this.

		264		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		292		8.2.5		6		"may send" is wrong.   Also this SAP defines more than sending, it also include notification (as stated in the second paragraph).

		265		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		294		8.2.5.1		27		For the TimeStamp parameter, I notice it sets "The precision of this value shall be a minimum of 20-bits, with the lowest four bits being the least significant."   This is somewhat confusing.... i.e. it is odd to talk about precision on an integer field since integers are precise by their nature.  Also the low four bits are naturally least significant so why state this.  Similar wording appears in nine other places in the draft. The indicated page/line is the first occurrence of ten

		266		Don Sturek		Itron		297		8.2.5.2		14		For IMPROPER_IE_SECURITY, it should be possible for the upper layer to accept ALL or NONE of the IE's in the frame.   It should not be a requirement that in frames where some IE's pass security processing and some fail, the upper layer must process the IE's that pass security.

		267		Don Sturek		Itron		300		8.2.6.1		3		Add an "a" between "matches" and "given"

		268		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		301		8.2.6.3		15		"may be required" is incorrect. The sentence is stating a fact - in some cases it will be required, but the interface is out of scope of this standard.

		269		Don Sturek		Itron		301		8.2.6.3		18		Add an "a" between "matches" and "given"

		270		Tero Kivinen		Self		302		8.2.6.4		7		Section 8.2.6.4 table 8-19 Status parameter has value if INVALID_INDEX, which is not described anywhere what it means. Add text after line 7 explaining that "INVALID_INDEX - The index inside the hierarchical values in PIBAttribute is out of range.".

		271		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		309		8.2.10.1		4		"This primitive may also be generated to cancel a previously generated request to enable the receiver" is wrong.

		272		Tero Kivinen		Self		314		8.2.11.2		Table 8-30		Section 8.2.11.2 Table 8-30 has Status code of BAD_CHANNEL, but there is no text explainin when it is returned. Add text explaining when this error can be returned.

		273		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		316		8.2.12.1		42		Lots of cross references to clause numbers tables etc. while appearing to be clickable do not bring you to the referenced item (some do some don't, I can't see why this is ?  The referenced clause/page/line is just one such.  Where the description of CoordRealignSecurityLevel references Table 9-6, which appears clickable but does not bring you to the table.  There are 26 references to this table. The one at the bottom of page 434 does work but the previous 12 do not.  I did not continue to check the rest.  Many other such cross-references don't work as hyperlinks, while many do.

		274		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		324		8.2.15.1		11		Another erroneous "may". "This primitive may also be generated to cancel a previously generated request" is stating a possibility, not a requirement.

		275		Tero Kivinen		Self		325		8.2.16.2		24		Section 8.2.16.2 line 24 uses MLME-CHANNEL.confirm but there is no MLME-CHANNEL.confirm primitive at all. I assume it should be MLME-SOUNDING.confirm, i.e., replace "MLME-CHANNEL.confirm" with "MLME-SOUNDING-confirm". 

		276		Tero Kivinen		Self		326		8.2.16.2		Table 8-39		Section 8.2.16.2 line 13 in description says it returns UNSUPPORTED_ATTRIBUTE if sounding capability is not supported by PHY, but Status list does not include UNSUPPORTED_ATTRIBUTE, but instead do have separate error message SOUNDING_NOT_SUPPORTED. I do not think there is need for separate error case for SOUNDING_NOT_SUPPORTED, especially as MLME-SOUNDING.request does not take any parameters, so there cannot be any other unsupported attributes in it. Replace the SOUNDING_NOT_SUPPORTED in the Table 8-39 Valid range column of Status with UNSUPPORTED_ATTRIBUTE

		277		Tero Kivinen		Self		326		8.2.16.2		Table 8-39		Section 8.2.16.2 table 8-39 has Status value of SOUNDING_NOT_SUPPORTED. This is not explained in the text unless the text on lines 12-13 should refer to SOUNDING_NOT_SUPPORTED instead of UNSUPPORTED_ATTRIBUTE.

