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· Opening remarks
The discussion will be focussed around high level bullet items in sections 2, 3, 4 and 5 of the Requirements document.
· Discussion on the Requirements Document:

Section 5 deals with reference models of protocol stacks and not with handover scenarios. The reference models for 802 based protocol stacks are not much different but the ones for cellular case is quite different. DJ Johnston presented protocol stacks in initial study phase of 802.21 which were quite good.

· Action Item: Peretz to present reference model for sections 5.1 and 5.2 in the Requirements document based on these initial contributions from DJ.

Why is Discovery included in Section 2 since it seems similar to triggers?

· We need L2 and L3 discovery mechanisms. Discovery is functional and triggers are conceptual.
· Triggers should enable network discovery

· Rename discovery to Network Discovery

· There is a case for supporting both pull and push model for Network Discovery. 
· Action Item: Michael to post his response on Network Discovery on the reflector

· How does a station decide whether to follow 802.11r or 802.21 specified mechanisms when roaming?

· The two cases are disjoint. In 802.11r the roaming is within an ESS whereas in 802.21 the roaming is across ESSs and across heterogeneous networks.

· But then how does the station decide which handoff mechanism to use in the case when one AP is within the ESS and another AP is outside the ESS? Intra- ESS handovers may also involve a subnet change.
· The handoff mechanisms pass all the information to higher layers (like Mobile IP) and then it is up to them to make a handover decision based on all the factors.

· Information or hints can be passed downstream as well to help with handovers. These were described as Interactions between L3 and L2 in an earlier presentation.
· Could not agree on QoS requirements in last meeting. QoS requirements may include admission control as well.
· Cost and Network Utilization should also be a high level bullet item. Change cost to User experience. Listing viable user experiences may also be a requirement.

· Listing application class is important. QoS Requirements can be different than speed of handover depending on application class. For example in handoffs involving real time or conversational class streams, minimizing jitter is more important than loss of few data packets.
· The first main heading in Section 2 of document can be identified as Seamless Handover. Seamless handover is a requirement and not an assumption.

· The main high level bullets in section 2 are

· Seamless Handover

· Application Class
· QoS

· Network Discovery

· Information Discovery

· Security

· Enforcement Policy (TBD)

· Power Management (TBD)

· Cost

· Link Utilization

· User experience

· Next teleconference in two weeks on June 29.

· Teleconference adjourned.
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