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Introduction

● This slide package was assembled by the 802.3dj editorial team to provide 
background and detailed resolutions to aid in comment resolution.
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Clause 177, Inner FEC Sync
Comment # 505
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Clause 177, Inner FEC Sync
Comment # 505

all_synced*!fs_lock

Change the definition of variable “all_synced” in 177.6.2.1 
as follows:

all_synced 
A Boolean variable that is set to true when sync_flow<x> is true for 
all eight flows AND inner FEC flow 0 is identified, and is set to 
false when sync_flow<x> is false for any x.

Change Figure 177-8 as follows:
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Clause 73, Priority Table
Comment #149

802.3-2022

802.3df-2024
(includes additions from 802.3ck)
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Clause 73, Priority Table
Comment #149

Add “highest priority” here.

802.3dj D1.0
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Clause 177, State Diagram Conventions
Comment #492
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Clause 177, State Diagram Conventions
Comment #492
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Clause 177, State Diagram Conventions
Comment #492
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Clause 176 (SM-PMA), 200GbE/400GbE deskew 
Comment #368

Comment #368 points out that Motion #10 was not correctly implemented in D1.0.

Specifically deskew (alignment)  was specified to 20-bit (RS symbol pair) boundaries as 
called out in the original baseline presentation (he_3dj_02a_2307) and not to codeword 
boundaries as called out in Motion #10.

A consensus presentation was put together to address this topic,  clarify the  intent of Motion 
#10 and propose a couple of  options:

https://www.ieee802.org/3/dj/public/24_06/shrikhande_3dj_01_2406.pdf

https://www.ieee802.org/3/dj/public/24_06/shrikhande_3dj_01_2406.pdf