		278		Tero Kivinen		Self		327		8.2.17.2		Table 8-41		Section 8.2.16.2 Table 8-41 has Status value of UNSUPPORTED_ATTRIBUTE, but there are not attributes written here. I think the SOUNDING_NOT_SUPPORTED would be better error message when sounding is not supported. Change "UNSUPPORTED_ATTRIBUTE" to "SOUNDING_NOT_SUPPORTED".

		279		Tero Kivinen		Self		328		8.2.17.2		9		Section 8.2.17.2 line 9 talks about Status value of UNSUPPORTED_ATTRIBUTE, but there are not attributes written here. I think the SOUNDING_NOT_SUPPORTED would be better error message when sounding is not supported. Change "UNSUPPORTED_ATTRIBUTE" to "SOUNDING_NOT_SUPPORTED".

		280		Tero Kivinen		Self		329		8.2.18.1		Table 8-42		Section 8.2.18.1 Table 8-42 DstAddrMode entry uses Valid Range of NO_ADDRESS instead of NONE like we use in all other places. Replace "NO_ADDRESS" with "NONE". The SrcAddrMode few lines above do use correct range.

		281		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		330		8.2.18.1		1		"may be generated by a higher layer" is incorrect use of "may" which describes an optional behavior within the scope of the standard, while higher layer is clearly out of scope of the standard. 

		282		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		332		8.2.18.3		5		"A higher layer may use the information contained" is clearly stating a possible action of the higher layer, not an optional behavior within the scope of this standard.

		283		Tero Kivinen		Self		332		8.2.18.3		Table 8-44		Section 8.2.18.3 Table 8-44 SrcAddrMode entry uses Valid Range of NO_ADDRESS instead of NONE like we use in all other places. Replace "NO_ADDRESS" with "NONE".

		284		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		333		8.2.19.1		2		"may be used by a higher layer" is incorrect use of "may". 

		285		Benjamin A. Rolfe		Blind Creek Associates		334		8.2.19.3		26		"may be used by the device management layer" is stating a requirement on a higher layer (out of scope of this standard)

		286		Tero Kivinen		Self		343		8.2.20.4.		24		Section 8.2.20.4. This is not normal MLME Status, rename it to DsmeGtsStatus. 

		287		Tero Kivinen		Self		344		8.2.20.4		23		Section 8.2.20.4, line 23, the Status here combines both status codes, and the actual status from the DSME GTS response command. Make those two separate. Add DsmeGtsStatus parameter to primitive in the location where Status now, and move the Status to the end.

		288		Tero Kivinen		Self		344		8.2.20.3		Table 7-58		Section 8.2.20.3 Table 8-56. This is not normal status, this is GtsStatus, and should be renamed to such. Rename the Name from "Status" to "GtsStatus", change type from Enumeration to Integer, change Valid range to "As specified in Table 7-58". 

		289		Tero Kivinen		Self		344		8.2.20.3		Table 8-56		Section 8.2.20.3 line 8 has text assuming Status field is interger, and sets it to zero, one, two etc with specific error codes. The Status in Table 8-56 is specified as Enumeration. This Status is not normal transmission status, this is DsmeGtsStatus, and it should be renamed as such. Change text "The Status field of the command shall be set to zero if the Status parameter value is SUCCESS. The Status field shall be set to one if the Status parameter value is DENIED. The Status field shall be set to two if the Status parameter value is INVALID_PARAMETER" to "The Dsme Gts Status field of the command shall be set to the value DsmeGtsStatus parameter"

		290		Tero Kivinen		Self		344		8.2.20.4		Table 8-56		Section 8.2.20.4 table 8-56 rename Status to DsmeGtsStatus, change the Valid range to say "APPROVED, DISAPPROVED_LACK_OF_AVAILABILITY, DISAPPROVED_UNKNOWN_GTS", and Description to say DsmeGtsStatus field of the DSME-GTS response to send out.

