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· Opening remarks

The discussion will be focussed around high-level bullet items in sections 3, 4 and 5 of the Requirements document.

· Discussion on the Requirements Document:

The three key items under Section 3 are

a. Triggers and hints

b. Information base

c. Trigger transport

Another new concept is that of Layer 2.5. How does Layer 2.5 conflict with 3GPP and 3GPP2?

· 3GPP in SA1 has ongoing discussions on requirements for multi-network based UE. We may be able to introduce the concept of L2.5 across 802 family s there is an interest from LMSC.

Has there been any scientific research on triggers and hints?

· Different bearers have different characteristics and it may be difficult to preserve similar semantics across different bearer types.

· The IETF has specific requirements for triggers and several drafts etc. have been published clearly outlining the need for the same.

What is the responsibility of Layer 2.5? What are the services it provides?
· Layer 2.5 sits above the different MACs and is uniform across bearer types. Layer 2.5 can use inputs from Layer2 such as triggers, hints, access to information base, etc. and provide mobility based services to Layer 3 and above. Layer2.5 can also help in handover decision making. For example 802.1x, EAP over WLAN, etc. is a case of layer 2.5. In that sense it seems appropriate to envisage different network elements as client, network access, and deep network (corresponding to supplicant, authenticator and authenticator server in 802.1x).
· Maybe we should have a discussion on reflector about requirements for Layer 2.5.

Is Layer 2.5 mostly a client side feature?
· Layer 2.5 may not exist on network side. 
· Or it may have a similar structure as compared to 802.1x and may fit well with the three part architectural structure as provided by 802.1x for AAA services.

Is the title for section 3, still “Architectures”?
· We can rename it to “802.21 Architecture” or just “Handover architecture”.

The information base can have both static and dynamic types of information. It can support both a pull (using management frames etc.) and a push(beacons, etc.) type of model for information access.

· Where would such an information base exist?

· How will it provide information about AAA and other security related services?

Changes in section 3

· The group agreed to move the sub-section on coupling related bullets in Section 3 to section 4.

· The group agreed to move the sub-section under the heading <Peretz> to under the Information base.
· There is to be a new sub-section on L2.5. Include sub-section on interactions with other layers under L2.5.
· Combine the sub-section on triggers and trigger transport

· The sub-section on hints can be combined with that on Information base.

· Thus there are three main sub-sections under section 3, Architecture:

i. Layer 2.5

ii. Triggers

iii. Information base (static and dynamic)

We have consensus on most use cases in Section 4. Add the case for 2G as well here.
In the Portland meeting we shall probably spend a day on list of open issues and focus on getting the requirements document done.
· Action Items from this teleconference:

d. Vivek to finish minutes and update requirements document
e. Xiaoyu Liu to elaborate on interactions and hints

f. Pertez to provide further submissions for section 5
Teleconference adjourned.
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