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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
This conference call lasted for 2 hours and was attended by 8 delegates.

The purpose of the meeting was to deal with documents under the EMM-DDE work item that were postponed from the SA4#70 meeting.

These documents were split into three technical areas:

Transport Specific Signaling

· This aspect cannot be further progressed until MPEG have moved forward. It was noted that MPEG have liaised to SA4 with a status update.

Location Filtering

· An explanatory discussion paper was presented, along with a draft CR. The CR was postponed to the next conference call.

Partial File Delivery

· A use case document was presented, updated online and agreed. Two CRs were postponed without presentation.

DETAILED REPORT

1. Opening of the meeting: Tuesday September 18th, at 16:00 CEST
Eddy Hall (Qualcomm), MBS SWG chairman, welcomed the delegates and opened the MBS SWG meeting at 16:00 CEST.

2.
Approval of the agenda and registration of documents

S4-AHI312 Agenda for MBS SWG ad-hoc #18 on EMM-DDE was presented by the Chairman.

S4-AHI312 was agreed.
2. Reports/Liaisons from other groups/meetings
None.

3. Issues for immediate consideration
None.

5.
Download Delivery Enhancements
S4-AHI314 Draft CR 26.346-0254 rev 3 MBMS Profile for Transport Descriptor in MPD (Release 11) and S4-AHI315 Draft CR 26.247-0011 rev 2 Transport-Specific Signaling in MPD (Release 11)
Thomas gave an update that MPEG have sent an LS to SA4 to give the current status of the DASH corrigenda. This is not currently agreed but is processing.

Ozgur noted that S4-AHI314 and S4-AHI315 have not been submitted. Eddy confirmed that this is the case and that until MPEG have agreed their update, we cannot align our solution within 3GPP.

S4-AHI314, S4-AHI315 were postponed.

S4-AHI326 Usage Examples and Explanation of CR on Location Filtering was presented by Charles Lo

Ozgur - if filter description is included, is it mandatory to have a schedule description? Charles - Yes, as this provides the time/location information that contextualizes everything.

Eric - is the schema taken directly from OMA BCAST? Charles - yes, but is profiled to improve simplicity.

Ozgur - what is the motivation for recursive methodology? Charles - hopefully the examples offered will justify that.

Eric - how does a UE know its previous location? Charles - the UE may log cell ID information at, for example, 1 hour intervals.

Ozgur - does this example show recursiveness? Charles - very simple recursion, just two rules ANDed.
Ozgur - this is a "one shot", not recursion. Charles - it is a simple rule.

Eric - can you explain confidence level? Charles - maybe not time today, but I can give example. GPS gives confidence to be within certain radius. Eric - is it explained in BCAST spec? Charles - no.

S4-AHI326 was noted.

S4-AHI309 Draft CR 26.346-0265 Rev 2 Support for Location Filtering was presented by Charles Lo

Eric - add ref to MLP and BCAST. Charles - yes.

Eric - need to work on example.

Ozgur - would it make more sense to declare filter as child of schedule, rather than a peer? Given that it is mandatory to have the schedule... Charles - I will give this some thought.

S4-AHI309 was postponed.

S4-AHI324 EMM-DDE Use Case – HTTP Delivery of Partial Resources was presented by Eddy Hall

Ozgur - Intel have written a paper on this also. What actual spec changes do we expect here? Eddy - we want as soft a touch as possible. Ozgur - we agree that this is a useful feature.

There was significant discussion on how much or what Standards change would be needed to enable this. There was an opinion from the floor that the use case of having a HTTP server on a UE that makes the output of FLUTE available to a DASH client might be implementation specific. Charles proposed that we could go in the direction of normative specification of solution proposed in Doc-311 

- that the HTTP partial resource delivery method (and assuming no technical issues) is normative with the qualification that the download service receiver further acts as HTTP server from which the application, acting as HTTP client, fetches content)?

Ozgur - is the concept of the router included into the 3GPP architecture? I have found previously that it is not. Eddy - I am unsure and would prefer to remove the Use Case #2 at this stage whilst I check. I do not want to set any precedents at this point.

Ozgur & Eric - we do not want to mandate any normative statements at this stage.

Eddy - OK, I propose that we remove the requirements and working assumptions at this point then.

S4-AHI324 was updated into S4-AHI327
S4-AHI327 EMM-DDE Use Case – HTTP Delivery of Partial Resources was agreed.
6. 
New Work / New Work Items and Study Items  
7.
Review of the future work plan (next meeting dates, hosts)

8.
Any Other Business
The MBS report will be made available in S4-AHI328.
9. 
Close of meeting: Tuesday September 18th, at 18:00 CEST
Eddy Hall (Qualcomm), MBS SWG chairman, thanked the delegates and closed the MBS SWG meeting at 18:00 CEST.
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