		291		Tero Kivinen		Self		345		8.2.20.4		2		Section 8.2.20.4 line 2 the text "If the value of the Status field in the command is zero (SUCCESS)" assumes the type of Status is integer, and assumes the status is mapped to integer. Change the text to say "If the value of the Status parameter is SUCCESS and the Dsme Gts Status field of the DSME Response command is zero (APPROVED),".

		292		Tero Kivinen		Self		345		8.2.20.4		2		Section 8.2.20.4 line 2, the text "check the Status field of the command" is not something higher layer can do, as it does not see the command. It can check the "Status and DsmeGtsStatus parameters of the confirm". On the other hand if this is describing what device does automatically, then that is already described in the 6.11.5.1. Perhaps some of this text can be removed.

		293		Tero Kivinen		Self		345		8.2.20.4		3		Section 8.2.20.4 line 3. The "as described in ." is missing the reference to the section 6.11.5.1. Change "as described in ." to "as described in 6.11.5.1".

		294		Tero Kivinen		Self		345		8.2.20.4		6-8		Section 8.2.20.4 line 6-8 contains text explaining how to set Status field based on the status parameter. Replace the text "The Status field of the command shall be set to zero if the Status parameter value is SUCCESS. The Status field shall be set to one if the Status parameter value is DENIED. The Status field shall be set to two if the Status paramter valie is INVALID_PARAMETER." with "The DsmeGtsStatus parameter shall be set to have value of the Dsme Gts Status field of the command."

		295		Tero Kivinen		Self		345		8.2.20.4		Table 7-58		Section 8.2.20.4 table 8-57 Status parameter has value of DENIED, which is not normal status, but is actually the DsmeGtsStatus from the DSME GTS Response Command. Separate this out, by adding new DsmeGtsStatus, with type of integer, valid range "as specified in Table 7-58", and with description of "The status of DSME-GTS request". Change the Description of "Status" to "The status of the request."

		296		Tero Kivinen		Self		345		8.2.20.4		Table 8-57		Section 8.2.20.4 table 8-57 has Status value of FAILURE, but there is no text explaining how and when that status value is returned. Remove the value FAILURE from valid range of Status.

		297		Tero Kivinen		Self		345		8.2.20.4				Section 8.2.20.4 lines 11-14. The text "If the value of the Status field in the command is zero, the Status in this pirmitive shall be set to SUCCESS. If the value of the Status field is one, the Status paramter shall be set to DENIED. If the value of the Status field is two, the Status parameter shall be set to INVALID_PARAMETER." is not tied to anything in and is very confusing. Also it mixes Status parameter with DsmeGtsStatus from the DSME GTS Response. Remove the text.

		298		Tero Kivinen		Self		356		8.2.23.4		Table 8-67		Section 8.2.23.4 table 8-67 does not explain how the Status type of DENIED can be known from the DBS respond command. Add text explaining that.

		299		Tero Kivinen		Self		364		8.2.26.1.1		14		Section 8.2.26.1.1 line 14 There should be separate SrmToken parameter here between ScopeId and StartTime. Add it here.

		300		Tero Kivinen		Self		364		8.2.26.1.1		18		Section 8.2.26.1.1 line 18 There is no LinkHandle parameter here, should there be one, as there is field for it in the SRM Report command?

		301		Tero Kivinen		Self		365		8.2.26.1.2		6		Section 8.2.26.1.2 line 6 Replace "SRM Report MAC Command frame" with "SRM Report Command frame".

		302		Tero Kivinen		Self		365		8.2.26.1.2		7		Section 8.2.26.1.2 line 7, replace "Enh-ACK" with "Enh-Ack". 

		303		Tero Kivinen		Self		365		8.2.26.1.1		Table 8-75		Section 8.2.26.1.1 Table 8-75 There should be separate SrmToken parameter here between ScopeId and StartTime. Add it here with type if Integer, and Valid Range of 0x01-0xff, and description "Srm Token when sending SRM Report command". 

		304		Tero Kivinen		Self		365		8.2.26.1.1		Table 8-75		Section 8.2.26.1.1 Table 8-75 StartTime field can be omitted from the SRM Report command. Which value of StartTime parameter indicates that this parameter is omitted? Value 0? This applies also to other SRM MLME calls.

