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IEEE P802
Media Independent Handover Services

Tentative Minutes of the IEEE P802.21 Working Group

September 21, 2005

Hyatt Regency Orange County, Garden Grove, CA, USA

Chair: Ajay Rajkumar
Vice Chair: Michael Glenn Williams

Secretary: Xiaoyu Liu

Third Day Meetings: Harbor Room; Wednesday, September 21, 2005

1. Meeting Called to Order by Ajay Rajkumar at 8:20AM

1.1. Agenda Update (21-05-0355-02-0000-session10_agenda.doc)

1.1.1. Joint session with IEEE 802.11 TGu in the afternoon (4:30PM-5:30PM); L2 requirements for 802.11 would be presented.  

1.1.2. Comment Resolution on the current draft. Technical contributions would be presented when the group resolves the corresponding comments.

1.1.3. No objection to the changed agenda.

2. Proposal Presentations

2.1. 802.21 IS using XML/RDF Technologies (21-05-0347-00-0000-XML_IS_Introduction.doc, presented by Yoshihiro Ohba, Toshiba)

2.1.1. Comment: .21 Information Service comes up with IEs and transport mechanisms. It could be implemented and represented in multiple ways.  The presented document is very detailed. Should .21 cover this? How far should .21 go regarding this? 

2.1.2. Comment: We cannot standardize a database. Somebody may want to implement the IS in a different way. If people are enforced to use a specific schema, adoption of the standard might be restricted. 

2.1.3. Chair: Three issues: 1) whether a particular format of query is required; 2) whether it adds additional requirements; 3) whether the implementation of IE is required? The thing that the proposal addressed is ‘easy and extensible’, but we do not know whether it requires more resources. Response: About the implementation, XML is popular. The transport overhead is still under study. Chair: If it is still under study, the group should defer this issue until it becomes clear. 

2.1.4. Comment: We probably need some flexibility. Standard should not restrict the implementation of IS. 

2.1.5. Comment: Some way of query should be standardized, one as base, others optional. 

2.1.6. Comment: 802.16g defines the IE in TLV format. Specific query and schema could be left for specific implementations. Comment: Most IETF mobility related protocols use the TLV format for coding, instead of ASN.1 or XML. 

2.1.7. Comment: XML/RDF has the advantage of human readability, but we do need good reason for such human readability because it might consume more resources. IE may go over air interfaces, so we should not make IS bigger.

2.2. Straw Polls

2.2.1. Should TLV be the mandatory format for representing the Information Elements? For: 15

2.2.2. Should ASN.1 be the mandatory format for representing the Information Elements?  For: 1

2.2.3. Should XML be the mandatory format for representing the Information Elements?  For: 6

2.2.4. How many participants who do not have any preference for the representation format? Floor: 12 

2.2.5. Chair: The WG would move forward with one mandatory format for IE representation. We would change the draft accordingly.

2.3. Break from 10:25AM to 11:00AM

3. Comment Resolution (D00-02_MasterFileNew.USR)

3.1. Resolution of Comment #7 - #17

3.2. Recess for lunch at 12:10PM
3.3. Meeting called to order at 1:30PM

3.4. Resolution of Comment #18 - #75

3.5. Comment #76 & #77, Eric Njedjou presented the proposal related to these two comments: 21-05-0372-00-0000-FT_contribution_to_Draft_Initial_Standard_model.ppt

3.5.1. Chair: Provide additional or changed texts of specific sections in the draft and resubmit the proposal.  

3.5.2. No resolution of these two comments.

3.6. Break from 3:35PM to 4:00PM

3.7. Skip the comment #78 - #90 due to the absence of proposers

3.8. Resolution of Comment #91 - #93

3.9. Comment #94, Wolfgang Groting presented the related proposal: 21-05-0369-00-0000-Packet_Header_Format_final.ppt

3.9.1. Comment: Suggest that we fix SAPs and primitives first, and then go to these detailed fields and bits. Come back again later on. Response: That is fine.

3.9.2. Comment: Suggest clarifying the implications of transaction ID, source identifiers, etc. and proposing something more.

3.9.3. Comment: General comment on the header, we still do not yet clarify what should be included in the header. 

3.9.4. Wolfgang: Work on this proposal in more details and come back later. 

3.9.5. Chair: The comment would be resolved later.

3.10. Resolution of Comment #94 - #100

3.11. Chairs updated the master commentary file taking the resolutions of the comments.

3.12. Recess at 4:55PM

4. IEEE 802.21 and 802.11TGu Joint Session 

4.1. Meeting called to order at 4:55PM by Ajay Rajkumar, Chair of IEEE 802.21, and Stephen McCann, Chair of IEEE 802.11 TGu

4.2. Vivek Gupta presented a brief 802.21 tutorial.

4.3. Requirements and Suggested Amendments for IEEE 802.11 (21-05-0350-02-0000-Req_Amendments_802_11.doc, presented by Vivek Gupta, Intel)

4.3.1. Stephen: Suggestion that 802.21 and 802.11u establish a joint Ad Hoc teleconference to address this issue. Floor: No objection.

4.3.2. Stephen: Suggestion that 802.21 and 802.11u have a four-hour joint session in November plenary meetings so that the joint work would be done on a more formal basis. TGu would take a look at this requirement document in details.

4.3.3. Michael: Consideration of the timing of the requirements? Stephen: TGu CFP may be issued at the end of Nov. meetings. So the timing is ok. TGu would have enough time in November meetings to address .21 issues which are important to TGu. 

4.3.4. Michael: Does the proposal that accounting info is included in Beacon become one of the requirements of .11u? Stephen: Have not dropped it. 

4.3.5. Stephen: 802.11 would have an official liaison to .21. 

4.4. Joint session was adjourned at 5:30PM

5. Fourth day meetings on Thursday, 8:00AM

6. Attendees

6.1. Attendees (1 or 2 credits towards voting rights today)































Minutes
page 3
Xiaoyu Liu


