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Report of the PSM SWG meeting at SA4#38
6.1 Opening of the session: Monday 13 February, afternoon
The PSM SWG chairman Mr. Frédéric Gabin (NEC Technologies) opened the meeting and Mr. Per Fröjdh (Ericsson) was appointed secretary for this meeting.
6.2 Approval of the agenda and registration of documents

The chairman presented the revised agenda TD S4-060016 and document allocation in TD S4-060016R1, which were approved.
6.3 Reports/Liaisons from other groups/meetings

6.3.1 3GPP working groups

TD S4-050781 LS on Reference RAB Configurations for MBMS from TSG RAN WG2 was presented by the chairman. Mr. Thorsten Lohmar (Ericsson) questioned whether there are specific requirements for a download-and-play service, but pointed out that we can respond and refer to streaming bearers in this case. Moreover, the bitrates 52 and 72 kbps RAB for MTCH with 80 ms TTI seem strange. Why were they chosen? Also he pointed out that for download there is no need for lower bitrates than 64 kbps as we can multiplex services in time. The chairman and Mr. Olle Franceschi (Ericsson) also pointed out that for audio streaming services, bitrates in the range 24-48 kbps would be of use. The group concluded that for MBMS streaming conformance simple speech streaming with AMR at low bitrate would be good to test. It was also concluded that a RAB for 64 kbps is enough to test MBMS download services, that we don’t want to overload RAN5 with too many test cases, and that we should remove the unnecessary bitrates 52 and 72 kbps. The LS was noted. A draft response LS will be provided in TD S4-060089 and will be presented at SA4 plenary. 
TD S4-060011 LS on Handling several status codes in one response message from TSG SA WG3 was presented by the chairman. The chairman asked if anyone disagreed with the additions proposed by TSG SA WG3. No-one disagreed. Mr. Thorsten Lohmar prepared a CR in TD S4-060088 which was later presented under agenda item ‎6.4.1.1. Mr. Thorsten Lohmar also prepared a response LS to TSG SA WG3 in TD S4-060090 to be presented in the SA4 plenary. The LS in TD S4-060011 was noted.
TD S4-060090 Reply LS on Handling several status codes in one response message from TSG SA WG4 was presented by Mr. Thorsten Lohmar. It was postponed and will be presented in the SA4 plenary together with the CR in TD S4-060088.
6.3.2 Other groups
TD S4-060005 Liaison Statement on ISO/IEC 14496-20 (LASeR & SAF) from ISO/IEC JTC 1/SC 29/ WG 11 (MPEG) was presented by Mr. Alexandre Cotarmanac’h (Orange). It was agreed to be put the content of the analysis in TD S4-060086 containing an evaluation of the DIMS proposals with respect to the DIMS technical requirements.
TD S4-060027 LS on LASeR v1 and SVG Tiny 1.2 for DIMS from W3C SVG WG was presented by Mr. Ola Andersson (Ikivo). He pointed out that the LS is to be seen as “FYI” as the SVG WG is working on a more detailed LS. Mr. Olivier Avaro (Streamezzo) pointed out that the LS was controversial in the SVG WG and that the exact underlying details are still being discussed in the group. Mrs. Gaëlle Martin-Cocher (Streamezzo) also pointed out that more details are needed before SA4 can take this LS into account. Mr. Suresh Chitturi (Nokia) explained that member companies in SVG were concerned about incompatibilities with SVG Tiny 1.2 and felt the need to communicate this to SA4. The chairman concluded that there is no requirement to reply to the LS and the intention of the SVG WG is to send us more details. However, if we have a list of issues with respect to SVG Tiny 1.2 and LASeR available now, we should notify MPEG at this meeting. Further discussion was deferred until more details will be available. The LS was noted.
TD S4-060077 LS regarding RME and DIMS from OMA BAC-MAE was presented by Mr. Alastair Angwin (IBM, chairman of OMA BAC-MAE). The LS was a response to the LS from SA4 sent at SA4#37 (last meeting). OMA disagreed with the statement from SA4 that it intended to select a markup language. The reason was that OMA felt that their responsibility is to work on network agnostic parts. In the LS, OMA expressed its wish to host a conference call to settle any disagreements on the work split between OMA and SA4 regarding DIMS and RME. Mr. Olle Franceschi (Ericsson) and Mr. Kari Järvinen (Nokia, chairman of TSG SA WG4) pointed out that formally SA4 cannot call for a joint meeting. However, it is possible to invite interested companies to an informal conference call. In order to make progress at such a conference call, it would help if documents that could help the discussion were to be made public. The LS was postponed. 
PSM SWG decided later to revisit TD S4-060077 and Mr. Suresh Chitturi (Nokia) was asked to draft a response LS to OMA BAC-MAE in TD S4-060112. After that TD S4-060077 was noted.
6.4 Release-6 work and maintenance of other earlier releases 

