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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.

● Specifically, these slides are for the various electrical-track comments.
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CA Minimum Loss
Comment 303
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CA Minimum Loss
Comment #303

The comment is similar to Comment #360 against D2P1.

Comment #232 revisits MCB allocation in D2P2.
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CA Minimum Loss
Comment #303

In D2P2, we do not have any tests for 
ILddCh,min. In past projects, the minimum Host 
has been defined as the MCB, but that is not 
the case with 3dj.

The resolution for Comment #232 would 
changed the host channel allocation from 
4.45 dB to 3.45 dB.
It is suggested to keep that value as 4.45 dB 
and instead make ILddCA,min 14dB, as shown 
on the right. 

Editor’s recommendation: AIP (since no new data is presented) ; 
Change ILddCA,min to 14dB, and change appropriate values in 179, and 179A.
Implement with editorial license

14 8.75
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CA Minimum Loss
Comment #303

There are some ripple effects to this change, 
related to receiver tolerance testing.

The current tests in Table 179-14 do not 
really test HL, HN, and HH, but rather CA-B, 
CA-C, and CA-D. 

The details of refining Table 179-14 are 
beyond the scope of the comment, and 
changes would be deferred to a future draft.
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Test fixtures
Comment 141
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Text fixtures
Comment #141



9IEEE P802.3dj Task ForceNovember 2025

Text fixtures
Comment #141

Editor’s recommendation: 
Change the highlighted text in 179B.2.1 (TP2 or TP3 test 
fixture) to “mating point of the MDI connector”.

179B.2.1

179B.3.1
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Text fixtures
Comment #407, #408
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Text fixtures
Comment #407, #408

Editor’s recommendation: Change the text in 179B.2 as shown 
below.

The TP2 or TP3 test fixture (also known as Host Compliance Board) is required for 
measuring the transmitter and receiver specifications at TP2 and TP3. The test fixture 
has an edge connector interface that is compatible with the appropriate MDI connector 
on the Host board, and provides a high-speed electrical path between the MDI 
connector and the coaxial connector that defines the TP2 or TP3 test point. The TP2 
and TP3 test points are illustrated in Figure 179A-1.

The TP2 or TP3 test fixture is also used in AUI-C2M testing for host input and output 
compliance. The TP2 and TP3 test points correspond to the Annex 176D test points 
TP1a and TP4a, respectively. The TP1a and TP4a test points are illustrated in Figure 
176D-4.
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Text fixtures
Comment #407, #408

Editor’s recommendation: Change the text in 179B.3 as shown 
below.

The cable assembly test fixture (also known as Module Compliance Board) is required 
for measuring the cable assembly specifications in 179.11 and the module 
specifications in Annex 176D at TP1 and TP4. The test fixture has an MDI connector, 
and provides a high-speed electrical path between the MDI connector and the coaxial 
connector that defines the TP1 or TP4 test point. The TP1 and TP4 test points are 
illustrated in Figure 179-2.

The cable assembly test fixture is also used in AUI-C2M testing for module input and 
output compliance. The TP1 and TP4 test points for AUI-C2M testing are illustrated in 
Figure 176D-5.
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MDI lane mapping
Comment 183
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MDI lane mapping
Comment #183

Text in question

Annex 179C is about the MDI (part of the PMD), not the cable 
assembly.

The suggested remedy as written would forbid, for example, a 
host from disabling some lanes in an 8x200G port (e.g. with 
OSFP connector) because in this case the MDI connector is 
not fully utilized.



15IEEE P802.3dj Task ForceNovember 2025

MDI lane mapping
Comment #183

Text in 180A in comparison

This text is about the case that a host does not support all possible 
PMDs of the MDI (e.g., a module that does not include optical 
components for some of the lanes of an MPO12 connector).

This is not the same case as in an electrical MDI (it would be 
equivalent to “not all lanes of an OSFP are associated with PMD 
Tx/Rx functions”).

As stated in the proposed response, there was never a normative 
requirement for CR PMDs as suggested. It is arguable whether such 
hosts exist and need to be addressed at all, especially with a 
normative statement.
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MDI lane mapping
Comment #183

Text in 180A in comparison

Possible change in 179C to align with 180A language:

When the electrical MDI is does not support the full 
number of 1-lane PMDs (200GBASE-CR1) shown in Table 
179C–2, the lanes [should/shall] be assigned to the lower 
connector positions.

Editor’s recommendation: AIP; Choose between
A. Change the text in 179C as shown on the right, keeping “should”.
B. Change the text in 179C as shown on the right, changing to “shall”.
C. Delete the sentence.

Current text in 179C
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Amplitude tolerance
Comments 108, 110
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Amplitude tolerance
Comments #208, 210

To be completed
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RLdc
Comments 177, 142
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RLdc
Comment #177, 142

Equation 179-13 (transmitter  RLdc) as of D2.2

Is identical to Equation 179B-8 (Test fixture RLdc)

This is an error. To match Figure 179-5 (which is correct), the 
equation should be the same as Equation 179-20 (which is for 
RLcd).

Proposed change to Equation 179-13:
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<Topic>
Comment(s) <#>
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<sub-topic>
Comment #<#>
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<Topic>
Comment(s) <#>
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<sub-topic>
Comment #<#>


