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	Name
	Index #
	Page
	Sub-clause
	Line #
	Comment
	Proposed Change

	Rolfe, Benjamin
	284
	27
	8.3.4
	
	Notes are informative, and shall not contain reqiurements.  In this case "may" is misused, to state a posibility rather than an optional requirement. Sigh.
	Change "Note that the CompactMessageContent may contain different subfields that may require different handling" to "Note that the CompactMessageContent might contain different subfields that require different handling 

	VERSO, BILLY
	328
	27
	8.3.4
	9
	This note does not make sense. The CompactMessageContent is a set of octets which by definition has no structure/subfields etc. The text here should say what the MAC needs to do with CompactMessageContent, it is insufficient specification of the MAC functionality to say it may have content that may need processing. "See 10.39.11 for details." is insufficient to cover what is required here since CompactMessageContent parameter and its handling are not mentioned/specified in that clause, either. 
	Change the language to specify exactly what the MAC is to do with the set of octets supplied in this primitive's CompactMessageContent parameter.  If it simply just sends them then let's say that, otherwise we should be more spefific about what we expect the MAC to with this string of octets.  Perhaps a more structured input and description should be added.  The SMC TLV field (defined later) suggests that the support of particular messages is someting decided/done above the MAC.



Discussion: D02 says:
[image: A close-up of text

Description automatically generated]
Regarding CID 328, for transmission the tranceiver would simply put the CompactMessageContent as a array of octets and no explicit action aside putting the octets into the MessageContent field is required by the lower layers. Same thing is true for receiving, the lower layers would simply forward the MessageContent field. The meaning of the original text is referring to that the MessageContent might contain subfields, e.g. ReplyTime, which might be filled or used by the lower layers. But that would not state a contradiction. The proposed resolution therefore could simply be to accept CID 284, which makes the note more informative.

Proposed resolution/Disposition detail:
CID 284: Accepted.
CID 328: Revised (see CID 284).
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The CompactMessageControl parameter defines the content of the Compact frame’s Message Content ficld,
except for any data for the Passthrough ficld which is supplid by the Msdu parameter. The
CompactMessageVersion indicates which revision of the Message Content ficld format is used in the
Compact Frame.

Note that the CompactMessageContent may contain different subfields that may require different handling
on the MAC layer depending on the values of CompactFrameID and CompactMessageControl Version. See
10.39.11 for details.