6.4.1 Multimedia Broadcast and Multicast Service (MBMS)

6.4.1.1 Definition of MBMS user services, media codecs, formats and transport/application protocols using MBMS (SA4, SA1)

TD S4-060058 CR 26.346 0041 Sender Current Time (SCT) and Expected Residual Time (ERT) Header Fields (Rel-6) from Ericsson was presented by Mr. Thorsten Lohmar (Ericsson). The chairman asked what the consequences would be if the CR was not approved and urged the author to make it clear in the CR that it is important. Agreed.
TD S4-060059 CR  26.346 0042 FEC-OTI-FEC-Instance-ID support in MBMS (Rel-6) from Ericsson was presented by Mr. Thorsten Lohmar (Ericsson). Agreed.
TD S4-060064 CR 26.346 0043 Update of AMR-WB+ RFC reference (Rel-6) from Nokia was presented by Mr. Stephan Wenger (Nokia) who pointed out that he needs to update the CR header. Mr. Per Fröjdh (Ericsson) pointed out that the title of the references RFC was wrong. The group also felt that the “consequences if not improved” had to be revised. The CR was agreed with the proposed changes, which will be provided in TD S4-060103 which was agreed without review.
TD S4-060076 CR 26.346 0044 on Scalable MBMS multicast session joining and leaving (Rel-6) from Nokia was presented by Mr. Stephan Wenger (Nokia) who pointed out that the CR header will be updated. Mr. Thorsten Lohmar (Ericsson) pointed out that if operators don’t want to use overload protection, the provided text in CR is not helpful. The chairman pointed out that some editorial changes needed to be made. The CR was deferred to offline discussion. An updated CR will be provided in TD S4-060105, postponed to the SA4 plenary.
TD S4-060088 CR 26.346 0045 on Handling several status codes in one response message (Rel-6) from Ericsson was presented by Mr. Thorsten Lohmar (Ericsson). The group said that the CR looked good in general, but decided to allow some refinement to be made offline. An updated version in TD S4-060114 will be presented to the SA4 plenary. 

6.4.1.2 Finalisation of TR 26.946 (MBMS User Service Guidelines)

TD S4-060028 Miscellaneous proposals for TR 26.946 from Digital Fountain, BenQ and Ericsson was presented by Mr. Mark Watson (Digital Fountain). The content was agreed to be incorporated in the updated version of TR 26.914 in TD S4-060116, which is to be presented in the SA4 plenary.
TD S4-060029 Proposal for FEC simulation results to be included in TR 26.946 from Digital Fountain was presented by Mr. Mark Watson (Digital Fountain). Mr. Watson asked if the group wanted to remove the column for the ideal case in the tables. However, Mr. Thorsten Lohmar thought it wouldn’t hurt to keep the column. It was decided that the words “required” and “optional” after percentage numbers in the simulation conditions should be removed and that the Raptor column should be renames as MBMS FEC. The content of the document was agreed with updates to be incorporated in the updated version of TR 26.914 in TD S4-060116, which is to be presented in the SA4 plenary.
6.4.2 Other Release-6 issues

6.5 Release-7 work

6.5.1 Dynamic and interactive multimedia scenes (SA4)

- Schedule

TD S4-060839 Dynamic and Interactive Multimedia Scenes (DIMS) Schedule (Tentative) from PSM SWG was reviewed by the group. No decision was taken regarding the agreed provisional ad hoc meeting in April. Also it was proposed to have another ad hoc meeting early July 2006. The chairman was to provide an updated version of the schedule in TD S4-060113 for review during the SA4 plenary.

