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Introduction

This contribution is in response to the SB #1 comments.
Response Comments
· #193, 338, 502 (Deferred -> action item if needed)
=>’21-07-0316-01-0000-MIH_Capability_Discovery’ shall be discussed in Nov.
· #483 (Rejected)
 =>Editorial comment but require text proposal
       =>Not clear why we need to state transport protocol options? 
            Since L3 discovery is outside the scope, then we have only L2 in this draft.
· #573 (Accepted)
=> Most likely editorial
· #90, 339,441,648 (Accepted)

=> 21-07-0317-01-0000-SYSTEM_INFORMATION_IE.doc
     (Under discussion, shall post it out soon)
· # 607 (Rejected)
=> If there’s even one scenario, we should support it since it is optional.

For example, IEEE 802.16 BS provides this ‘IP renewal’ information to the MS when the MS performs registration because BS can have that information through the exchange of backbone messages.  (See 11.7.17 ‘SKIP-ADDR-ACQUISITION’ in IEEE 802.16e standard)

· #423 (Accepted)

=>Adopt the proposed remedies.

=>Add IP configuration method to Net_HO_Candidate_Query.response (page 106 section 7.4.19.3) as an optional parameter, along with any corresponding optional server address.
· #415,416 (Rejected)
=> We had the same comment last time.
The usage of the status information is to reduce the size of HO messages.
When an MN sends current IP related information in MIH_MN_HO_Candidate_Query request, network can configure if the MN will have the same information as it has or not. If the MN does not need to change the current IP information, network would not send any other IP configuration information (e.g. Server Address, etc) within the HO response message but it will notify the MN could use the same information (i.e. Bit4, page 190) by using the status.

· #417,418,447 (Accepted)
=>21-07-xxxx-00-0000-IP_CONFIG_INFORMATION_LIST.doc
    (Under discussion, shall post it out soon)

· #414 (Rejected)
=> The intention of the text is for the possibility as the following action. Since IP related information does not guarantee to acquire the exact IP address which will be used in target, there might be another following action to take advantage of the obtained IP related information. There’s no harm to mention this, likely behavior since it apparently states ‘MAY’ to indicate one of optional actions.
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