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 Comment Resolution Input for IEEE 802.21 D.71 Comment 643
1 Discussion on Comment 643
The current format for Network Type, as related in Table B-13, is not sufficiently granular to support real world implementations.  For example, 3GPP version 4 networks can contain selective features from version 6.  These features may be deployed by different carriers at different times and may be sufficient to differentiate which network a user will want to select.  As another example, a carrier may wish to deploy promotional features for a short time or only in one specific geographic area.  Permanently assigning a value for every possible permutation of feature sets and or short term deployments is likely to cause considerable administrative burden, restrict flexibility for the carriers, and potentially result in unreliable or incorrect data values.
2 Proposed Solution
Assign a single value per Network Type as a tag field for identifying a generic extension container message.  When this value is set, the user would look for and interpret a technology specific and/or carrier specific container for additional information about services/features available from that carrier and location.

In this suggested solution, the user MIHF would first look for the general network type (e.g. Link Type) and then Revision.  If the revision field indicated the value for an extension field, the user MIHF would then look at the generic extension container.  
The generic extension container would be of unfixed length and format, with the content and format provided by the supporting carrier.
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