		305		Tero Kivinen		Self		365		8.2.26.1.1		Table 8-75		Section 8.2.26.1.1 Table 8-75 Duration field can be omitted from the SRM Report command. Which value of Duration parameter indicates that this parameter is omitted? Value 0? This applies also to other SRM MLME calls.

		306		Tero Kivinen		Self		365		8.2.26.1.1		Table 8-75		Section 8.2.26.1.1 Table 8-75 Channel Page field can be omitted from the SRM Report command. Which value of ChannelPage parameter indicates that this parameter is omitted? This applies also to other SRM MLME calls.

		307		Tero Kivinen		Self		365		8.2.26.1.1		Table 8-75		Section 8.2.26.1.1 Table 8-75 Channel Number field can be omitted from the SRM Report command. Which value of ChannelNumber parameter indicates that this parameter is omitted? This applies also to other SRM MLME calls.

		308		Tero Kivinen		Self		365		8.2.26.1.1		Table 8-75		Section 8.2.26.1.1 Table 8-75 I assume the SrmMetricId is used to fetch the correct measurement from the PIB and that value is then filled to the Attribute Value field of the command. If that is true, this should be explained either here or in the description of the MLME call.

		309		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		365		8.2.26				Most of the Subclause and Table number described in the Table 8-75 to Table 8-86 does not jump to the subclause or table.  
e.g "The SrmMetricId as defined in7.5.29" does not jump to 7.5.29

		310		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		365		8.2.26.1.1				Location of period is incorrect at SrmMetricId and ScopeId.
There is no link to "7.5.29" at  SrmMetricId and ScopeId.

		311		Tero Kivinen		Self		366		8.2.26.1.2		7		Section 8.2.26.1.2 line 7 There should be separate SrmToken parameter here between ScopeId and StartTime. Add it here.

		312		Tero Kivinen		Self		366		8.2.26.1.2		11		Section 8.2.26.1.2 line 11 There is no LinkHandle parameter here, should there be one, as there is field for it in the SRM Report command? Also we do not have parameter for Attribute Value from the incoming command should we have it?

		313		Tero Kivinen		Self		366		8.2.26.1.2		17		Section 8.2.26.1.2 line 17 The text about saying parameter are same than in .request is not true, as request parameters are used to send the frame, and in this case the descriptions are from the received frame. Also there is no RequreConfirm in either MLME call. Remove this text completely.

		314		Tero Kivinen		Self		366		8.2.26.1.2		Table 8-76		Section 8.2.26.1.2 Table 8-76 There should be separate SrmToken parameter here between ScopeId and StartTime. Add it here with type if Integer, and Valid Range of 0x01-0xffm and description "Srm Token of the received SRM Report command". 

		315		Tero Kivinen		Self		366		8.2.26.1.2		Table 8-76		Section 8.2.26.1.2 Table 8-76 If the Start Time field is missing from the SRM Report, what value is used for StartTime parameter?

		316		Tero Kivinen		Self		366		8.2.26.1.2		Table 8-76		Section 8.2.26.1.2 Table 8-76 If the SRM Duration field is missing from the SRM Report, what value is used for Duration parameter?

		317		Tero Kivinen		Self		366		8.2.26.1.2		Table 8-76		Section 8.2.26.1.2 Table 8-76 If the Channel Page field is missing from the SRM Report, what value is used for ChannelPage parameter?

		318		Tero Kivinen		Self		367		8.2.26.1.2		Table 8-76		Section 8.2.26.1.2 Table 8-76 If the Channel Number field is missing from the SRM Report, what value is used for ChannelNumber parameter?

		319		Tero Kivinen		Self		368		8.2.26.2.1		8		Section 8.2.26.2.1 line 8 There should be separate SrmToken parameter here between ScopeId and StartTime. Add it here.

		320		Tero Kivinen		Self		368		8.2.26.2.1		12		Section 8.2.26.2.1 line 12 There is no LinkHandle parameter here, should there be one, as there is field for it in the SRM Information command?