- Selection criteria
TD S4-060032 Proposed Selection Criteria for DIMS from Nokia was presented by Mr. Suresh Chitturi (Nokia). Mr. Alexandre Cotarmanac’h (Orange) pointed out that regarding compatibility, we should list which 3GPP technologies that should be considered. Mr. Olivier Avaro (Streamezzo) pointed out that the selection criteria are supposed to distinguish technologies that meet the requirements and that there is no need to iterate requirements in the selection criteria. Mr. Alastair Angwin (IBM) pointed out that the compatibility criteria were not specific enough, i.e. did they refer to user experience, authoring, network, etc. This needs to be specified. Also, how does extensibility apply? Mr. Suresh Chitturi pointed out that if you deliver existing SVG Tiny 1.2 content to a DIMS terminal, it should appear as if it was playing SVG Tiny 1.2. Mr Chitturi said that test content for SVG Tiny 1.1 is available that there will be test content available for SVG T 1.2 before our next meeting. Mr. Avaro pointed out that everyone in the room probably had a different understanding of what compatbiliy means and that the criteria therefore need to be very specific. He also said that it would be ok to state that DIMS should be able to import or convert SVG Tiny 1.2 content. Noted.
TD S4-060054 Selection criteria for DIMS/RME from Streamezzo was presented by Mrs. Gaëlle Martin-Cocher. Mr. Alastair Angwin (IBM) questioned the virtue of compression and its importance for selection. The criteria say that you shall support compression, but they don’t say that you shall use compression. Compression will be one of many factors, including battery life etc. Mr. Olle Franceschi (Ericsson) pointed out that error robustness seems not to have been included in the criteria so far. The group decided that it needs to be added. It was also pointed out that at the end all criteria will be balanced in order to make a judgement. Noted.
The chairman stated that neither proposal on selection criteria was detailed enough to make a complete document. Hence, it was decided to use them (S4-060032 and S4-060054) as input to a new merged document on top level architecture and selection criteria in TD S4-060083. The merged document should have the following outline:
· Top level architecture

· Selection criteria

· Requirements pass/fail

· Metrics definition

Mr. David Singer (Apple) volunteered to be the editor of TD S4-060083. It was decided to have a drafting session on Monday evening between 6pm and 8pm with emphasis to be inclusive. 
TD S4-060083 Top-level architecture and Selection Criteria for DIMS from Apple Computer Inc. was presented by Mr. David Singer (Apple) a first time without comments on Monday evening. At a second review on Tuesday after lunch there was a discussion. Regarding the architecture section, it was decided to add a system diagram. Two proposals with slightly different focus were presented, one from Mr. Edward Hall (Vodafone) and one from Mrs. Gaëlle Martin-Cocher (Streamezzo). Mr. Singer was asked to include a diagram based on the proposal from Vodafone. Regarding the section on selection criteria, Mr. Singer proposed to add a section on Industry acceptance, i.e. that a solution should be easily acceptable by other SDOs and industry fora. It was also decided to add bearer adaptation, i.e. that content preparation should be independent of transport mechanisms (particularly it should be independent of whether bearers are unicast and broadcast). Next, pruning of TD S4-060083 was discussed. Regarding re-usability, Mr. Singer wanted to remove the comment that DIMS should be a conforming SVG viewer including XML parsing. No agreement was reached on this comment. Mr. 
Per Fröjdh (Ericsson) pointed out that the group should focus on defining the best solution and that it is of less relevance whether a solution is defined by another accredited organisation or by 3GPP. Mr. Singer agreed, and added that we had a sentence on achieving maximum re-use of existing standards. The document was not agreed. An updated version was provided in TD S4-060087, which also should include the system diagram proposed by Mr. Edward Hall (Vodafone). 

TD S4-060087 Top-level architecture and Selection Criteria for DIMS from Apple Computer Inc. was presented by Mr. David Singer (Apple). The document was updated online and an updated version was made available in TD S4-060110 with SA4 PSM SWG as source. The update was agreed as a working assumption, although it contained statements which were explicitly not agreed by the group.

