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Executive Summary

The SWG reviewed editorial CRs to TS 26.522, a cover presentation of TS 26.522 for SA plenary and the summary of 5G_RTP WI. The summary of 5GRTP was endorsed and TS 26.522 v 0.4.0 was agreed; both documents to be sent to SA plenary for approval.   

5. Real-Time Communications (RTC) SWG Opening of the Call
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5.1 Opening of the session and registration of documents
Saba Ahsan (Nokia, SA4 RTC SWG chair) opened the session on February 21, 2024, at 16:00 CET. 

Liangping and Simon Gunkel volunteered to take minutes on the conference call. The chair also requested the participants to add their names to the attendance list at the end of the online minutes.

Online minutes for the meeting: 3GPP SA4 RTC Telco (February 21, 2024)

Proposed agenda: S4aR240008. The agenda and registration of documents (final revision in Annex) were approved. 

5.2 Reports/Liaisons from other groups/meetings

5.3 CRs to features in Release 17 and earlier

5.4 iRTCW (Immersive Real-time Communication for WebRTC)

5.5 IBACS (IMS-based AR Conversational Services)

5.6 5G_RTP (5G Real-Time Transport Protocols)

	S4aR240001
	[5G_RTP] Editorial corrections for TS 26.522
	Nokia Corporation, Ericsson LM



Decision: Revised to 004

	S4aR240002
	Work Item Summary of “5G Real-time Media Transport Protocol Configurations (5G_RTP)”
	Nokia Hungary



Presenter: Igor (Nokia)
Discussion: 
· Rufael: is SDP signaling too minor to mention?
· Igor: SDP signaling is companion signaling of RTP HE
· Rufael: SDP signaling is used to set u p the connection. Maybe it is used for control plane signaling.
· Igor: if there is a strong need, I can. A separate bullet?
· Rufael: Yes, a separate bullet is OK.
· Igor: a suggestion?
· Rufael: …related SDP signaling…
· Qi: in the first bullet, replace dropping with PDU Set based handling. 
· Thorsten: at least PDU Set size is for scheduling, not packet dropping.
· Igor: OK.
· Saba: can you book a paper number for the Rel-19 Telco? It will be endorsed here. It is revised and will be endorsed without presentation.
· Ryan: endorse or agree?
· Saba: endorse.
· Thorsten?: is it rapporteur input?
· Igor: it is rapporteur input. but it needs to be endorsed.
· Gilles: there is no proposal for agreement, so we endorse.
· Saba: the proposal was for endorsement.
· Gilles: we agree to the description, but no proposal for agreement.
· Saba: OK
Decision: Revised to S4-240520. Revision endorsed without presentation


	S4aR240004
	[5G_RTP] Editorial corrections for TS 26.522
	Nokia Corporation, Ericsson LM, Huawei



Presenter: Serhan
Discussion: 
· Imed: comment on extended report part xr-format, I think we should reference the latest ; also you flipped =/ with /=
· Bo: latest RFC is not a replacement of RFC 3611; we don’t need to implement all RFC’s. 
· Imed: RFC3611 is the latest (for our purpose), that is fine
· Liangping: Some abbreviations are not uniform (consistent). Fragmentation Units (first original usage and later FU)
· Serhan: we use Header extension alot, so a abbreviation might be good
· Liangping: also Header Extension is sometimes in capital and sometimes lower case, further use of fragmentation unit is not clear
· Serhan: paragraph is clearly on header extension
· Liangping: Is simply about making the document more consistent
· Serhan: abbreviation for header extension is still a good idea
· Bo: perhaps good to spell out header extension in title of sections (only use abbreviation in text)
· Liangping: that could also help
· Saba: for fragmentation unit, full name or FU
· Serhan: this needs to be fixed
· Liangping: if we don't have many occurrences of fragmentation unit, better to use the original name
· Saba: lets keep first instance only in full
· Liangping: good
Decision: Revised to 010 

	S4aR240006
	Presentation of Specification to TSG SA: TS 26.522, Version 2.0.0
	Nokia Hungary



Presenter: Igor
Discussion: 
· Bo: should the TS version be 1.0.0?
· Gilles: should be 1.0.0.
· Igor: should I do a new tdoc number?
· Saba: Gilles - can merge it into SA4-level document?
· Igor: for Bo to do the merge.
· Bo: but I cannot upload.
· Igor: I will prepare for the file, whatever is easy. 
Decision: merged into SA4 document