		321		Tero Kivinen		Self		368		8.2.26.2.1		Table 8-78		Section 8.2.26.2.1 Table 8-78 I assume the SrmMetricId is used to fetch the correct measurement from the PIB and that value is then filled to the Attribute Value field of the command. If that is true, this should be explained either here or in the description of the MLME call.

		322		Tero Kivinen		Self		369		8.2.26.2.2		12		Section 8.2.26.2.2 line 12 Why does not the .indication contain all the information from the SRM Information command, i.e., SRM Metric ID, Scope ID, SRM Token, Measurement Information and Attribute value?

		323		Tero Kivinen		Self		370		8.2.26.3		19		Section 8.2.26.3 line 19 Change "MLME-SRM.request" to "MLME-SRM-REQ.request".

		324		Tero Kivinen		Self		370		8.2.26.3		Figure 6-85		Section 8.2.26.3 line 18 I think this should be MLME-SRM-REQ.request not MLME-SRM.request. At least Figure 6-85 assumes so.  Change "MLME-SRM.request" to "MLME-SRM-REQ.request". Also add new "8.2.26.3 MLME-SRM-REQ", and move 8.2.26.3.1 MLME-SRM-REQ.request (old 8.2.26.3 MLME-SRM.request), 8.2.26.3.2 MLME-SRM-REQ.indication (old 8.2.26.4 MLME-SRM.indication) and 8.2.26.3.3 MLME-SRM-REQ.confirm (old 8.2.26.6 MLME-SRM-REQ.confirm) under it.

		325		Tero Kivinen		Self		371		8.2.26.3		1		Section 8.2.26.3 line 1 Change "MLME-SRM.request" to "MLME-SRM-REQ.request".

		326		Tero Kivinen		Self		371		8.2.26.3		8		Section 8.2.26.3 line 8 There should be separate SrmToken parameter here between ScopeId and StartTime. Add it here.

		327		Tero Kivinen		Self		371		8.2.26.3		21		Section 8.2.26.3 line 21 Change "MLME-SRM.request" to "MLME-SRM-REQ.request".

		328		Tero Kivinen		Self		372		8.2.26.3		1		Section 8.2.26.3 line 1 Change "MLME-SRM.request" to "MLME-SRM-REQ.request".

		329		Tero Kivinen		Self		372		8.2.26.4		4		Section 8.2.26.4 line 4 Change "MLME-SRM.indication" to "MLME-SRM-REQ.indication".

		330		Tero Kivinen		Self		372		8.2.26.4		5		Section 8.2.26.4 line 5 Change "MLME-SRM.indication" to "MLME-SRM-REQ.indication".

		331		Tero Kivinen		Self		372		8.2.26.4		7		Section 8.2.26.4 line 7 Change "MLME-SRM.indication" to "MLME-SRM-REQ.indication".

		332		Tero Kivinen		Self		372		8.2.26.4		8		Section 8.2.26.4 line 8 There is no corresponding response primitive, so SrmHandle is no longer useful, remove it.

		333		Tero Kivinen		Self		372		8.2.26.4		11		Section 8.2.26.4 line 11 There should be separate SrmToken parameter here between ScopeId and StartTime. Add it here.

		334		Tero Kivinen		Self		372		8.2.26.4		23		Section 8.2.26.4 line 23 The parameters are not same, as others are for the sending and others for receiving. Remove line 23.

		335		Tero Kivinen		Self		372		8.2.26.3		Table 8-81		Section 8.2.26.3 Table 8-81 There should be separate SrmToken parameter here between ScopeId and StartTime. Add it here with type if Integer, and Valid Range of 0x01-0xff, and description "Srm Token when sending SRM Report command". 

		336		Tero Kivinen		Self		373		8.2.26.4		2		Section 8.2.26.4 line 2 Change "MLME-SRM.indication" to "MLME-SRM-REQ.indication".

		337		Tero Kivinen		Self		373		8.2.26.4		3		Section 8.2.26.4 line 3 Change "MLME-SRM.indication" to "MLME-SRM-REQ.indication".