TD S4-060110 Top-level architecture and Selection Criteria for DIMS from SA4 PSM SWG was presented by Mr. David Singer (Apple). He wanted the group to clarify what the expected use of the document is and asked whether the proponents should inform the group how their proposals perform with respect to the criteria. Mr. Per Fröjdh (Ericsson) pointed out that the criteria are intended for selection between proposals and it should be the group and not individual proponents that use them to compare proposals. The chairman pointed out that if we have two fully specified proposals, and we have to choose between the two, then we have to assess the criteria in order to make a choice. Mr Suresh Chitturi (Nokia) proposed to remove the example in section 3.5.2 on terminal resource requirements referring to scripting. This resulted in a long discussion. Mr Alastair Angwin (IBM) pointed out that neither proposal uses scripting, such as AJAX, so the example is misleading and should be removed. Mrs. Gaëlle Martin-Cocher (Streamezzo) wanted to remove all examples, if this one had to be removed. Mr. Singer said that the examples could be divided into two categories and wanted to remove the example under discussion as well as the example in 3.2.1 on clipping, as they pick out specific technologies, whereas other examples may be helpful. Mr Angwin pointed out the paragraph about on CPU efficient implementation is not relevant when it comes to minimizing processing latency. In order to settle the arguments on examples, the discussion continued offline. Later is was agreed to remove the comment on minimizing processing latency and agreed to keep the examples in the document. The disagreed statements already identified in TD S4-060087 were revised once again. After some discussion, Mr. Singer proposed to rewrite the paragraph on confirming to SVG Tiny 1.2 such that it said that we would prefer systems which are able to take SVG Tiny 1.2 scenes and use them as a basis for DIMS presentation. Regarding the paragraph stating that we desire a client implementation to support documents conforming to XML 1.0 (or 1.1), Mr. Jean-Claude Dufourd (Streamezzo) pointed out that this has the character of a requirement, but it’s not in the DIMS technical requirements. Mr. Angwin pointed out that using XML or not is an architectural choice which should not be addressed by the selection criteria as it’s up to system design. Mr. Chitturi and Mr. Olle Franceschi (Ericsson) maintained their position to keep the ability to use XML as selection criteria, whereas Mr. Alexandre Cotarmanac'h (Orange) asked why it’s important. Mr. Chitturi said that this is important in order to be compatible with SVG and it will make it possible to use existing SVG content. This point could not be agreed. Regarding the paragraph referring to SVG Tiny 1.2 test suites, Mrs. Martin-Cocher did not want to refer to them as they are not ready yet and may include more than SVG documents. Mr. Cotarmanac’h, Mr. Franceschi and Mr. Chitturi wanted to keep this comment. Agreed to add “if appropriate” to resolve the issue. A new version will be available in TD S4-060118 to be presented in plenary. The document was agreed as a working assumption except for one statement (as indicated in the document). 
- Candidate description

