IEEE C802.16maint-08/172r4

Project IEEE 802.16 Broadband Wireless Access Working Group <http://ieee802.0rg/16>
Title Resolve DSx and HO interfere issues
Date 2008-07-08
Submitted
Source(s) V0|ce_: 972-9-7403045 _ _
Lucy Pollak E-mail: lucy.pollak@altair-semi.com
Altair Semiconductor ecolban@nextwave.com
6 Haharash St. Hod Hasharon 45240,
Israel *<http://standards.ieee.org/faqgs/affiliationFAQ.htmI>
Erik Colban
Nextwave
Re: IEEE 802.16 Letter Ballot Recirculation #26d, on P802.16Rev2/D5, as per IEEE 802.16-08/029
Abstract The DSx transactions, which are not transparent and could not be continued on new serving BS
need to be terminated before HO. The proper termination mechanism is not present in the
specification. The DSx Transactions Update TLV sent by HO initiator will help to terminate
outstanding DSx transactions and provide Service Flow configuration synchronization between
all devices involved into HO process.
Purpose Discuss and adopt
. This document does not represent the agreed views of the IEEE 802.16 Working Group or any of its subgroups. It
Notice represents only the views of the participants listed in the “Source(s)” field above. It is offered as a basis for
discussion. It is not binding on the contributor(s), who reserve(s) the right to add, amend or withdraw material
contained herein.
| The contributor grants a free, irrevocable license to the IEEE to incorporate material contained in this contribution,
Release and any modifications thereof, in the creation of an IEEE Standards publication; to copyright in the IEEE’s name
any IEEE Standards publication even though it may include portions of this contribution; and at the IEEE’s sole
discretion to permit others to reproduce in whole or in part the resulting IEEE Standards publication. The
contributor also acknowledges and accepts that this contribution may be made public by IEEE 802.16.
The contributor is familiar with the IEEE-SA Patent Policy and Procedures:
Pat?nt <http://standards.ieee.org/guides/bylaws/sect6-7.html#6> and
Policy <http://standards.ieee.org/guides/opman/sect6.html#6.3>.

Further information is located at <http://standards.ieee.org/board/pat/pat-material.html> and
<http://standards.ieee.org/board/pat>.



http://ieee802.org/16
mailto:lucy.pollak@altair-semi.com
http://standards.ieee.org/faqs/affiliationFAQ.html
http://standards.ieee.org/guides/bylaws/sect6-7.html#6
http://standards.ieee.org/guides/opman/sect6.html#6.3
http://standards.ieee.org/board/pat/pat-material.html
http://standards.ieee.org/board/pat

IEEE C802.16maint-08/172r4

Resolve DSx and HO interfere issues
Lucy Pollak
Altair
Erik Colban
NextWave

Background

Handovers are not transparent DSx transactions, i.e., a transaction started at the serving BS cannot continue at
the target BS, even in the case of a full optimization handover process. First, the standard does not address any
synchronization of the transaction state between the serving and the target BS (although it does address many
other so-called dynamic state attributes). Secondly, the target BS manages its own resources and may not have
the same resources available as the serving BS. The current DSx transactions are not flexible enough to handle
such situations. Thirdly, messages sent by the MS or the serving BS may or may not be received by the other
party. Therefore, although a transaction may seem to be completed by one entity it may not be completed at the
other entity.

This synchronization problem will cause different problems. First, for DSA and DSD transactions, the BS and
the MS may end up with different lists of service flow in the Nominal state. In this a case, the compressed CID
update or seamless HO, which is based on the assumption that both devices have the same service flow list, can
not be used.

The other problem is that the DSC transaction completed at serving BS may be terminated at MS and vice
versa. This situation should be recovered when MS returns to normal operations with target BS. The proposed
recovery mechanism is the same already used for repetitive DSC-ACK lost rare case. In this case the SF
involved into DSC transaction has also different configuration in both devices. The spec today does not have
the mechanism to revert SF configuration after DSC-ACK was sent or received. This situation is resolved in
current spec by issuing DSD-REQ for such service flow, because there is not any other way to synchronize SF
settings.

Proposed Changes

The DSx transaction completion mechanism (similar to “DSx Ended” event processing) and DSx termination
mechanism (similar to DSX-RSP/ACK with erred confirmation code processing) is introduced to handle DSx
transaction during HO. Both mechanisms are already used by DSx SMs.

For each service flow belonging to an MS, the serving BS provides the DSC termination status over backbone.
The MS keeps the same status. In the CID Update Encodings TLV or the Compressed CID Update Encodings
TLV, the target BS includes the DSC transaction termination indication for each SF involved into DSC
transaction. This allows the MS to recover from SF synchronization problems.

Proposed Changes in 802.16Rev2/D5

[On page 415, Section “6.3.14.9 Service flow management”, add the new subsection at the end of the section:]
6.3.14.9.6 Service flow management during HO

The MS and BS should not start a DSA, DSC or DSD transaction if a HO has been initiated.

