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	1


	21-06-0648-01-0000-Addition to section 5.5


	Ulises
	186
	Accepted
	No new functionality in the figure.

	2


	21-06-0627-00-0000_IEs

	Subir
	362

c.f. 345, 346
	Deferred
	Subir: Will take action to complete this deferred item. 

	3


	21-06-0657-00-0000_Additional_IEs

	Kentaru/Masahiro
	
	Rejected
	No action (not sure if part of LB, or just new submission). Could not find any comments in LB-1 related to this.

	4


	21-06-0658-00-0000_Retrieval_IEs_Reports
	Kentaru
	458, 459, 461, 463 all refer to same sections (6.3.7 & 8). Are they relevant?
	Rejected
	No action (not sure if part of LB, or just new submission). Could not find any comments in LB-1 related to this.

	5


	21-06-0609-00-0000-IS-Multihop-Scenario

	Subir/Yoshi et al
	330
	Accepted
	ACTION Vivek: Compare this to .16g relay
ACTION: Submit appendix text for ES & CS

	6


	21-06-606-01-0000_loc_info_over_tlv
	Kalyan
	413,663,675
	Rejected
	Action: Ulises to provide new text for the last part of the comment.

	7
	21-06-0598-01-0000-QoSProposal

	Ulises
	90,92 :Nada/Ulises/Reijo have a comment in LB-1
	Deferred
	Provide updated definitions with appropriate references from ITU/3GPP docs. Include an appendix section with mapping to 802.11 and 802.16. Specify any specific EVENTS that may be required to be added as well. Start a separate mail thread with interested folks to resolve issues.
What are the benefits of these parameters? Should they really be in MIH or can some other layer decide what to do about these? Add a use case showing how these parameters can be clearly used. Is this End to End QoS or just Access Network/Link-level QoS?


	8

	21-06-0608-00-0000-Link-Identifier
	Yoshi
	527, 626
	Accepted Modified
	Positive discussions with IETF (Bernard). Not clear how to handle hubs. Some PoAs may or may not have addresses. PoA address is mandatory.



	9
	21-06-0611-00-0000-MIH protocol section update
	Ronny
	250
	Accepted Modified
	The language is too strong in some cases. May need to change some "shalls" to "may".

Link layer may NOT regster by itself with MIH Functon in 6.4.1. MIH capabilities may be discovered by MN and or the Network (not just MN alone in 6.4.3)

What happens when any of the specified services are not available or fail for one reason or another?

Clarify operational characteristics. These services are invoked during system startup, during link switching etc.

	10

	21-05-0671-00-0000-802 21-FrameFormat

	Ulises
	No existing related comment in LB from Ulises. Refer to comment 752/756.
	Accepted Modified
	+Correct the TLV length encoding.

+Remove Number of Additional Header identifiers.
-Keep Length of variable header 

-Don’t need extra bits for distinguishing payload in Ack Rsp 

-Session ID is optional.

Make changes in draft



	11

	21-06-0498-02-0000-Resource_Reserve
	Guo Junxiang
	No existing related comment in LB #1.
	Rejected
	MIH_Handover_Complete.response should have information about whether handover was successful or not and so we don’t need another special event for this. Also since MIHF does Not reserve any resources it has no idea about what resources to free.
Add a flow diagram for handover fail case.



	12
	21-06-0500-02-0000-Network_select

	Guo Junxiang
	637
	Accepted
	Add another flow diagram for this. The ordering of choices may indicate priority for different networks.

	13
	21-06-0501-02-0000-Event_Register_ Amend

	Guo Junxiang
	No comment in LB #1
	Withdraw
	Need to come up with valid reason codes. 

	14

	21-06-0628-00-0000-Amendment about OldLinkAction parameter
	Guo Junxiang
	615
	Accepted
	Points out inconsistency between different primitives.

	15

	21-06-0629-00-0000-Amendment for MIH_Configure.response
	Guo Junxiang
	627
	Accepted
	

	16

	21-06-0630-01-0000-Proposal_for_Amendment_of_MIH_Scan

	Liu Yuan
	631
	Deferred
	Need clarification for RequestParameters. Update ScanResponseSets and clarify what they mean.
Use same network identifier for link type.

Scan not detected set may be useful?

	17

	21-06-0631-01-0000-Proposal_for_Amendment_of_Link_Going_Down
	Liu Yuan
	535
	Accepted Modified
	Remove:
Packet_Timeout, No_Broadcast. Explain NO Resources better (Which resources?)
LinkParameters Degrading (based on QoS parameters or link quality parameters)?

	18

	21-06-0632-00-0000-LinkType_for_MIH_Configure_Threshold and Event
	Guo Junxiang
	902
	Accepted
	Change the primitive definition and the protocol definition as well.

	19

	21-06-0634-00-0000-MIH-Capability-Discovery-Amendment
	Yan Peng
	822
	Rejected
	Not sure if this is really required.
For what scenarios (L3) do you really need this?

	20
	21-06-0635-00-0000-Link_commands_capability_Discovery
	Guo Junxiang
	No related comments in LB#1
	Accepted
	Make changes in draft

	21

	21-06-0636-00-0000-Resource-Prepare-Amendment
	Yan Peng
	846
	Rejected
	MIH handover Prepare needs more investigation.


	22
	21-06-0637-00-0000-MIH Capability Discovery

	Guo Junxiang
	No related comments in LB#1
	Deferred
	Don’t need additional link Type under MIH parameters for Capability Discovery. Commenter does feel this may be useful.

	23
	21-06-0675
	Srini
	352, 360, 378, 380, 403
	Deferred
	Change to structure of table w.r.t having references in Representation column seems acceptable.

Investigate using existing Networks IDs defined elsewhere (IANA). 
Investigate having a Network Subtype IE which can include all the network standard amendments. For example for 802.11, this would include (.a, .b, .e, .g, .i, .k, .n and so on). Doing it this way may allow us to delete certain other IEs such as IE_POA_MAC_TYPE, IE_POA_PHY_TYPE, etc.
Roaming partners (which operator is specified here?). 
For security specify cipher suites and authentication methods.
QoS: Investigate using media independent parameters such as delay, jitter etc. defined in (Ulises et al) QoS contribution.

Cost: Investigate QoS based cost??

	24
	21-06-0674
	Qiaobing
	339, 345
	Deferred
	Tries to organize IEs into tree structure.
Why should information be organized in tree structure only?

Yoshi has many issues and shall submit comments embedded within the original doc on the server. 
Add examples showing flexibility in queries.
IEs are being defined in terms of TLVs and they need to be defined in more generic form.
Harmonize with contribution #675:



	25
	21-06-0676, 
21-06-0641-01-0000-Command_service_flow.ppt
21-06-0642-02-0000-Information_service_flow.ppt

	Eunah
	482, 508, 514,515, 267
287, 289, 292, 293, 294, 295
473, 474, 475, 477

	Accepted
	Make appropriate changes in the draft.

	26
	21-06-677
	Vivek
	495
	Deferred
	What happens to MIH_Handover_Prepare?
These commands are still vague. The sequence of operation with these commands needs to be clearly described.

Update figure 30 as well(Ulises)
Refer to commands in table and show which are useful and which are not.

How a command should behave?



	27
	21-06-0678
	Yoshi
	460, 462
	Accepted
	Clarify that SPARQL is used only with schema based implementation.

Do we need a MIB for IEs?



