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IEEE 802.21
Media Independent Handover Services

Teleconference Meeting Minutes 

Teleconference Hosted by: 
· Guo Junxiang (Huawei Technologies Co.,Ltd.)
Date: December, 19th, 2006, 9:00PM-10:30PM ET

1. Meeting Opened by Vivek Gupta 

1.1. Roll Call

1.2. Vivek went through the agenda sent to the reflector
- Suggestions about QoS threshold configuration (30 minutes)

- Handover flow diagrams (50 minutes)
2. Discussion on contribution 21-06-0842-00-0000-Suggestions about QoS thresholds configuration.ppt presented by Guo Junxiang
2.1.1. Guo Junxiang: Went through the contribution and then open the discussion.
2.1.2. Nada: This contribution is good. A related contribution had been presented at last meeting and it was rejected. We had discussed this issue at that meeting. This contribution raised so many problems, I cannot explain one by one, some information is useful, but I have two problems: one is MIH do the QoS mapping job, QoS threshold value is only set by the MIH to the link layer, there is no need for MIH user to set threshold value for MIH, it is media independent. The other problems is there is no need to add CoS in the LinkParameterList parameter because so many primitives use the LinkParameterList, e.g. Link_Parameter_Report.indication etc. Change this will affect these primitives.
2.1.3. Guo Junxiang: Basically we agree the MIH assuming the QoS Mapping function as the current draft said. But we have problems to ask, let’s go to the background slide, In table 31-LinkQoSParameterType definition, A QoS parameter (e.g. IP Packet Transfer Delay) is encoded in 2 to 4 octets, the CoS identifier is encoded in the 2 most significant octets, the QoS parameter value for the CoS is encoded in the 2 least significant octets. That is to say, MIH_Configure.request carries the QoS parameter value information, it is a range of value, then what is the usefulness of this QoS parameter value? It is corresponding to which threshold value?
2.1.4. Nada: I am sorry I cannot hear clearly and understand what you said. We can discuss this further by email.
2.1.5. Vivek: OK, any other comments? Seeing none, then we go to the next agenda item.
3. Discussion on contributions about handover flow diagram
3.1. Guo Junxiang gave an introduction to contribution21-06-0841-00-0000-Handover_Flow_Diagram_for_Abnormal_Handover_Case.ppt 
3.1.1. Qiaobing:…
3.1.2. Vivek:…
3.1.3. Vivek: Any other comments?
3.1.4. Guo Junxiang: No comments. We have another handover flow diagram to present here, it is a separate contribution, I am sorry that it is in Visio format and not in PPT format it is also uploaded on the 802.21 website.

3.1.5. Qiaobing: which document number?

3.1.6. Guo Junxiang: Still no document number associate with it. Perhaps we will re-write it in PPT format and re-submit it again. Let Peng Yan, my colleague to present it.
3.2. Peng yan gave an introduction to contribution Handover flow diagram.vsd
3.2.1. Qiaobing: I don’t have VISIO and hence cannot look at this. Please resubmit these in Word or Powerpoint format as well.
3.2.2. Vivek: These are error cases. There are several ways of handling these. We may not be able to include all such cases in the Annex.
3.2.3. Guo Junxiang: Can we put a new section about abnormal handover flow in the Annex?

3.2.4. Qiaobing: Instead of including generic error cases we should include
4. Summary and Action items
4.1. Vivek: Below is the list of Action items that we can follow up through email and also cover in January meeting.
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