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Introduction

This report highlights issues with the implementation of some comments and contributions that were accepted for inclusion in the AWD [1], but were not implemented or only partially implemented.  The reasons for exclusion are included in the table, which lists the comment number and Editor’s Notes, pulled directly from the Commentary database [2].

Summary Report

Of the 471 comments in the database, 213 were accepted.  There were 78 contributions accepted: 22 MAC related contributions, and 56 PHY related contributions.  The AWD grew from 148 pages in 802.16m-09/0010r1a to 351 pages in 802.16m-09/0010r2.  22 contributions were rejected or only partially implemented due to severe issues with their text proposals.  Many others could have been rejected.

Problem Areas

General Format

There appears to be a lack of care and attention paid to the contributions, especially in the specific text proposal.  For example, some contributions still contain an introduction discussing "Modifications to the SDD", listing the changes that the contribution makes to the SDD, but the text proposals in these contributions propose changes to the AWD.  This is just sloppy re-use of template documents.

On a similar note, it appears that many members have not read the instructions in the Submission Template document.  For example, the Template clearly states that one should “Use only the fonts ‘Times’ (or ‘Times New Roman’), ‘Helvetica’, (or ‘Arial’), and ‘Symbol’, “ but we still see custom fonts and formatting that results in some text getting “cut off” or formatted in an unreadable way on word processors that do not have the custom fonts installed.

Change Marks

Another common issue is that people take a contribution from a previous meeting, then they harmonize it and re-submit it.  However, they submit the contribution highlighted with change marks to show what changes they've made to the contribution.  There are two issues here: first, the text they're submitting is stale and doesn't match the AWD anymore.  Second, their mark-up highlights changes they have made to their contribution, so it's no help to the AWD editor.  People need to read the Style Guide [3] and understand how to format text in a way that is understandable to the editors.

Note that these issues are not the work of one or two individuals, but the worst problems seem to be coming from the drafting groups (DGs) and the large, multi-contributor documents.

The only way to prevent the rejection of contributions (and the resulting schedule hit) is to follow the guidelines that have been clearly laid out for everyone.  Read, understand, and follow the instructions in the Submission Template and in the Style Guide.

Overlapped Contributions

It should also be noted that some text proposals could not be implemented because the text in question was removed by another comment or contribution.  Comments related to these issues are included in the table for information only; we recognize that it’s not always easy to catch this issue during the meeting, but one part of that problem is the use of large, multi-part contributions (see below).

Multi-Part Contributions

A relatively new trend in the group is to submit one large contribution with many distinct text proposals, and also to create many Commentary comments, one for each distinct text proposal.  This creates confusion for the editors because some parts of the contribution may be accepted while others may be rejected, and also because these large contributions touch many different areas of the AWD, and it is difficult to track overlapped contributions.  One should assume that if your contribution contains text proposals for several different parts of a section, these parts form a cohesive package and should be accepted together or not at all.  Therefore, having some parts accepted and other parts rejected does not make much sense.

Recommendations

Submission Template

Start your contribution with a fresh copy of the Submission Template, found at <<http://ieee802.org/16/submit.html>>.  Templates are available for Word, FrameMaker, and PowerPoint.  Limit the use of fonts to those recommended in the template.

Style Guide

Read, understand, and follow the Style Guide.  Clear guidelines describe how to mark the text for the editors.  To summarize, blocks of new text should have no underscore or strike-through marks.  Proposals to modify existing text should be marked with strike-through to eliminate text and underscore to add text.  Remove any comments or change marks used during the harmonization process.  Note that accepted contributions that do not conform to the Style Guide may be rejected by the editor, causing a delay in the AWD creation process.

Contribution Submission

· Contributions with text proposals longer than a few pages should be submitted in FrameMaker format, using the Submission Template referenced above.
· A contribution should not contain text applicable to multiple major sections (i.e. PHY, MAC).  Separate contributions should be submitted for each major section.
· Each contribution should only contain one text proposal.
Problematic Comment Table

The following table contains the comment number and the Editor’s Notes for each of the contributions or comments that were not fully implemented.

	Comment
	Editor’s Notes

	43
	Not found (fixed/removed by another comment?)

	95
	Most of the figures had already been changed by other comments, so the instructions here did not necessarily line up with what is now in the document.

	105
	Implemented the text in /0880r2, did not implement the changes to the figure (Group Resolution says "text" and figure in the contribution is substantially different from source file).  Note: Style Guide 3.2.1 states “When referencing material from IEEE 802.16-2009, the reference should be as specific as possible.”  Style Guide 4.1 shows proper contribution mark-up format.

	136
	overlap with comment 133

	201
	There are discrepancies between resolution in /0994r4 and the FM source file (802.16m-09/0010r1a). I have edited the FM source to match /0994r4, since this contribution was agreed by the task group.  Note: this is an example where the text proposal appears to change text that is not in the AWD.  It likely references old text from a previous version of the AWD.

	213
	See comment 201. S-SFH SP4 was deleted by this comment and remedy. Therefore did not implement this comment.

	242
	These equations are correct in the FM file. Must be an error during conversion to .pdf

	253
	The correct symbols are in the FM file. Must be an issue with converting to .pdf

	280
	Cannot understand the proposed modifications in -1057r1 -- therefore not implemented.  Note that this is another case where the proposed text changes do not match what is in the revision under review.  Style Guide 4.1 shows proper contribution mark-up format.

	286
	Partially implemented.  Some of the text mark-up did not match what was in the current AWD draft, so the group is asked to re-review and submit an updated contribution.  Note: Style Guide 4.1 shows proper contribution mark-up format.

	289
	Equation is deleted by comment 286

	304
	There are two references to Equation 203 which are no longer valid, Eq 203 was removed by comment 286.

	321
	Tables 3 and 4 are not in a readable format (it is not clear where the rows in each matrix begin and end).  Author(s) are to re-submit the tables in a more clear form.

	339
	Assume this is for Tables 686 and _687_.

	350
	Remedy 1: S-SFH SP4 & SP5 were deleted by previous comment.

	374
	The contribution, although it explicitly states so in the introduction, does not comply with the style guide.  The text mark-up bears no resemblance to the text in C802.16m-09/0010r1a and so the suggested changes make no sense.   Note: Style Guide 4.1 shows proper contribution mark-up format.

	376
	The column has previously been added to Table 694 in AWD /0010r1a

	414
	Proposed text #6 has no indication where it is supposed to go, so it was not implemented.  Note: Style Guide 3.2.1 states “When referencing material from IEEE 802.16-2009, the reference should be as specific as possible.”  Style Guide 4.1 shows proper contribution mark-up format.

	416
	cannot identify where this text should be inserted.

	451
	Most of the contribution was implemented.  The instructions in the last part of the contribution were not clear and were not implemented.  In general, the contribution, coming out of a drafting group, should have been written much more clearly and checked for format, grammar, and correctness.  Note: Style Guide 3.2.1 states “When referencing material from IEEE 802.16-2009, the reference should be as specific as possible.”  Style Guide 4.1 shows proper contribution mark-up format.

	462
	Subclause 15.2.5.2.2 has been deleted as per Comment 34 and contribution 913r2
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