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IEEE P802 

Media Independent Handover Services

Ad Hoc Meeting Minutes of the IEEE P802.21 Working Group
Date: Tuesday, October 30, 2007
Attendees: 

Vivek Gupta, Chair 

Ajay Rajkumar, Alcatel Lucent 

David Faucher, Alcatel Lucent

Beizhong Chen, Alcatel Lucent 

Juan Carlos Zuniga, InterDigital

Yoshihiro Ohba, Toshiba 

Alice Cheng, Telcordia Technologies

Subir Das, Telcordia Technologies  

Miriam Tauil, Telcordia Technologies 

George Bumiller, RIM 

Hong Yan Lach, Motorola

Opening remarks by Chair and Chair read all necessary 5 slides that are required by 802 LMSC.  Chair also reminded the IEEE-SA Patent policy and asked if there are any pending patents or new disclosures. 
There were discussions about how to address the comments. Suggestion was to address the critical comments and hash them out first. Chair mentioned about the plan. Ajay mentioned about having some quality discussions during the ad hoc meeting. 
Alice mentioned about the access tool that may help to export the comments in ‘My Ballot’ Excel format. However, others pointed out that there may be an issue to access the access tool. The decision was to export two columns in a blank Excel file. So WG will use the commentary tool for the time being. The only problem is that the commentary tool can not recognize some special characters. However, it was felt that the new tool may be very useful for post processing and WG may recommend it sometime in future. 
Comments resolution started with Yoshi’s comments from the commentary file 21-078-0340-02-0000_SB_Comments (Starting comment #215). The link_ID is Link_TUPLE_ID. Group discussed the purpose of link_actions and could not find a valid use case and thus decided not to accept it. Comment #204 generated some discussions. All of Yoshi’s comments except UIR are resolved. 
Alice’s comments were addressed next (Starting Comment # 441). Some are resolved and some are deferred. For example, comment on Define SYSTEM_PARAMETERS is deferred. The corresponding contribution is (21-07-0317-01-0000). 
Afternoon Session:
Started with Ajay’s comments (Comment # 435). Link_CONFIG-PARAM was discussed in length. Local event scan can be handled but the problem may occur for remote events. In page 182, link_parameter_REPORT has a new parameter of THRESHOLD_CROSSING and it should take care of it. The issue of multiple MIH Users vs. single User came up and Ajay will provide some texts to resolve this issue. 
Comment #433 was discussed and David Faucher will provide some texts to resolve the multiple users’ issue. Issue #424 was also discussed in length and a resolution was made as follows:

“Add ‘LinkMACs’ and ‘MbbHandoverSupport’ to ‘MIH_Capability_Discover.request’ and indication primitives. Make request, response and indication messages consistent (also the Optional parameters).”
Comment # 407; MN_HO_Commit was discussed and the resolution was: 

This is a local primitive only however the text indicates that MN_HO_XX for MN to network. Following are the issues:
- Need a request and confirm only.
- MIHF Identifier is missing for the remote case (only local value of MIHF Id is specified)
- Don’t need Indication and Response primitives
- The functionality of informing the remote side of handover completion/commitment can be accomplished with MN_HO_Complete
However, it was decided that this will be discussed with the members that have originally worked on these primitives. Towards that Chair has initiated an email thread on this issue. 
Comment #410: Net_HO_Commit was discussed. JC and David will work on the text and bring it tomorrow for further discussions.

Comment #387 was also discussed and the following is the resolution:
“Include "Resource Retention" only when the message is sent in the direction from the original to target PoS. This means that it should be in the request/indication when this message is originated from the original PoS and should be in the response/confirm when originated from the target PoS. Add a separate ResourceRetentionRequest and ResourceRetentionStatus  fields in both of these primitives.”
Date: Tuesday, October 31, 2007

Started with Kwak, Joseph (Comment #637). There were some discussions about QoS mapping and how it will be done. It was decided that interested folks should talk to Nada Golmie during Atlanta meeting to understand it better and resolve it accordingly. The contributions 21-07-0375-  was considered as the base document for resolving all these comments. 
Next set of comments were from Peretz Feder (Comment # 459). They are discussed and resolved. 
Next set of comments were from Juan Carlos Zuniga (Comment # 279). Contribution  21-07-0320-00- was discussed but Target POA is not deleted. However, it was felt that this needs to be further discussed and thus deferred.  
Next set of comments were from Marian Rudolf (Comment # 516). Contribution 21-07-0322-00- was discussed. Some of them are accepted, accepted-modified, deferred and rejected. 

Next set of comments were from Clint Chaplin (Comment # 580). 21-07-0302- and 21-07-0372 are discussed related to State Diagram comment. Issue lists are created and it was decided to contact the commenter to resolve the encoding and  state diagram issues. Miriam has started an email thread on this. Others comments were discussed and resolved. 
 

Next set of comments were from Marc Emmelmann (Comment # 27). Resolution of Comment #40 was to assign it to Peretz and Juan Carlos. They will come up with the new diagrams for Figure 9 and 10. 
The meeting was adjourned at 4 pm. All the resolved comments can be found at Sponsor Ballot folder in 802.21 WG web site and the file name is 21-07-0340-03-0000_SB_Comments.USR. 
The next meeting is in Atlanta Plenary meeting, Nov 12-16, 2007. 
Minutes
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