TD S4-060031 MORE detailed proposal for DIMS from Nokia was presented by Mr. Suresh Chitturi (Nokia).  Mr. Alexandre Cotarmanac'h (Orange) requested more details on the tune-in mechanism in the case of a broadcast scenario of continuous media. Mr. Chitturi responded that they would provide a set of mechanisms that help a client to do this. Mr. Alastair Angwin (IBM) said that one key issue of the proposal is the list of active elements that the server can inform the client about, which resulted in a technical discussion to clarify synchronization issues. Mr. Angwin asked whether sending the list of active elements, is the same as sending the DOM tree. Mr. Chitturi responded that there is a degree of similarity and that they send a compressed version. Mr. Jean-Claude Dufourd (Streamezzo) mentioned that in section 8.2 (Resynchronization and Tune-in) there is not enough information to make interoperable implementations. Mr. Chitturi responded that this section is more descriptive and that they will provide technical details at the ad-hoc. Mrs. Gaëlle Martin-Cocher (Streamezzo) pointed out that Streamezzo has some concerns about the timing model and that MORE claims to be based on open standards when it is not clear what part of MORE is a standard already and what is specified in the MORE specification itself. Mr. Chitturi responded that they expect 3GPP to do some work on specifying DIMS according to the DIMS requirements, but the solutions would be based on open standards. Mr. Stephan Wenger (Nokia) pointed out that in the other DIMS proposals it’s not possible to make clear distinctions when some of the work is still under progress. Mr. Chitturi volunteered to make a list as a separate contribution specifying which parts of MORE that re-use 3GPP technology, what parts that are specified elsewhere and what 3GPP would need to define. In this context Mr. Imre Varga (Siemens) pointed out that it is not clear if MORE uses REX defined by W3C or if it proposes another technology. He would therefore welcome a list which would be useful to clarify this extra information. Mr. Angwin pointed out that when comparing the two solutions (LASeR/SAF and MORE), neither of them provides a complete end-to-end solution, so it will not be possible to just pick one them in any case. He concluded that more work will be needed and that there are issues with both proposals that need to be cleared and defined before any solution can be selected. Mr. Olle Franceschi (Ericsson) pointed out that both solutions need extra work. Mrs. Martin-Cocher agreed. She also said that if you want REX, then the proposal should focus on that and not mention alternative technologies. The above-mentioned list clarifying MORE will be provided in TD S4-060084. Mr David Singer (Apple) asked the proponents if they have an implementation. Mr. Chitturi responded that, yes that have one for the client, but they don’t have an end-to-end implementation. Noted.
TD S4-060024 LASeR analysis versus DIMS/RME requirements from Streamezzo, Bouygues, 3, France Telecom, KPN, Alcatel, ETRI, Telefonica was presented by Mrs. Gaëlle Martin-Cocher (Streamezzo). Mr. Suresh Chitturi (Nokia) asked what the example in the Annex explained and said that the proponents talk about progressive rendering when it seems to be about scene updates. Mr. Jean Claude Dufourd (Streamezzo) clarified that the way to do progressive rendering in LASeR is to break the scene into updates. Mr. Chitturi pointed out that this is more like streaming and that LASeR does not seem to be able to do progressive rendering as specified in the SVG specification. Mr. Alastair Angwin (IBM pointed out that the W3C specification of progressive rendering entails dividing the scene into pieces that you can process independently, and this is an area where LASeR tries to preserve the well-formedness of XML while defining progressive rendering. Mr. Chitturi responded that while the proponents claim to show how progressive rendering is solved, they show an example of streaming instead. Mr. Dufourd pointed out that in the SVG specification there is no way to test progressive rendering and said that maybe LASeR doesn’t do progressive rendering, but LASeR is well defined and you can make conformance tests of it. Mr. Chitturi said it’s good to be exact with the wording that describes technology in order to make it clear when the group compares with other solutions and the selection criteria. Mr. Stephan Wenger (Nokia) asked how a GIF image was transported in a broadcast scenario. Mrs. Gaëlle Martin-Cocher (Streamezzo) responded that you do it in the same way as you do for SVG. Mr. Olivier Avaro (Streamezzo) pointed out that you can also bundle (embed) it with LASeR in the SAF format. Mr. Wenger pointed that a better solution would be to have FLUTE in the picture, because when you have a megabyte-sized JPEG image and loose a packet in RFC 3640, then you need to have a strong protection mechanism. He continued to say that this is why they would like to use FLUTE. Mrs. Martin-Cocher pointed out that LASeR can be used with FLUTE and that you don’t have to use SAF, which is not part of LASeR and should be seen as an independent proposal. Mr. David Singer mentioned that both proposals (LASeR and MORE) can reference external