	S4aR240007
	pCR on adding spaceId to the pose signaling
	Qualcomm Incorporated



Presenter: Imed
Discussion: 
· Bo: suggest improving the handling of SP
The ABNF syntax for this RTP HE extends the "extmap" attribute as follows:
extensionname = "urn:3gpp:xr-pose"
pose-attributes = pose-dof / pose-space / pose-media / token
pose-dof = "3DOF" / "6DOF"
pose-space = "xrspaceid="1*DIGIT
media-token = token
pose-media = "media:" media-token *(SP media-token)
extensionattributes = [pose-attributes *(SP pose-attributes)]
· Imed: I like it.
· Saba: mandatory attribute is not handled. But in this case there is none.
· Bo: that is correct.
· Sehran: default xrspace? Secondly, it is not for split rendering? Can you elaborate a bit more on the spaceId?
· Imed: it was originally proposed for rendered pose. then it was extended. Use case could be UE sharing avatars with the server. What we already have in MeCAR is pose for trackables. 
the first question: the info is not there. The viewer’s pose is related to the space of the rendered pose, which is usually the stage space.
· Sehran: Trackable is related to the data channel.
· Imed: I thought it was you who made the change from rendered pose to pose.
· Saba: not Nokia. It was a result of merge.
· Gazi: one question - the xrspaceId signaled in the SDP? What is the actual space?
· Imed: for xrspaceid the assumption is that both just need to agree on the id of the spaces. Of course, the actual space is not there in the SDP signaling. Just sending the id is not enough. The endpoints need to agree on the spaces.
· Saba: question to rapporteur - at the last plenary we only do editorial changes to 5G RTP. I see you chose the category ‘B’.
· Imed: should be ‘F’
· Saba: maybe handled as TEI 18; if a Rel-19 functionality, will be Rel-19. I prefer, given the statement of the rapporteur that we only do editorial. Can I request Imed to resubmit it as a CR later on?
· Imed: Yes, we can bring it to the April meeting.
· Bo: remove xrspaceId from the suggested ABNF syntax?
· Imed: Yes, it helps to bring xrspaceId back in later.
· Daniel: what is the significance of token?
· Bo: token opens up future extension of pose-attribute
· Saba: can end users use token for attributes not defined in the TS?
· Bo: Yes. Would like to ask if we want that?
· Ahmed: SP before token?
· Bo: extensionattributes line takes care of that.
· Igor: it seems this is beyond editorial changes. Can we postpone at a later time?
· Imed: it is straightforward.
· Bo. Agreed.
· Saba: clean up ABNF, and extensibility.
· Bo: we keep it not extensible and correct it later.
· Saba: is this version of removing ‘token’ agreeable?
· Bo: what part of this paper is agreed to?
· Serhan: uploaded 010 includes the changes we discussed.
Decision: 007 is revised to 011.

	S4aR240010
	[5G_RTP] Editorial corrections for TS 26.522
	Nokia Corporation, Ericsson LM, Huawei


Presenter: Serhan
Discussion: 
Saba: This version is cleaned up and merged with the presentation into S4-240493, which is agreed without presentation.
Decision: Agreed 


	S4aR240011
	pCR on adding spaceId to the pose signaling
	Qualcomm Incorporated


Presenter: Imed
Discussion:
If 6DoF is not included
· Bo: If no 6DOF in the Offer, can you answer with 3DOF?
· Imed: No.
· Saba: But this is no longer reflected in the text that the receiver cannot respond with something that is not in the offer. I would like to see a revision. Imed - you need to add further text for the case if nothing is there in the Offer. Let’s fix it as Rel-18 TEI.
· Imed: OK.
Decision: Noted.

Rel-19 RTP phase 2 offline discussion
Tdocs 005 and 009 were noted without presentation.
Igor: to organize offline discussion of RTP phase 2 before submitting to SA4 Rel-19 planning telco
Imed: please share the invite on the reflector so that everyone can see it.
Igor: OK.

5.7 Others including TEI

5.8 Close of the session
                                                                               
The meeting was closed at 17:35 hours CEST.
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	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Agenda Item
	Conclusion

	S4aR240001
	[5G_RTP] Editorial corrections for TS 26.522
	Nokia Corporation, Ericsson LM
	5.6
	Revised to 004

	S4aR240002
	Work Item Summary of “5G Real-time Media Transport Protocol Configurations (5G_RTP)”
	Nokia Hungary
	5.6
	Revised into S4-240520

	S4aR240003
	WID on 5G Real-time Transport Protocol Configurations, Phase 2
	Nokia Hungary
	5.6
	Revised to 005

	S4aR240004
	[5G_RTP] Editorial corrections for TS 26.522
	Nokia Corporation, Ericsson LM, Huawei
	5.6
	Revised to 010

	S4aR240005
	WID on 5G Real-time Transport Protocol Configurations, Phase 2
	Nokia Hungary
	5.6
	Noted

	S4aR240006
	Presentation of Specification to TSG SA: TS 26.522, Version 2.0.0
	Nokia Hungary
	5.6
	Merged into S4-240493

	S4aR240007
	pCR on adding spaceId to the pose signaling
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	5.6
	Revised to 011

	S4aR240008
	Proposed agenda for SA4 RTC SWG Telco #18 February 21, 2024
	Nokia Corporation
	5
	Approved

	S4aR240009
	Discussion on 5G RTP Phase 2
	Qualcomm Technologies Ireland, Dolby, China Mobile
	5.6
	Noted

	S4aR240010
	[5G_RTP] Editorial corrections for TS 26.522
	Nokia Corporation, Ericsson LM, Huawei
	5.6
	Agreed

	S4aR240011
	pCR on fixing ABNF syntax
	Qualcomm, Ericsson LM
	5.6
	Noted

	[bookmark: _Hlk159604285]S4-240493
	TS 26.522 v.0.4.0 5G Real-time Media Transport Protocol Configurations
	Nokia Hungary
	5.6
	Agreed

	[bookmark: _Hlk159604345]S4-240520
	Work Item Summary of “5G Real-time Media Transport Protocol Configurations (5G_RTP)”
	Nokia Hungary
	5.6
	Endorsed
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