When the MS starts HO (sends a MOB HO-IND message with HO accept indication or attempts reentry to
another BS), all ongoing DSx transactions at the MS shall transit to the “End” state. When the serving BS
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receives the MOB_HO-IND with HO accept indication from the MS or is informed over the backbone about
MS attempt to execute HO to other BS, all ongoing DSx transactions at the serving BS shall transit to the “End”
state. At each device, a DSA or DSC transaction is considered to have successfully completed if the transition to
the “End” state occurred after the corresponding DSx-ACK message with a successful confirmation code was
sent or received, and the device shall update the state of the service flow accordingly. Otherwise the transaction
is considered to have been terminated, and the device shall revert the state of the service flow to the state before
the transaction begun. A DSD transaction is always successfully completed during HO, however, the MS shall
retain the service flow ID associated with a non-confirmed DSD transaction in case the serving BS did not
receive the DSD-REQ message from the MS and the serving BS initiates Seamless Handover or the target BS
uses the Compressed CID update TLV.

As a result of lost messages during HO, a DSx transaction may complete at one device and be terminated at the
other device. To prevent the service flow synchronization problems between MS and target BS, the serving BS
shall not use Seamless HO if there is an ongoing transaction and is assumed to inform the target BS over the
backbone about ongoing DSx transaction(s) terminated or completed just before HO. If the target BS receives
such information from the serving BS and one or more of the transactions is a DSA or DSD transaction, the
target BS should not use the Compressed CID update TLV (11.7.10.1) in RNG-RSP message and should use
the CID update TLV (11.7.10) instead. If one or more transaction in the received indication is a DSC
transaction, the target BS should use the DSC transaction termination indication TLV to inform the MS about
the completion or termination at the BS of that transaction.

If the MS discovers that there is some active or admitted service flow in the CID_update TLV or Compressed
CID update TLV that is unknown or deleted at the MS, the MS shall issue a DSD-REQ for this service flow. If
the CID update TLV does not contain some active or admitted service flow that is in use at the MS, the MS
shall delete this service flow internally.

If the MS discovers that the DSC transaction termination indication stored at the MS is different from such
indication received from the target BS for some specific service flow, the MS shall issue a DSD-REQ for this
service flow. The MS should ignore DSC transaction termination indications received from the target BS for
which it does not have any corresponding stored termination or completion information.

[On page 458, Section “6.3.22.2.8.1.6 Service flows settings”, add the new subsection at the end of the section:]
6.3.22.2.8.1.6.8 Service flows - dynamic context, connection involved in DSx

MS context with Serving BS: All DSx transactions are ended in accordance with rules defined in 6.3.14.9.6 and
become part of the static context.

MS context with Target BS: Only Service flow static configuration context is in use.

MS shall end (terminate or complete, in accordance with rules defined in 6.3.14.9.6) all service flow
modification activity to perform HO.

When the MS cancels HO and returns to normal operation with its previous serving BS or successfully
completes network reentry with its target BS, it may restart any terminated DSA or DSC transaction.

[On page 1205, section 11.7.10, apply the following changes:]
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11.7.10 CID Update Encodings field

The CID Update Encodings field provides a translation table that allows an MS to update its service flow and
connection information so that it may continue service after an HO to a new serving BS.

Name Type Length Value Scope
(1 byte)
CID_update 24 variable Compound REG-RSP

These TLV values shall appear in each CID Update TLV.

Name Type Length Value
(1 byte) (1 byte) (variable length)
New CID 24.1 2 New CID after HO to new BS
SFID 24.2 4 Service flow ID

The following TLV element may appear in a CID Update TLV.

Name Type Length Value
(1 byte) (variable length)
Connection Info 24.3 variable | If any of the service flow

parameters change, then those
service flow parameter encoding
TLVs that have changed will be
added. Connection Info is a
compound TLV value that
encapsulates the service flow
parameters that have changed for
the service. All the rules and
settings that apply to the
parameters when used in the
DSC-RSP message apply to the
contents encapsulated in this
TLV.

The following TLV shall be included if a DSC transaction for the SF was ongoing at the serving BS at the time
handover started.

Name Type Length Value
(1 byte) (1 byte) (variable length)
DSC transaction 24.4 1 0-successfully completed DSC

termination indication transaction

1-DSC transaction
unsuccessfully terminated
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11.7.10.1 Compressed CID Update Encodings field

The Compressed CID Update Encodings field provides a translation table that allows an MS to update its CID.
Only CIDs that have no parameter change can be translated by this TLV.

Name Type Length Value Scope
Compressed CID 25 variable | The first byte indicates the | REG-RSP
update length of the following

BITMAP in bytes. The n-th
bit, starting from the MSB
of the BITMAP is setto 1
when the n-th SFID is to be
updated to a new CID.
Where, the SFIDs are sorted
with increasing order. After
the BITMAP, a list of new
CID follows. The number
of new CID is equal to the
number of ones in the
BITMAP.

Optionally, a second and a
third bitmap, which are

always used together, may
be included. Each of them
has the same length as the

first bitmap.

The second bitmap
indicates if there was
ongoing DSC transaction at
the serving BS for the
specified SF at the time
handover started.

For each bit set to 1 in the
second bitmap the
corresponding bit in third
bitmap indicates:

0-successfully completed
DSC transaction

1-DSC transaction
unsuccessfully terminated
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