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1 Comment #2004
Comment: “There is no definition of the level of reliability required for proper operation of the MIH protocol. The text says that there should be a "reliable" underlying transport or that the Acknowledgement service be used, but no specification for the level of reliability is given. How reliable must the underlying service be (i.e, what is the allowable undetected message loss rate)?”
Proposed Resolution by the commenter: “Specify a minimum reliability for the underlying transport that avoids the need for the Acknowledgement service.”
2 Discussion

Literature “Handover in DVB-H”, pp 105-130, Springer Berlin Heidelberg,  ISSN 1860-4862, provides that a known acceptable handover failure probability for inter-technology handovers is 2%. We can set a smaller value than 2% as the acceptable message loss rate for MIH. The commenter suggested to choose 0.1% or 0.01 %. It may be good to choose smaller number to be on the safer side about reliability.

3 Proposed Resolution

[1] Change Section 8.2.4.2 as follows:

8.2.4.2 Reliability
MIH protocol messages are delivered via media dependent transport. The MIH Function determines the transport reliability provided to the MIH user. However, the MIH user can provide its preference to the MIH Function. How the preference is communicated to the MIHF depends on the implementation and is outside the scope of this standard. If the MIHF uses unreliable transport and a reliable message delivery is required, the MIH protocol ACK operation is applied for transmitting the message. If the MIHF uses reliable transport, then the MIH protocol ACK operation should not be required for transmitting the message. 
MIH protocol messages are delivered via media dependent transport. To ensure proper operation, a reliable message delivery service is required. If the media dependent transport is unreliable, then the Acknowledgement Service shall be enabled, as specified in Clause 8.2.2. If the media dependent transport is reliable, then the Acknowledgement Service may be implemented.
A reliable media dependent transport is one which exhibits a message loss rate of less than 0.01%, 
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