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	Abstract
	[Comments from LB8 that generated inputs to the Bluetooth Errata system]



	Purpose
	[Documentation of disposition of Unsatisfied comments]

	Notice
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	Control #:
	217

	Submitter:
	Gilb, James

	IEEE Clause:
	8.10.6.4.1

	Bluetooth Spec Section:
	V1.1, Part B, page 104, paragraph 2

	Type
	Editorial

	Problem:
	The nomenclature for the timing parameter here, pagerespTO differes from earlier timing, e.g. Tw page scan. Select one method (T_parameter is best) and keep it consistent throughout for all timing paramters (e.g. newconnectionTO).  Link all of the usages of the word with cross references to where the numeric definition can be found.

	Proposed Solution:
	We agree that it is preferable to maintain a consistent nomenclature.  We will submit an official Bluetooth erratum to call out this deficit.  We do not believe that this problem will prevent the proper implementation of a system based on this Standard.

	Submission to Bluetooth Errata System:

	Requested by
	Tom Siep

	Company
	IEEE

	Requestor email
	siep@ti.com

	Version
	1.1

	Part
	B

	Page
	104

	Section
	10.6.4.1

	Paragraph
	2

	Subject heading
	Consistent nomenclature for parameters

	Problem
	Editorial: The nomenclature for the timing parameter here, pagerespTO differes from earlier timing, e.g. Tw page scan. 

	Suggested Change
	Select one method (T_parameter is preferred) and keep it consistent throughout for all timing paramters (e.g. newconnectionTO).  Link all of the usages of the word with cross references to where the numeric definition can be found.

	Errata system #
	2135


	Control #:
	279, 280, 281

	Submitter:
	Cypher, David

	IEEE Clause:
	9.3.19

	Page
	179

	Line
	35

	Type
	technical

	Problem:
	The Labels for the sequences 44, 45, & 46 do not appear to be correct.  Label 44 should be deleted and replaced with label from 45.  Label 45 should be deleted and replaced with label 46.  Label 46 should be deleted and replaced with "Master notifies slave of quality of service"

	Proposed Solution:
	Label 44 should be deleted and replaced with label from 45. 

	Submission to Bluetooth Errata System:

	Requested by
	Tom Siep

	Company
	IEEE

	Requestor email
	siep@ti.com

	Version
	1.1

	Part
	C

	Page
	226, 227

	Section
	3.19, 3,20

	Paragraph
	Sequences 44, 45, 46

	Subject heading
	Sequence chart label problem

	Problem
	The Labels for the sequences 44, 45, & 46 do not appear to be correct.  

	Suggested Change
	Label 44 should be deleted and replaced with label from 45.  Label 45 should be deleted and replaced with label 46.  Label 46 should be deleted and replaced with "Master notifies slave of quality of service"

	Errata system #
	2137


	Control #:
	311

	Submitter:
	Cypher, David

	IEEE Clause:
	G.0.0.2

	Page
	898

	Line
	1 through 40

	Type
	technical

	Problem:
	Figure 0.6 and 0.7 are the same, yet they are supposed to represent different MSCs.  Is an MSC missing or are these two operations truly the same?

	Proposed Solution:
	Correct as appropriate based on the answer to the question

	Submission to Bluetooth Errata System:

	Requested by
	Tom Siep

	Company
	IEEE

	Requestor email
	siep@ti.com

	Version
	1.1

	Part
	IX

	Page
	1046, 1047

	Section
	3.2.1, 3.2.2

	Paragraph
	Figures 3.3, 3.4

	Subject heading
	MSC chart duplication?

	Problem
	Figure 3.3 and 3.4 are the same, yet they are supposed to represent different MSCs.  Is an MSC missing or are these two operations truly the same?

