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	Abstract
	The purpose of this contribution is to provide our opinions about comment #16 in 802.21b SB comments resolution (21-11-0149-01-bcst-802-21b-sb-comments.xls).

	Purpose
	Adopt

	Notice
	This document has been prepared to assist the IEEE 802.21 Working Group. It is offered as a basis for discussion and is not binding on the contributing individual(s) or organization(s). The material in this document is subject to change in form and content after further study. The contributor(s) reserve(s) the right to add, amend or withdraw material contained herein.

	Release
	The contributor grants a free, irrevocable license to the IEEE to incorporate material contained in this contribution, and any modifications thereof, in the creation of an IEEE Standards publication; to copyright in the IEEE’s name any IEEE Standards publication even though it may include portions of this contribution; and at the IEEE’s sole discretion to permit others to reproduce in whole or in part the resulting IEEE Standards publication. The contributor also acknowledges and accepts that IEEE 802.2 may make this contribution public.

	Patent Policy
	The contributor is familiar with IEEE patent policy, as outlined in Section 6.3 of the IEEE-SA Standards Board Operations Manual <http://standards.ieee.org/guides/opman/sect6.html#6.3> and in Understanding Patent Issues During IEEE Standards Development <http://standards.ieee.org/board/pat/pat-material.html>.





1. Comment
Comment #16 in 21-11-0149-01-bcst-802-21b-sb-comments.xls proposed three changes to Figure 17. First proposed change is to delete second cluster of flows. Second one is to add “{**} Remote Command Transport (INDICATION FRAME)” directly below “Remote Command Transport (REQUEST FRAME)”. Third one is to put a brace and add a mark, {***}, to “Remote Command Transport (RESPONSE FRAME)” and “MIH_Command.confirm”. Following figure shows the proposed changes to Figure 17 with red.
[bookmark: _GoBack]However, the proposed figure still includes “MIH_Command.response” which does not occur at receiving “Remote Command Transport (INDICATION FRAME)”. Moreover, if some marks are used to indicate above the exception case, the figure will have lots of marks and thus it will be more illegible than the existing figure.
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2. Proposal
Comment #16 in 802.21b SB comments resolution (21-11-0149-01-bcst-802-21b-sb-comments.xls) should be rejected so that Figure 17 has no changes.
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