		338		Tero Kivinen		Self		373		8.2.26.4		5		Section 8.2.26.4 line 5 There is no longer corresponding Response, so SrmHandle is not useful at all for matching them. Use SrmToken for that instead along with the addresses.

		339		Tero Kivinen		Self		373		8.2.26.4		Table 8-82		Section 8.2.26.4 Table 8-82 There is no corresponding response primitive, so SrmHandle is no longer useful, remove it.

		340		Tero Kivinen		Self		374		8.2.26.5		1		Section 8.2.26.5 line 1 Add new 8,2,26,4 MLME-SRM-RES (after 8.2.26.4 is moved under 8.2.26.3) and move MLME-SRM-RES.request under it as 8.2.26.4.1 MLME-SRM-RES.request. Move 8.2.26.5.1 MLME-SRM-RES.indication there as 8.2.26.4.2 MLME-SRM-RES.indication, and 8.2.26.5.2 MLME-SRM-RES.confirm as 8.2.26.4.3 MLME-SRM-RES.confirm.

		341		Tero Kivinen		Self		374		8.2.26.5		11		Section 8.2.26.5 line 11 We do not have parameter for Attribute Value to be used when sending response. Should we have it, or do we automatically fetch it based on the SrmMetricId?

		342		Tero Kivinen		Self		374		8.2.26.5		12		Section 8.2.26.5 line 12 Rename Status to SrmStatus, as this is Srm Status field value sent inside the command.

		343		Tero Kivinen		Self		374		8.2.26.5		20		Section 8.2.26.5 line 20 Change "MLME-SRM.response" to "MLME-SRM-RES.request".

		344		Don Sturek		Itron		374		8.2.26.5		24		The caption Table 8-83 should read "MLME-SRM.request parameters

		345		Tero Kivinen		Self		374		8.2.26.5		Table 8-83		Section 8.2.26.5 line 10 There should be all parameters from needed for SRM Response command, i.e., add SrmMetricId, ScopeId, SrmToken, SrmStatus, StartTime, Duration, ChannelPage, ChannelNumber and LinkHandle. Also add them to the Table 8-83.

		346		Tero Kivinen		Self		374		8.2.26.5		Table 8-83		Section 8.2.26.5 Table 8-83 Description of the SrmHandle is wrong. It is not used to match SRM Response with the corresponding SRM Response, but it is used to match the MLME-SRM-RES.request with corresponding MLME-SRM-RES.confirm.

		347		Tero Kivinen		Self		374		8.2.26.5		Table 8-83		Section 8.2.26.5 Table 8-83 Rename Status to SrmStatus, as this is Srm Status field value sent inside the command.

		348		Tero Kivinen		Self		375		8.2.26.5.1		4		Section 8.2.26.5.1 line 4 Change "reception of and MLME-SRM-Response command" with "SRM Response command".

		349		Tero Kivinen		Self		375		8.2.26.5.1		Table 8-84		Section 8.2.26.5.1 line 8 There is no need for SrmHandle, as there is no corresponding response. Remove it. On the other hand we would need other fields from the SRM Response commands, i.e., SrmMetricId, ScopeId, SrmToken, StartTime. Duration, ChannelPage, ChannelNumber, LinkHandle, and AttributeValue. We do have SrmStatus. Add all those to Table 8-84 too.

		350		Tero Kivinen		Self		376		8.2.26.5.2		Table 8-85		Section 8.2.26.5.2 line 6 There is no need for DeviceAddrMode or DeviceAddress as SrmHandle will uniquely specify the corresponding response, as SrmToken is separated to its own field. Remove DeviceAddrMode and DeviceAddress from here, and also from Table 8-85.

		351		Shoichi Kitazawa		Muroran IT		377		8.2.26.6		13		Blank row in Table 8-86

		352		Tero Kivinen		Self		377		8.2.26.6		Table 8-86		Section 8.2.26.6 line 7 There is no need for DeviceAddrMode or DeviceAddress as SrmHandle will uniquely specify the corresponding response, as SrmToken is separated to its own field. Remove DeviceAddrMode and DeviceAddress from here, and also from Table 8-86. The Status in parameter list is in the beginning of the line, it is not correctly indented. Fix that too.

