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Introduction
This contribution addresses comments:

· 6037 (Link Detect issues)
In order to resolve this comment we have to consider two broader issues:

· link channels which are present in different forms in most links. 
· the symmetry or difference of link detect between network’s point of view and the mobile node’s point of view.

Proposed comment resolution

Accepted modified:

Change text to:

The link detect is generated when at least one exchange of transmissions at the link level between the two nodes completes successfully.

Additional Issues Resolved

The above resolution requires the following additional changes to be made.

Link Channels
Different PHY/MAC pairs have different channel implementations. Generally channels are either implemented as different physical channels in the PHY, or as logical channels in the MAC.  It is most ideal if the MIH user can view the services provided without having to be aware of the different channel models. As the .21 standard has reached the current maturity without having to include channels into the MIH primitive, it would be best to keep the channel abstraction between the MIHF and the Link.

Specific changes to the draft support link channels

The current primitives define the interface between MIH users and MIHF to be based on Link ID, which contains network type and a PoA identifier.

1. Issue 1: Who does the mapping between Link ID (MAC address(PoA)) and channel, the MIHF or the Link Primitive implementation? 
a. Resolution: The easiest path is to have the channel to PoA binding be remembered below the Link Primitive SAP. This means no changes to the Link Primitives or the MIH Primitives. It means that when the MIH User or MIHF receive link detect, they will receive it independent of the channel model. We can optionally add text to say that the Link Primitive SAP must supply link detect events for all channels of all types, regardless of the channel. For those channel models where the PoA identifier is the same on all channels, only one link detect need be reported.
2. Issue 2: Do relays count as a PoA? Should that relay be reported in the Link_Detected event?
a. Resolution: If relays cannot be used as PoA’s for mobile nodes or appear as a MN to a PoA, they should not cause link detected events. Optionally add text that says this.
Specific changes to support link detect symmetry issues

Depending on the specified semantics of link detect, this primitive may not be symmetrical across the link, for example if the PoA can hear the MN and not vice versa. Also, there might be reason for a MN to want link detect to be generated when other MN’s are in range. There might be reason for a PoA to want link detect for every MN within range.

1. Issue 1: Should link detect be required to be symmetric? That is if two nodes are within range of each other, should it be required that they both receive the link detect?
a. Resolution: In order to guarantee that both nodes have had the link detect primitive there would need to be some active exchange of transmissions between the nodes. This would rule out passive scanning methods from generating link detect. This would make link detect a higher level of indication of usefulness of the link. Add text to define that there has been at least one exchange of transmissions on the link between the two nodes before link detected is generated.
2. Issue 2: Should MN’s cause link detect to be generated between each other?
a. Propose that only if the two nodes exchange transmissions first will link detect be generated.

3. Issue 3: Should MN’s cause link detect to PoA’s?

a. Propose that only if the two nodes exchange transmissions first will link detect be generated.
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