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Minutes for MBS SWG ad-hoc #99 conference call
1.     Opening of the session (16:00 CET)
As agreed at SA4#97:
	March 16, 2018 (MBMSSWG telco on FS_MBMS_IoT) 4pm-6pm CET  Expway Host
	·         Consider technical input contributions toward addressing the study item objectives and agree on pCRs to TR 26.850
o   Solution for simplified service announcement
o   Resolve the points “still under consideration” in TR 26.850
Submission deadline March 14, 2018, 23:59 CET


Tdoc list at
https://docs.google.com/document/d/1fxR8-yC77SvoGdAeCTFjCROHAI5r8eYgIvfkucdwkNM/edit?usp=sharing
Participants: Frédéric Gabin (SA4 MBS chairman), Tuan Tran (Expway), Cédric Thiénot (Expway), Ed O’Leary (Rogers), Jean-Marc Guyot (Enesys), Charles Lo (Qualcomm), Paul Szucs (Sony), Paolo Usaï (MCC).
Frédéric acted as secretary.
2.     Approval of the agenda and registration of documents                              
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Approved.

Tdoc allocation agreed.
3.     Reports and liaisons from other groups                                                     

4.     FS_MBMS_IoT (MBMS User Services for IoT)
	S4-AHI778
	PseudoCR - ASN.1 binary format for reception report message
	Expway
	#99
	4
	


Tuan presented the document.
Charles: is it a schema or a definition/format ? or PER definition ?
Tuan: this is just a definition of various options.
Charles: please change to definition and add PER.
Tuan: yes.
Charles: this is a specific example of RaC RR. This can be clarified. Star is also acceptable. i.e. for the RAck-IoT type reception report message.
Tuan:yes
[Discussion on ASN.1 character encoding format e.g. ANSI, UTF-8 etc.]
Charles: 2nd line wording improvement of english language
[changes were performed online and the online version was agreeable].
Agreed to remove editor’s note.
The document is noted and we expect a revised version at SA4#98.
	S4-AHI779
	PseudoCR - ASN.1 binary FDT instance format
	Expway
	#99
	4
	


Tuan presented the document.
Tuan: cache control is still missing and will be added as it is applicable to the high end profile.
Charles: same comments apply on format -> definition.
Tuan: yes.
Charles: spelling mistake: sufficient.
Tuan: yes.
Charles: could you give an example instantiation of ASN.1 as we’re not familiar with it in SA4 ?
Tuan: you can produce different types.
Jean-Marc: it is binary so would require a table.
Charles: so this will come out as a bit sequence ?
Tuan: yes.
Frédéric: is Expire an integer or a string ?
Tuan: an integer.
Frédéric: how do I read the integer ?
Tuan: will be worked on during normative phase.
JM: also need to remove ambiguities like BE, LE etc.
Charles: back to encoding example. How do I delimit parameters ?
[discussion on the format]
The document is noted and we expect a revised version at SA4#98.
	S4-AHI780
	PseudoCR - Solution for service announcement procedures
	Expway
	#99
	4
	


Tuan presented the document.
Frédéric: “should”s shall be removed
Charles: what about may ?
Frédéric: tolerated by edithelp
Paolo: avoid may, should and shall.
Paolo: the TR will not be propagated to the next release. Is it the intention ?
Cédric: yes.
Paolo: it will produce recommendations for the future normative work only.
Cédric: yes.
Charles: 7.X.1 ptp is not a good name to use. Comes from 26.346 according to OMA Push OTA definitions.
Tuan: agree.
Charles: add a clarification that for BC schedule information for unplanned data.
Tuan: ok to clarify.
Charles: X.2 suggest you write: a USBD fragment contains only one instance of the USD.
Tuan: yes.
Charles: metadata enveloppe is xml in 26.346. Here we want to encode in binary. Plz clarify its binary.
Tuan: yes, all binary.
Charles: ADP are optional. unsure MPD init is NO. Should be kept optional. E.g. water meters don’t need DASH content but maybe devices in the home for consumers do.
Tuan: let’s put a note in the scope of the TR. If IOT device has normal UE capabilities, the profile is not applicable.Would change too many things.
Charles: understand we have no binary format for MPD and we don’t want to mix. LEt’s further check offline.
Charles: after 7X-1-1, are you referring to referencing and embedding modes.
Cédric: the proposal is to extend the enveloppe and use only one of it to contain everything.
Charles: please clarify in a revised version.
Tuan: we will clarify we refer to the embedded mode.
Charles: in the first table. All attributes and elements are listed. The ADPD description URI is optional. Why not mandatory ?
Tuan: we can force it to be mandatory it’s ok.
Charles: is that optional for support or for use ?
Tuan: from SP pov
Fred: it’s usage
Charles: may be ok. Need more thinking.
Charles: note 1: forces the device to detect duplicate version of a fragment ? You may use the schema version ? Is it an issue ? maybe ok…
Charles: in the next table with schedule description fragments. session schedule is M. File schedule is O. More likely to push sw updates. session schedule is mandatory because we think DASH over MBMS in the non IOT case. Here it’s not the primary use case. make session schedule O and file schedule M.
JM: about the versioning. It looks like we need to be careful with ASN.1. Once published it’s hard to change.
Tuan: some said it is possible to make it extensible.
Frédéric: may in 3GPP know ASN.1 so better ask them to make it extensible. Could be added in the TR as a recommendation.
The document is noted and we expect a revised version at SA4#98.
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Was presented by Charles.
Frédéric: please refrain from using shoulds.
Tuan: on option 4 add a “:”.
The document is noted and we expect a revised version at SA4#98.
	S4-AHI781
	PseudoCR - Editorial changes in TR 26.850
	Expway
	#99
	4
	


Tuan presented the document.
Frederic: some changes are not just editorial.
Tuan: yes true.
Charles: table 6.1-1 still concerned with ptp push bearer. it’s not the one from 26.346.
Tuan: need to be consistent with MBMS TS. Better to put a note to clarify i.e. it’s a unicast connection.
Charles: a lot of may language that should be fixed offline.
Charles: about cache control. Why do you think it’s not needed.
Tuan: because we’re not clear on the need and cost for low end devices.
Charles: probably little too strong. Would like to leave it open to be considered. It might be useful in some cases.
Tuan: ok.
Charles: we can help to get clause and table numbers correct in line with my own pCR.
The document is noted and we expect a revised version at SA4#98.
Paolo: authors of pCRs are invited to using the CR form and to take the latest version of the TR and TS in question (as available on the 3gpp website - 1.1.0 in that case). Then it is clear for the editor what are the changes compared to what was agreed.
5. 
Review of the future work plan                  
Next meeting at SA4#98.
                     

6. 
Any Other Business                        
None.                                                                        

7. 
Close of the session (17:58 CET)
The chairman thanked the participants and contributors and closed the call.
�	M. Frédéric Gabin
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