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IEEE P802 

Media Independent Handover Services

Teleconference Meeting Minutes of the IEEE P802.21 Working Group

ES/CS L3 requirements Ad Hoc
Telecon Hosted: Srinivas Sreemanthula
Minutes taken by Srinivas Sreemanthula
Date: Thursday, March 02, 2006, 9:00AM-10:30AM EDT
· Srini went over the agenda and discussion points for the meeting
· Concept is stable only some details have to be worked out related to some mobility aspects.

· We should get the registration concept into the draft next f2f meeting 

· Went over the #503 document to show which sections are proposed to be inserted into the specification.

· MIH Ack was discussed a lot over email and a proposal is now in the commentary.

· Peretz: Figure ok, but we can remove MIH IDLE.

· Srini: True, on the same reason MIH ACTIVE should also go.

· It was agreed to call MIH ACTIVE as MIH registered

· Ajay: We are discussing this in addition to L3 transport requirements for ES/CS

· Srini: yes, that is stable. These are MIH level functions. If 802.21 does not do it then it may have to be added to transport requirements. But logically they are integral to .21 functions.

· Eric: Current transport services do not provide registration

· Peretz: Is MIH registration also for IS

· Srini: yes, there is some interest in that. But there are also some cases (at least L2) that may not need registration

· Kalyan: Is it transport dependent?
· Srini: since beginning we are seeking a transport independent approach. Unless there is strong reason to separate we should assume to transparent concept
· Eric: Can we use the attachment to PoA as registration
· We could but it is a restricted way since we are tying the L2 attachment to MIH attachment and they may not be collocated all the time

· Can the discovery mechanism work as registration mechanism?

· Discovery mechanisms are separate and they usually do not involve the MIH functions e.g. with DNS, SLP etc. Moreover UE performs discovery but the registration allows network to "discover" terminals

· Ajay: The bigger issue is whether we need registration or not.

· Srini: there was consensus in earlier meeting on its need. Ajay was also present. Now the issue is the details.

· Kalyan: But we have capability discovery for network to request.

· Srini: We have capability negotiation. But that does not create pairing but only discovers each other capabilities. There is no agreement to exchange MIH communications.

· Kalyan: ok, for mobility reasons we may need re-registration. Are we doing mobility update?

· Srini: reregistration is possible but not as IP mobility update since that would be a different mobility mechanism. IP level changes may or may not lead to MIH re-registration

· Vivek: In all this discussion, I notice that there is some confusion on what happen at power-up. We can make a section in Appendix to discuss about it.

· Srini: I fully support it

· Srini: Let's go over the open issues with respect to registraition - mainly mobility as continuation from last meeting

· The issues seem to be centered around PoA. Is the intention to separate MIH registration for L2 and L3  We would like to have for both L2 and L3
· Yoshi: I agree

· Kalyan: I agree too

· Srini: When MIH is on PoA, another way to do it is with default registration derived from L2 mobility.

· Vivek: Prefer that it is separate from L2 mobilty as much as possible. Basically, we need to understand the open issues with mobility

· Srini: The issue seems to be overhead but it is necessary OH.

· Kalyan: We need reregistration and deregistration

· Ajay: Or some form of context transfer

· Srini: This is possible, but context transfer works only in limited cases, we need some mobility support anyway if it is really an issue

· Vivek: deregistration is needed for protocol completion

· Srini: I agree

· Peretz: what about reregistration

· Kalyan: we can add a parameter for reregistration.
· Peretz: how to continue mih session with mobility needs to be worked out.

· Srini: I agree. Simple reregistraion mechanism can be worked out without backend exchange for context transfer

· Srini: Okay I will update the #503 with these proposals for reregistration and deregistration

· Srini: okay the next item on agenda is ES/CS draft. I only updated the document from the transport requirements point of view. Both IS and ES/CS are now is now in synch for transport requirements

· Srini: With respect to MIH ACK we have made good progress over email and it is very stable now. We can use the extra time for session-id discussion

· Vivek: not everyone present

· Srini: okay will check with interested parties and setup another adhoc tomorrow

· Srini: I would like to make it stable for march meeting and also the appendix part

· Vivek: I can try and do it by f2f meeting.
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