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PROPCSED REVI SI ON TEXT:
It is believed that the text:

The four bits Sc_ n [7:4] are defined as
Sc _n[7:4 =Sx_n[3:0] if (tx_enable_ n = 1)
[0OO O 0] else

shoul d read:

The four bits Sc_ n [7:4] are defined as
Sc _n[7:4 =Sx_n[3:0] i

f (tx_enable_ {n-2} = 1)
[00O

X
0] else
RATI ONALE FOR REVI SI ON:

Wile at t = nandt =n-1, SSD1 and SSD2 are being sent, respectively,
Table 40-1 seens to inply that Sd_n[6:8] should equal [0 0 0]. It is
believed that the only way to ensure that Sd_n[6:8] = [0 0 0] is to have
Sc_n[7:4 =[]0 0 0 0].

I MPACT ON EXI STI NG NETWORKS:

None, it is believed that an inplenmentation that neets the text of the
standard woul d not operate correctly.
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Comrent from Sail esh Rao on proposed change: -

Sent by: "Rao, Sailesh" <sailesh.rao@ntel.conr
Subj ect : RE: | EEE Mai ntenance Revision to clause 40 PCS code
All:

Here is my response to the conment:
The commenter has a valid concern that since Sc_n[7:4] is defined as

Sc_n[7:4] = Sx_n[3:0] if (tx_enable{n} = 1)
[0 OO0 O] else

in Section 40.3.1.3.3, the bits Sd_n[6:7] need not be [00] during the
encodi ng of SSD1 and SSD2. This renders the definition of SSD1 and SSD2 in
Tabl e 40.1 inconplete, since at a mininum the entries for SSD1 and SSD2
shoul d have been repeated across the 4 columms of this table.

The resolution offered by the comenter is a sinpler alternative for
clarifying the definition of the SSD1I and SSD2 encodi ng. | recommend that we
accept the resol ution

Si nce the convol utional encoder states, cs_n[0:2], are defined to be [000]
in Section 40.3.1.3.4 during the encoding of SSD1 and SSD2, the trellis code
al ready requires that both SSD1 and SSD2 be encoded from subset DO,

regardl ess of the state of Sd_n[6:7]. Thus, it is very unlikely that the
proposed change to Clause 40 has any effect on existing inplenentations.

Regar ds,
Sai | esh.
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