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Introduction
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ꟷ First of, an apology for the delay. Things changed for me, so I had to postpone this project.

ꟷ The dispositions of comments on Draft D1.3 were done several months ago. 
ꟷ At that time, it was not clear the final state (text) for the primitives required for 802.1ACea.

ꟷ That was reflected in D1.3, some clauses were referred to as X, because it was not clear/known 
the final clause number and text in the 15.6ma draft. 

ꟷ Meanwhile, 802.15.6ma got approval from RevCom for publication in April 2026. 
ꟷ This fact changed the drafting of D1.4, because the precise references and text in 802.15.6-2026 

were clear now.

ꟷ Also, Jessy suggested to use the draft of 802.1AC-revision. Hence, I used the reference IEEE Std 
802.1AC-2026 as this is standard will be published soon (before ACea), and clause 12 for ACea 
(it was 13 before). 

ꟷ As you can imagine, some dispositions for D1.3 were not implemented as is, on the light of the 
new information mentioned above. 

ꟷ I am pleading to 802.1 WG to take D1.4 as the base for further discussions. 
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Comment 13
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Text in D1.4
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The disposition is accept in principle. No need to repeat IEEE Std 802.15.6-xxx for every clause.
Clause  13.8.1 changed to 12.5.1 according to AC-revision. 
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Comment 14
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The disposition was “accept in principle”.  Hence, I slightly modified with the same 
meaning and add Type 3 PIF as in AC-revision. 

Text in D1.4
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“drop_eligible” is defined in 6.2 of IEEE Std 802.15.6-2026, but it was finally decided 
not to use it (at least for this revision).  Hence it was move to the bullet c) to be ignored 
in ACea.  

Comment 20
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Text in D1.4
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Same as comment 20. This is one of issues of working on an unapproved draft standard.

Comment 22
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Same as in comment 13 (page 6). 

Comment 25
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This is already addressed in D1.4

Comment 26
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D1.4

12



13Marco Hernandez  

Same as in comment 13 (page 6). 

Comment 28
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This comment generated some friction. 

The cause is because this comment does not have a rationale for justifying a change.  It is not a 
comment, it is a command. 

Comment 30
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