	Suggested Change
	Correct as appropriate based on the answer to the question

	Errata system #
	2136


	Control #:
	331

	Submitter:
	Cypher, David

	IEEE Clause:
	8.10.7.4

	Page
	93-94

	Line
	36-54

	Type
	Technical

	Problem:
	The new procedures either prohibit entering or leaving Inquiry Response.  After RAND slots return to inquiry scan on first inquiry message go to inquiry response and return FHS.  At this point device is in inquiry response.  Now what triggers the device out of this state?  

	Proposed Solution:
	The new procedures either prohibit entering or leaving Inquiry Response.  After RAND slots return to inquiry scan on first inquiry message go to inquiry response and return FHS.  At this point device is in inquiry response.  Now what triggers the device out of this state?  

	Submission to Bluetooth Errata System:

	Requested by
	Tom Siep

	Company
	IEEE

	Requestor email
	siep@ti.com

	Version
	1.1

	Part
	B

	Page
	109

	Section
	10.7.4

	Paragraph
	1

	Subject heading
	State change problem

	Problem
	The new procedures define two possible paths for leaving Inquiry Response, with no inputs for making a determination which one to take.  RAND slots return to inquiry scan on first inquiry message go to inquiry response and return FHS.  At this point device is again in inquiry response.  

	Suggested Change
	It now appears that all actions are done in the inquiry scan substate and there is no need for the inquiry response state, so delete it and it related description.

	Errata system #
	2138


	Control #:
	

	Submitter:
	

	IEEE Clause:
	

	Page
	

	Line
	

	Type
	Editorial Technical

	Problem:
	What does this statement mean?  It is in conflict with the statement in section 8.10.8.5.1 on page 102 line 20.

I have asked this on LB#3 and the reponse from BSIG is that to remove what is confusing to me would only confuse others.  So please some one, any one, tell me what it means.

	Proposed Solution:
	Re-submit Bluetooth Errata 1253, which was rejected, text  is still unclear.   Is the SCO slave always allowed to transmit in it's SCO, slot?  We believe that the Slave is always allowed to send it's data in it's reserved slot.  However, the current V1.1 text indicates a possible exception for slave transmission in it's reserved slot.  To remove this ambiguity, delete "unless a different slave was aaddressed int the previous master-to-slave slot". or provide the conditions under which the exception will occur.  Ref. Bluetooth Core v1.1 Part B Sec 3.2, 2nd Paragraph

	Submission to Bluetooth Errata System:

	Requested by
	Tom Siep

	Company
	IEEE

	Requestor email
	siep@ti.com

	Version
	1.1

	Part
	B

	Page
	45

	Section
	3.2

	Paragraph
	2

	Subject heading
	SCO Transmissions

	Problem
	Text is unclear.   Is the SCO slave always allowed to transmit in its SCO, slot?  We believe that the Slave is always allowed to send data in its reserved slot.  However, the current V1.1 text indicates a possible exception for slave transmission in it's reserved slot. 

	Suggested Change
	To remove this ambiguity, delete "unless a different slave was addressed in the previous master-to-slave slot" or provide the conditions under which the exception will occur.  

	Errata system #
	2139


	Control #:
	353

	Submitter:
	Cypher, David

	IEEE Clause:
	C.5.1.1.1

	Page
	843

	Line
	50

	Type
	Technical

	Problem:
	INQUIRY_SCAN is the state that may be periodically entered if a device wants to be available to repond to inquirys.

	Proposed Solution:
	Change INQUIRY_RESPONSE to INQUIRY_SCAN

	Submission to Bluetooth Errata System:

	Requested by
	Tom Siep

	Company
	IEEE

	Requestor email
	siep@ti.com

	Version
	1.1

	Part
	K:1 GAP

	Page
	30

	Section
	4.1.1.1

	Paragraph
	1

	Subject heading
	State of Non-discoverable mode

	Problem
	INQUIRY_SCAN is the state that may be periodically entered if a device wants to be available to repond to inquirys.

