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· Srini went over the agenda and discussion points for the meeting
· Subir: IS MIH identifier discussed here?
· Srini: Not really, we have to use some user/device identifiers for registration purposes but that is not actually the focus here.

· Srini: I thought we had some discussion on the MIH identifiers in a different adhoc on MIH header, you should check the minutes.

· Kalyan: That was not an official adhoc so no minutes were generated.

· Srini: Sorry, I have overlooked that but the contribution on MIH header is out it may have some information on MIH identifiers.

· Subir: Ok, let's take it to the meeting and discuss that later.
· Srini: Ok we can proceed to the doc, which I created to provide more information on the discussion points so far. Mainly, I added message descriptions as details and some text.

· Ajay: what is the MIH-service node and MIH-service nodes in the figure?
· Srini: a MIH service node is a general term used for all MIH functions in the network
· Vivek: Why don' t we use some term already available in draft.

· Srini: I have not found any general term. There are terms like MIH PoS for PoA and non-PoA and a non MIH PoS. but not a single one. Here the context is that it could be any,

· Vivek: There are many terms in the draft that are not used, you may check those.

· Srini: okay, I will check and reuse some term. In fact, there is a term "MIH network entity" which sounds generic enough.

· Vivek/Ajay: That sounds okay.

· Srini: Okay, I will change the figures with this term.

· Srini: We can proceed to next section about the new MIH level functions. We can start with MIH registration.
· Kalyan: you have two registrations, how are they different

· Srini: Do you mean MIH registration and the Event registrations?

· Kalyan: yes, why do we need two.

· Srini: They are different mechanisms, MIH registration is to create pairing by authenticating at the beginning and then event registration can be done any time to register to receive events only.

· Kalyan: I think they must done as one.

· Srini: That is possible at a later stage since that is an optimization. Now, we are addressing them as two different concepts.

· Kalyan: But the concept can be same if event registrations are used.

· Ajay: There is a difference with MIH registrations it is done at the powerup to create an association. I have a feeling this is more like authentication and creating a security association than anything else.

· Srini: Yes, that is definitely a component of this concept. But generally, it is an association at the MIH level.
· Ajay: Beyond authentication I am not sure how it is used.

· Kalyan: This is also like authorization to use the event and command services.

· Ajay: Are the commands supported after registration.

· Srini: yes, commands are possible only after the registration.
· Ajay: My concern is the delay introduced by MIH registration. If the terminal moves from one PoA to another.
· Srini: We would like make it an offline operation so that it is not in the critical path for mobility updates. As long as you have L3 attachment, you can continue your registration.

· Ajay: When you move from one PoA to another, the MIH endpoint may change.

· Srini: That may be true for certain scenarios, we have to understand the access level mobility effects on this concept. But in general the MIH could be deeper in the network.

· Ajay: Do we support for those scenarios.

· Srini: yes, these were presented as network control scenarios in the beginning of es/cs work, where one 3GPP operator may not support any 802.21 while 3GPP home network may support it.

· Ulises: I also support it, some call flows have also been developed as support which we will present
· Ajay: I still have doubts on how the registration will work when the terminal keeps moving this kind of anchoring may not be good.
· Srini: The anchoring is not on the dataplane as in Mobile IP , it is a client-server concept and as long as the client has connectivity it will be able to reach the server and viceversa. 

· Ajay: It is anchoring since the server knows the client and if it moves it must be updated.

· Srini: I agree we need to look into the mobility aspects.
· Srini: We took most of the time discussing the MIh registration aspects. I thought we could also discuss MIH level ACK. I can give a very brief intro on this. This is to enable reliability at the MIH level and take the requirement away from transport layer.
· Vivek: Do we need this?

· Srini: This came out of the previous telecom discussions, there was support to keep the transport delay and byte efficient.

· Vivek: how much more efficient is that?

· Srini: We did some analysis during the telecon to show MIH level is better. 

· Prasad: That's right, with TCP, it was like 7 message exchanges as opposed to 2 for MIH level ACK.

· Vivek: It may be okay for L3 but L2 already has MAC level acks which may be overkill to have MIH acks.

· Srini: Do we then want to make it transport dependent? 

· Srini: Almost closing time. We can proceed with rest of the discussion in Hawaii. Ajay, do we have plans how to handle this work item e.g. ad hoc

· Ajay: Yes that is possible we can set it up.

· Srini: In that case, I will present only highlevel info on discussions without message descriptions.
· Vivek: This would be good. Just one or two slides of information and let's take it from there.
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