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IEEE 802.21
Media Independent Handover Services

802.21 Teleconference Meeting Minutes 
Teleconference Hosted by: Vivek Gupta
Minutes taken by: Vivek Gupta

Date: February, 27th, 2007, 9:00AM-11:00AM ET

1. Meeting Opened by Vivek Gupta 

1.1. Roll Call

1.2. Vivek went through the agenda sent on the reflector
1] Review the current 802.21 PAR as per the document:
http://www.ieee802.org/21/doctree/2007-03_meeting_docs/802_21_PAR_Revision_01.doc
2] LB_1c Update. Please refer to the following document.
http://www.ieee802.org/21/doctree/2007-03_meeting_docs/21-07-0084-00-0000-LB_1c_Comment_Summary.ppt
3] Update from 802.21 ad hoc in Santa Clara in February. Please refer to following documents:

http://www.ieee802.org/21/doctree/2007-03_meeting_docs/AdHoc_Feb07/21-07-0073-00-0000-MIH-Protocol-Issues.ppt
http://www.ieee802.org/21/doctree/2007-03_meeting_docs/AdHoc_Feb07/21-07-0074-01-0000-Information_Elements_Update.ppt
2. Discussion on 802.21 PAR extension: 

2.1. It was initially understood that the 802.21 PAR is going to expire in November 2007. As such since the WG would not be able to complete the current P802.21 project within that timeframe, an extension would be required. The current PAR was updated and the group went through the PAR form. It was mentioned that currently PAR forms are available in electronic form and that they now need to be filed electronically.

2.2. However at the end of the discussion it was mentioned that the 802.21 PAR was approved by NesCom on Feb 27th 2004 and that the current PAR is approved until December 31, 2008. Please refer to the below link. The group felt that this timeline is achievable and as such there is no need to file for a PAR extension in the near term.   http://standards.ieee.org/board/nes/projects/802-21.pdf
3. There was a brief status update on the results of LB Recirculation 1c and submitted comments. The consolidated Commentray file has been posted on the server. A total of 471 comments were received of which 237 of in section-7. Given the large concentration of comments related to primitives in section-7, it was mentioned that the next teleconference would be used in going over some of the comments in section 7.
4. Discussion on 802.21 ad hoc in Santa Clara and key learnings: Please refer to the following contributions. http://www.ieee802.org/21/doctree/2007-03_meeting_docs/AdHoc_Feb07/21-07-0073-00-0000-MIH-Protocol-Issues.ppt  http://www.ieee802.org/21/doctree/2007-03_meeting_docs/AdHoc_Feb07/21-07-0074-01-0000-Information_Elements_Update.ppt
4.1. Alice presented the doc 21-07-0073 and covered MIH Protocol issues. 
4.1.1. Alice: There is a lot of text in section-8 that needs to be better structured and cleaned up. Clarifications were required if MIH capability discovery was part of basic MIH protocol operation. The MIH Protocol IDs also need further investigations.
4.1.2. Qiaobing: The MIHF IDs need to be part of MIHF protocol. This may be required to be mentioned upfront in section-8.
4.1.3. Alice: The section 8 needs to be restructured. The ad hoc group spent a lot of time discussing this and came up with a proposed outline as mentioned in the slide set (slides 2-5) and also in the LB_1c comments. Also the basic protocol operation and different MIHF protocol messages and their TLV representation needs clarifications.

4.1.4. Ajay: In the MIHF protocol messages sometimes the same Type of parameter appears multiple times in the same primitive. Since the Type value is common for multiple parameters the order of the parameters needs to be clarified so that it can be distinguished which parameter comes in which order. Comments have been filed to this effect. 

4.1.5. Qiaobing: The TLVs need to be further clarified. We need to clarify the range and valid values for different parameters. The parameter Type and its values in different messages should be clear.
4.2. Vivek presented the doc 21-07-0074 and covered issues related to Information Elements (IEs) and those arising from joint discussion with 802.11u.
4.2.1. Vivek: There were issues related to IE extensibility and the group decided to consolidate the range of IE name space and come up with a consolidated range of IEs for other SDOs. Remove the specific range allocated for IETF and other 802 SDOs.
4.2.2. Vivek: Network Security related IEs were discussed in the ad hoc and the group felt that specific values of Cipher suites and Authentication Methods were not going to be very helpful in making handover decisions. Instead it is probably going to be more beneficial to provide information on whether the network supports open authentication/support for HOKEY and may include information about NAT/VPN. 

4.2.3. Vivek: The joint meeting with TGu was focused on walking through a scenario showing the flow control between different network elements during initial discovery of 802.21 IS by an AP and the subsequent communication between STA, AP and 802.21 IS in the unauthenticated state. 

4.2.4. Stephen: There are difficulties in maintaining such a database. We may also need to provide some access control mechanisms such as DoS attacks, regulate rate control and length of queries in state-1. Please refer to 11-07-0267-00-000u-802-11u-bootstrap-with-802-21 for more details.
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