media with URLs. Mr. Chitturi asked regarding section 2.2 about LASeR scene extensions what a simple solution for underlining text is. Mr. Dufourd responded that underlining text is not part of SVG Tiny today and it is specified in SVG Full and it was easier to make a specific solution in LASeR than using the SVG solution. Mr. Alexandre Cotarmanac’h (Orange) pointed out problems with extending SVG. Mr. Ola Andersson (Ikivo) pointed out that the proposal mentions both LASeR version 1 and 2 and asked which version that the proponents propose. Mrs. Martin-Cocher responded that the proposal is version 2, but that they also explain what’s in version 1 as version 2 is still under development. The chairman asked whether LASeR version 1 fulfills the DIMS requirements. Mr. Avaro responded that they think that version 1 fulfills the requirements and that they are confident that version 2 will be available for selection. Mr. Chitturi disagreed with the statement that version 1 satisfies the requirements. Mr. Wenger asked whether they should target version 1 or 2 of LASeR when they compare with MORE. Mrs. Martin-Cocher explained that it’s either version 1 plus enhancements or it’s version 2. Mr. Andersson iterated that his point is that there are two proposals in LASeR. Mr. Cotarmanac’h pointed out that LS from MPEG clearly stated which requirements version 1 and version 2 meet. Mr. Chitturi then wanted the proponents to clarify that version 1 does not fulfil all requirements. Mr. Cotarmanac’h stated that some DIMS requirements are not met by version LASeR version 1.
The chairman requested that both proponents explain what they propose in more detail by pointing out which parts refer standardised solutions and which parts are new. The clarifications will be provided in  TD S4-060084 by Nokia and in TD S4-060085 by Streamezzo.
TD S4-060025 SAF analysis versus DIMS/RME requirements from Streamezzo, Bouygues, 3, France Telecom, KPN, Alcatel, ETRI, Telefonica was presented by Mrs. Gaëlle Martin-Cocher (Streamezzo). Noted
TD S4-060055 SAF comparison to other format from Streamezzo was presented by Mrs. Gaëlle Martin-Cocher (Streamezzo) and Mr. Jean-Claude Dufourd (Streamezzo). Mr. Olle Franceschi (Ericsson) asked whether they suggested to remove the 3GP file format. Mr. Dufourd responded no. Mr. Franceschi then said that implementing SAF will then be an extra cost in addition to 3GP and it makes little sense to compare them side by side. Mr. Olivier Avaro (Streamezzo) pointed out that if you don’t use audio and video, but only SVG, then parsing of 3GP might be useful in Java. Mr. Chitturi asked why they would use 3GP in that case at all. Mr. Per Fröjdh (Ericsson) and Mr. David Singer (Apple) asked why they use the 3GP file format for dynamic multiplexing, when it is not intended to be used for that. They pointed out that RTP would be a solution. Mr. Fröjdh pointed out that they invented a hypothetical case by introducing new streams in moof boxes as this is not a standardized solution for a good reason. Mr. Avaro responded that they just want to do some objective comparisons and that it would be nice to set up a process where we can compare against use cases. Mr. Fröjdh and Mr. Stephan Wenger (Nokia) voiced concern about aggregation. Mr. Avaro pointed out that AVT in IETF had worked on it, but Mr. Wenger responded that only some people in AVT had look at it and the work was discontinued as it did not support the RTP model. Mr. Singer wanted it to be clear that LASeR and SAF are proposed independently, so that PSM can choose to use one without the other, if applicable. Mr. Alastair Angwin (IBM) pointed out that if you need to synchronize events, that would have implications on the delivery protocol. Mr. Wenger pointed out that the proposed solution is not compatible with the existing architecture. Mr. Singer requested to see more use cases and was not convinced that 3GPP should introduce a new aggregation format without careful thought. Further input on use cases and solution are welcome. Noted.
TD S4-060084 Additional Information on ‘MORE’ proposal for DIMS from Nokia was presented by Mr. Suresh Chitturi (Nokia). Mrs. Gaëlle Martin-Cocher (Streamezzo) asked where the scene extension is the in the diagram. Mr. Chitturi responded it’s currently not in MORE. Mr. Olivier Avaro (Streamezzo) asked whether the PSM group would be ok with SA4 developing a payload format or if this had to be done by the IETF. Mr. Olle Franceschi (Ericsson) said that, because of the timing issue of Release 7, we need to do such work in SA4. Mr. David Singer (Apple) agrees and said that we should be careful and send LS to IETF when such work takes place. There were questions on dates when the referred standards would be ready. Mr. Chitturi said that REX would be issued as Candidate Recommendation in April and that CDF (CDR) is already in Last call. Noted. The content will be included in TD S4-060086.
TD S4-060085 Clarification on the LASeR proposal from Streamezzo was presented by Mrs. Gaëlle Martin-Cocher (Streamezzo). Nokia pointed out that the document needs further clarification. It was also clarified that LASER version 2 is supposed to be ready in October 2006. Noted. Part of the content will be included into TD S4-060086. 