		353		Billy Verso		Decawave Ltd		378		8.3.3.		6		In table 8-90 MCPS-DATA.indication parameters, the Rssi parameter description incorrectly says that the RX level is measured during the PHR, when it is clear from the original 4f 2012 standard text  that it is "measured during the frame Preamble and locked when valid SFD is detected."

		354		Tero Kivinen		Self		383		8.3.2		Table 8-89		Section 8.3.2 line 14: MCSP-DATA.confirm needs to have identical HeaderIeList and PayloadIeList parameters, just like MCSP-DATA.indication has. This AckPayload could contain same information, but there is no point of upper layer to start parsing IE lists. These needs to be added also to the Table 8-89.

		355		Tero Kivinen		Self		385		8.3.2		5		Section 8.3.2, line 5, description uses "NO_ADDRESS", instead of "NONE". Change the "... are set to NO_ADDRESS in MCSP-DATA.request primitive ..." to "... are set to NONE in MCSP-DATA.request primitive ...". 

		356		Tero Kivinen		Self		385		8.3.2		Table 8-89		Section 8.3.2 table 8-89 has UNSUPPORTED_DATARATE Status value, but there is no description when it can be returned. Add text to explain when it is returned.

		357		Tero Kivinen		Self		385		8.3.2		Table 8-89		Section 8.3.2 table 8-89 has UNSUPPORTED_LEIP Status value, but there is no description when it can be returned. Add text to explain when it is returned.

		358		Tero Kivinen		Self		385		8.3.2		Table 8-89		Section 8.3.2 table 8-89 has UNSUPPORTED_PRF Status value, but there is no description when it can be returned. Add text to explain when it is returned.

		359		Tero Kivinen		Self		385		8.3.2		Table 8-89		Section 8.3.2 table 8-89 has UNSUPPORTED_PSR Status value, but there is no description when it can be returned. Add text to explain when it is returned.

		360		Tero Kivinen		Self		385		8.3.2		Table 8-89		Section 8.3.2 table 8-89 has UNSUPPORTED_RANGING Status value, but there is no description when it can be returned. Add text to explain when it is returned. Does this mean that we are doing in ranging something that is unsupported, or that ranging is not supported at all? If this is the last, then RANGING_NOT_SUPPORTED might be better error text.
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125 144 6.11.5.2 24
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Section 6.11.5.2 line 24, Status here is confusing, as it mixes the Status of the MLME 

action and status of the actual operation. Rename "Status field" to "Dsme Gts Status 

field".

Section 6.11.5.2 line 1, Status here is confusing, as it mixes the Status of the MLME 

action and status of the actual operation. Rename "Status field" to "Dsme Gts Status 

field".

Section 6.11.5.2 line 7, Status here is confusing, as it mixes the Status of the MLME 

action and status of the actual operation. Rename "Status field" to "Dsme Gts Status 

field".

Section 6.11.5.5 line 28, Status here is confusing, as it mixes the Status of the MLME 

action and status of the actual operation. Rename "Status field" to "Dsme Gts Status 

field".

Section 7.5.15 line 7 has field called Status. This is very confusing when we have MLME 

Status parameter. Rename this to Dsme Gts Status. Change "Status Field" to "Dsme Gts 

Status field" twice on the line.

Section 7.5.15 figure 7-124 has field called Status. This is very confusing when we have 

MLME Status parameter. Rename this to Dsme Gts Status.

Section 7.5.15 Table 7-58 Change the title from "Status field values" to "Dsme Gts Status 

field values".

Section 7.5.16 line 1 has field called Status. This is very confusing when we have MLME 

Status parameter. Rename this to Dsme Gts Status. Change "Status Field" to "Dsme Gts 

Status field" twice on the line.
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Figure 7-124—DSME GTS Management field format