	Suggested Change
	Change INQUIRY_RESPONSE to INQUIRY_SCAN

	Errata system #
	2140


	Control #:
	355

	Submitter:
	Cypher, David

	IEEE Clause:
	G.8.2

	Page
	920

	Line
	7 through 46

	Type
	Technical

	Problem:
	The Figure shows that after invoking HCI_Write_loopback_Mode creating ACL and SCO connections are done.  Yet reading the text of HCI the ACL and SCO must be already established in order for the data paths to be remotely looped back.  

	Proposed Solution:
	Figure needs to move these blocks before and after the remote loopback MSC

	Submission to Bluetooth Errata System:

	Requested by
	Tom Siep

	Company
	IEEE

	Requestor email
	siep@ti.com

	Version
	1.1

	Part
	IX, MSCs

	Page
	1071

	Section
	8.1

	Paragraph
	Figure 8.1

	Subject heading
	MSC Inconsistent with HCI text

	Problem
	The Figure shows that after invoking HCI_Write_loopback_Mode creating ACL and SCO connections are done.  Yet reading the text of HCI the ACL and SCO must be already established in order for the data paths to be remotely looped back.  

	Suggested Change
	Figure needs to move these blocks before and after the remote loopback MSC

	Errata system #
	2141


	Control #:
	318

	Submitter:
	Cypher, David

	IEEE Clause:
	11.2.7.14

	Page
	143

	Line
	52

	Type
	Editorial Tecnical

	Problem:
	Current hex coding does not equal 5 seconds.

	Proposed Solution:
	Change value 0x1FA0 to 0x1F40 to make 5 seconds.

	Submission to Bluetooth Errata System:

	Requested by
	Tom Siep

	Company
	IEEE

	Requestor email
	siep@ti.com

	Version
	1.1

	Part
	H:1

	Page
	646

	Section
	4.7.14

	Paragraph
	Command Parameters; Parameter Description

	Subject heading
	Math Error

	Problem
	Current hex coding does not equal 5 seconds.

	Suggested Change
	Change value 0x1FA0 to 0x1F40 to make 5 seconds. Assume that it is a typo  and that either the “A” should be a “4”   OR  5 seconds is really 5.06 seconds

	Errata system #
	2142


	Control #:
	319

	Submitter:
	Cypher, David

	IEEE Clause:
	11.2.7.21

	Page
	151

	Line
	14&16

	Type
	Technical

	Problem:
	The range value 0x0012 does not agree with Range value 0.625 msec. 

	Proposed Solution:
	Either change 0x0012 to 0x0001 or change 0.625 to 11.25.

	Submission to Bluetooth Errata System:

	Requested by
	Tom Siep

	Company
	IEEE

	Requestor email
	siep@ti.com

	Version
	1.1

	Part
	H:1

	Page
	651

	Section
	4.7.19

	Paragraph
	Page_Scan_Interval parameter description

	Subject heading
	Math Error

	Problem
	The range value 0x0012 does not agree with Range value 0.625 msec. 

	Suggested Change
	Either change 0x0012 to 0x0001 or change 0.625 to 11.25.

	Errata system #
	2143


	Control #:
	209

	Submitter:
	Gilb, James

	IEEE Clause:
	8.10.6.2

	Page
	85

	Line
	39

	Type
	Editorial

	Problem:
	There is an inconsistent use of all-caps for system states.  The state of page scan, page, etc. are lower cased while STANDBY and CONNECTION are upper cased.

	Proposed Solution:
	Change all state indications to either lower case or upper case.

	Submission to Bluetooth Errata System:

	Requested by
	Tom Siep

	Company
	IEEE

	Requestor email
	siep@ti.com

	Version
	1.1

	Part
	B

	Page
	97

	Section
	10.6.2

	Paragraph
	1

	Subject heading
	Consistent case for States (editorial)

	Problem
	There is an inconsistent use of all-caps for system states.  The state of page scan, page, etc. are lower cased while STANDBY and CONNECTION are upper cased.

	Suggested Change
	Change all state indications to either lower case or upper case.

	Errata system #
	2144
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