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IEEE P802
Media Independent Handover Services

Minutes of the joint session between IEEE 802.21 and FMCA
Hyatt Regency, Dallas, TX, USA
14th November 2006.
1.1. Follow-up feedback from FMCA on IEEE 802.21 functions (21-06-0807-00-0000-FMCA Nov Presentation to IEEE 802 21.ppt)

1.1.1. FMCA Operator Feedback on 802.21 functions and scenarios were presented.

1.1.2. FMCA can provide feedback from implementation and deployment specific requirements to 802.21. FMCA and 802.21 may meet together and discuss use cases and 802.21 may define appropriate IEs to help FMCA operators deploy MIIS.

1.1.3. 802.21 and FMCA need to analyze the impacts on general .21 functions, e.g., IEs such as Cost information and other risky information such as MAC Addresses. Operators are leery about giving their network information away.
1.1.4. FMCA-802.21 may discuss the technical issues of MIIS deployment, for example, who provides such information, any security issues or consistency issues, where to deploy the IS server, etc. A white paper positioning how 802.21 can be used in different handover scenarios along with some inputs on deployment scenarios can help in a big way.
1.1.5. Some operators may need IS only, and some may need CS/ES only. Any concerns of the flexibility of deploying MIH? Response: The hooks with MIHS in different networks may be different. We need to look into specific networks, e.g., 3GPP/3GPP2. 

1.1.6. Could you give us some specific inputs on complex multimedia session handovers? Response: FMCA adopted IMS as the platform. MIH may need additional functions to support IMS, e.g., specific IEs for handling multimedia sessions, functions to support (re-)negotiation between networks, synchronization and coordination between networks. 

1.1.7. Slide 11, bullet 2, 802.21 needs specific IEs to respond to higher layers requirements in handing over complex multimedia sessions. Any specific example? A: Mapping IMS requests to QoS is one example. We may need to include that in this standard. We may need a QoS matrix to map the QoS in different access networks.
1.1.8. If we put some deadline for the MIIS Server to respond to the MIIS query, does it make sense? A: We may need to understand the information retrieval and handover delay.

1.1.9. Do we presume the client has the ability to generate it location information as part of the IS query? Or do we need to accommodate the case that the client does not know where it is then the network has to resolve that query? A: There are various location-based technologies to solve that problem.

1.1.10. The key points and proposed joint work items are as follows:
1.1.10.1. Key Usage models / Handover Scenarios
1.1.10.2. Information Elements

1.1.10.3. Handling QoS during handovers (w.r.t IMS)
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