- Evaluation against requirements (800)
TD S4-060005 Liaison Statement on ISO/IEC 14496-20 (LASeR & SAF) from ISO/IEC JTC 1/SC 29/ WG 11 (MPEG) was presented again, this time by Mr. Alexandre Cotarmanac’h (Orange). The LS contains an analysis of MPEG where each requirement of DIMS is mapped to FDIS and/or Amd1 of ISO/IEC 14496-20. There was a discussion of points that were only covered by Amd 1 and a long discussion on what backward compatibility means. Mr. Ola Andersson (Ikivo) claimed that LASeR does not fulfil the requirement that DIMS should be backward compatible with existing 3GPP technologies, as LASeR version 1 cannot parse SVG in XML. There was a discussion of whether DIMS is a service and it was concluded that DIMS is not a service but a media type that is to be supported by other services. All codecs supported by DIMS should be specified by 3GPP specifications for services supporting DIMS, e.g. PSS, MMS and MBMS. Mr. David Singer (Apple) pointed out that it might be an idea to specify which should be mandated if a service supports DIMS. Mr. Per Fröjdh (Ericsson) pointed out that we have means to indicate capabilities via for instance UAProf and that it would be possible to signal codec support as is done for SMIL in PSS today. The PSM group concluded that there is nothing in LASeR that prevents the support of Release-6 media types (including xml) and that XML parsing is an option for DIMS.
TD S4-060024 LASeR analysis versus DIMS/RME requirements from Streamezzo, Bouygues, 3, France Telecom, KPN, Alcatel, ETRI, Telefonica was presented by Mrs. Gaëlle Martin-Cocher (Streamezzo). Noted. It might be referenced from TD S4-060086.
TD S4-060030 LASeR-SVG from Streamezzo was presented was by Mrs. Gaëlle Martin-Cocher (Streamezzo). The discussion was postponed until further details from SVG are available. See TD S4-060027 under agenda item ‎6.3.2. This document was noted.
TD S4-060033 MORE evaluation against DIMS Technical Requirements from Nokia was presented by Mr. Suresh Chitturi (Nokia). Mrs. Gaëlle Martin-Cocher (Streamezzo) asked whether MORE fulfils the requirement that it should be possible to set limits for the resources required by DIMS. Mr. Chitturi responded that this was the case, but it is not mandated. The chairman said it is a “should” requirement. Mr. David Singer (Apple) pointed out that it’s easy to answer how much bandwidth you allow, but not how much CPU power, and that this applies for any interactive system. Mr. Alastair Angwin (IBM) said that the problem with this sort of requirements is that it does not say how things are done. PSM concluded that neither proposal (LASeR/SAF or MORE) clearly meets the requirement in this regard. Streamezzo claimed that MORE does not support efficient compression for small graphics content. Mr. Chitturi said that they recommended not to use if for small content. There was no agreement in PSM on the need for compression of small graphics content. Mr. Alexandre Cotarmanac’h (Orange) asked whether MORE supported display of rectangular parts of an image or video. Mr. Chitturi responded that this is done by the clip attribute of SVG Full and that this should be part of the MORE proposal. Mrs Martin-Cocher then pointed out that MORE has no scene extensions. It was clarified that the intention was to have it in MORE and it will be implemented. It was further pointed out that the overall scene description needs to be able to express time relations between different scene elements and that there will also be timing information in the transport level that shall be used by the rendering system. The problem is how the scene updates are synchronized to the other parts of the scene (running video as an example). Agreed with updates and modifications and will be included in TD S4-060086 which will be an evaluation of DIMS proposals versus requirements. 
TD S4-060086 Proposals against DIMS requirements from PSM was presented by Mrs. Gaëlle Martin-Cocher (Streamezzo). Mr. Suresh Chitturi (Nokia) pointed out that the content of TD S4-060084 were supposed to be included in this document as well. They will be included in the revised version. Moreover, the table in TD S4-060086 should be split into three parts, one for each proposal. The chairman meant that LASeR plus SAF is one proposal, but Mrs. Martin-Cocher responded that they are independent. PSM concluded, however, that only the combination LASeR plus SAF has a possibility to fulfill the requirements. It was a long discussion on whether LASeR is more than proposal and it was pointed out that also MORE includes parts that are not definite. Mr. Chitturi said that it was not clear whether LASer fulfills the requirements on integration with uDOM. Mr. Alastair Angwin (IBM) pointed out that not all requirements, e.g. those on system integration in section 9 of the DIMS technical requirements, are covered in the table. Mr. Schitturi said that these were not in the scope of SA4. This should be made more clear. PSM drafted conclusions structured as below:
· Proposal 1: LASeR (14496-20 + Amd 1, except SAF) fulfills/does not fulfill the DIMS requirements apart from X
· Proposal 2: SAF (from 14496-20) fulfills/does not fulfill the DIMS requirements on X
· Proposal 3: MORE fulfills/does not fulfill the DIMS requirements.

where X corresponds to container and delivery format, transport mechanisms, forward transmission protocols and message formats. It was concluded that all proposals to DIMS include parts that are not fully specified to date and that the proposals include some freedom for 3GPP to choose and work on. An update will be provided in TD S4-060111 postponed to be presented for information in the SA4 plenary.
PSM concluded that the list of proposals to DIMS is hereby closed. It was clarified, though, that PSM will consider refinements and proposals in the respective frameworks.

6.5.2 MBMS User Service Extensions (SA4)
TD S4-060060 MBMS User Services on Interactive and/or Streaming Bearer Services: Use Cases and Requirements from Ericsson was presented by Mr. Thorsten Lohmar (Ericsson). Mr. Imre Varga (Siemens) pointed out that the contribution is a good start for a work item and gave a broad support without going into details. Mr. Lohmar clarified some use cases. Mr. Varga said that he basically agrees with the document, but thinks it would be good to discuss requirements. Section 2.1 was agreed. Regarding section 2.2 on use cases, Mr. Edward Hall (Vodafone) said that the use cases were excellent and they need to be solved. He also said that an additional use case would be that you may intend to have an MBMS user service, but you start by offering it on unicast bearers. Mr. Lohmar said that this was covered in the second use case (out of MBMS service area support). Some changes to the requirements in section 2.2 were done online to clarify their meaning. After that all of section 2.2 was agreed. The three use cases on delivery methods in section 2.3 were also agreed. Mr. Varga suggested to rename use cases into delivery scenarios or something similar as the term use cases is already used elsewhere. It was agreed to put the agreed content into a permanent document on MBMS User Service extensions: Use cases and Requirements with PSM as source. Mr. Lohmar will make the first version available in TD S4-060109. Proposals for further additions are welcome. TD S4-060060 was noted.
TD S4-060061 MBMS User Services on Interactive and/or Streaming Bearer Services: Proposal from Ericsson was presented by Mr. Thorsten Lohmar (Ericsson). After a brief discussion, bullet 1 was  agreed. Regarding bullet 2 it was clarified that it was IP unicast and not OTA-WSP. It was then agreed.  Bullet 3 was agreed, as MBMS streaming was designed to match PSS. Mr. Bill Ryan (Motorola) had concerns about complexity though. Regarding bullet 4 the chairman asked why FLUTE should not be used. Mr. Lohmar responded that the IP address is not known. Bullet 4 was agreed, as was bullet 5. The document was agreed with updates and PSM decided that it will also be included in the permanent document TD S4-060109 as a working assumption. Mr. Lohmar will provide an update at this meeting and also bring a more detailed proposal to the next meeting.
TD S4-060109 MS User Services Extensions: Use Cases, Requirements and Working Assumptions from PSM SWG was presented by Mr. Thorsten Lohmar (Ericsson). It was pointed out that the revision number should be changed to 0.1. An update will be provided in TD S4-060115, which was postponed to be presented at the SA4 plenary.

6.5.3 Other Release-7 issues

6.6 Postponed issues

6.7 Review of the future work plan (next meeting dates, hosts)

The next PSM meeting is scheduled for the next SA4 meeting in Dallas, 15-19 May 2006.
6.8 Any other business

The chairman thanked the delegates for the good progress during the meeting.
6.9 Close of the session: Wednesday 15 February, noon

The meeting closed at 13:00 on Wednesday 15th February 2006.
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6.18 Close of the session: Wednesday 15 February, noon
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