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Agenda Item:
5.1
Report from MBS SWG ad-hoc telco on 5GMS3 and 5GMSA  
1.      Opening of the session (15:00 CEST)

Frédéric opened the session. Paul volunteered as secretary

As agreed during SA4#105:

	SA4 MBS SWG Telco on 5GMS3 (Date 11th  Sept. 2019, time 15:00 – 17:00 CEST; Host: Sony Europe B.V.

Document submission deadline: 9th Sept. 2019, 23:59 CEST.
	· Review and agree pCRs to TS 26.512 on 5GMS protocols

· Maintenance of TS 26.501 (5GMSA, stage 2)

 


MBS SWG Tdoc list available at:

https://docs.google.com/document/d/1YFBA4TW6nbYTieBya9OZjI6VWEDz7rbkQIZmvqBR2Fk/edit?usp=sharing
2.      Approval of the agenda and registration of documents       

Agreed to start with agenda item 5, then go to 4.

	S4-AHI839
	Proposed agenda for MBS SWG ad-hoc telco on 5GMS3 and 5GMSA – 11th September 2019 
	SA4 MBS Chairman
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3.      Reports and liaisons from other groups                                                     


· None.

4.      5GMS3 (5G Media Streaming stage 3)

	S4-AHI842
	pCR TS 26.512: Alignment with stage-2


	Qualcomm Incorporated
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· Presented by Thomas.

· Proposal for basic structuring and filling in of interfaces.

· Frederic - prefer not to repeat architecture diagram in the stage 3 spec. Thomas - could add edtior’s note that it will be removed before final approval, but good to have it here during development of the spec.

· Placeholders for future spec of some interfaces.

· Thomas - term “reference points” is used, but later on “procedures for the interface” is used. Frederic had discussed with Thorsten - can de-couple interface and reference point, can be several interfaces in a reference point, but TBD.

· For APIs, will need to provide some introductory text before going into the AP details, e.g. in section 4.0 in current draft..

· The document is noted. It can be used as a basis for further refinement.

	S4-AHI843
	Discussion on consumption reporting parameters 
	Enensys
	4
	


· Presented by Tuan.

· Paul - 5G UE type - new concept within SA4 scope, or was something like this already done in earlier releases? Concern about being able to define an adequate meaningful set of UE types. Richard - discussed in Cork, could relate to supported codecs for example. Paul - this sounds more like capabilities. → Agree to study this further. 
· Richard - Server URL - should be a string so that the endpoint can be identified by fully-qualified domain name? IP addresses are too low-level.

· Thomas - parameters . cell ID - is this known to the UE? Also might consume data in two cells. Tuan - UE will send a report when moves to another cell.

· Thomas - UE capabilities? Tuan - could be codecs, or other parameters. Thomas - needs to be clear how to express this. Tuan - FFS, for next meeting. Thomas - but why does consumption reporting need to inform about capabilities. Paul agrees - capability exchange is a different issue from consumption reporting. Tuan will consider this up to next meeting.

· Thomas - media quality consumed - really mean “quality” or the version chosen? If the latter then “quality“ is not the right term. Gunnar - Rep in playlist in QoE reporting. Thomas - using actual consumed URL(s) would be better. Richard - server-side logs could also provide this info. Gunnar - problem with URLs - usually not visible to MNO for 3rd party services, for other functions have refrained from using URLs. They were removed from QoE reporting due to privacy concerns. Richard - Even reporting the MPD URL could be a privacy concern.

· The document is noted. Revision is expected for next meeting.

5.  
5GMSA (5G Media streaming architecture)

	S4-AHI840
	Draft CR TS 26.501 on Stage 2 for Media Session Establishment; Interactions with policy control


	Ericsson
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· Presented by Frederic on behalf of Thorsten.

· Consequences field in cover sheet looks like a leftover - ignore for now.

· Thomas - still need some time to check against SA2 specs. On dynamic policy, not a defined term outside of this spec. LS from SA2 received at SA4 #100 (Kochi). Recall it stated it’s not possible for 3rd party apps to influence aspects like slice selection. So “dynamic policy resource” is unclear.

· Lucia - was also not clear on this part, steps 9 and 10. Difference between activating and applying the policy? Why does one interact only with the PCF and the other also with NEF?

· Frederic - need to get Thorsten to look at these issues. But it looks like in step 9 the subject of the sentence needs to be corrected. Step 9 - between MSF and AF, not PCF. Step 10 is between AF and PCF or NEF. Will verify. Maybe the last sentence of step 9 just needs to be deleted. Again, verify offline.

· Lucia - will also check with own SA2 experts.

· Thomas  in any case the “dynamic policy” needs to be defined. Frederic - different from slicing and routing, again need Thorsten to address this. Agree “dynamic” needs clarification.

· Tuan - MSH authorised to perform the operation described in step 9? Frederic - authorisation is done in step 8, or even earlier, e.g. step 4? Indeed need to verify in which step authorisation for MSH is done. Discussion on policy control. Need to identify call flow on policy, or leave it to the client to decide?

· Tuan - figure 5.2.2 - DRM license acquisition - happens before configuration of rendering pipeline - inconsistent with figure 5.2.1. Frederic - yes need to check this.

· Charles - joined late, check if issues around “dynamic” already covered. Yes. Indeed check that SA2 LS response.

· Tuan - comment not directly on this contribution, on figure 5.1.1 - step 4, service announcement, can take place also earlier than as shown, need to point this out.

· The contribution is noted.
	S4-AHI841
	Draft CR to TS 26.501 on additional updates


	Qualcomm Incorporated
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· Presented by Thomas.

· Frederic - clarify the intention is to make it a baseline, as with 840. It is.

· Actual proposed changes in separate draft spec mark-up.

· Mainly editorials in existing text.

· Then on to new material on uplink streaming architecture. Basically replicating the text on downlink and adjusting it for uplink. Foresee AF and AS covering uplink as well. UE has a “media streamer” entity. Recognised some bugs online. “Egress” maybe better as “publish” API.

· Frederic  thanks for providing this, looks ok as baseline.

· Lucia - AF and AS, can have several? How relates to downlink architecture? Charles - TS 26.238 shows control and user plane parts, map to AF and AS. Diagrams show just one of each, not clear yet if there can be multiple instances.

· Thomas - FLUS participants need to check this all.

· Charles - e.g. the network assistance function needs mapping, likely to AF.

· Thomas - basic decision on whether UL and DL specs will be converged or separate. Frederic - some aspects could be converged, e.g. policy handling. But policies for UL and DL will be quite different. Yes, but maybe only as far as parameters are concerned. Thomas - M5d and M5u, separate interfaces, different. Some elements could be common. Thomas not sure it’s good to combine them. Frederic - actually agree with this. Thomas . need to decide this in stage 2 before tackling stage 3.

· Thomas - “5GMUS” just a working title, need to refine naming.

· Paul - can think about this up to next meeting, also discuss by email. But the contribution is good in helping aligning FLUS and 5GMSA.

· FLUS terms are FLUS media and control sinks.

· Charles - “AS” defined in 5G architecture? Lucia - AS not a 5G function, it’s an application issue, so can use it as we like. Had discussed this with Thorsten offline, had seen some other SA2 document on automotive perhaps, which used the term AS. Frederic - it’s mentioned in 23.501, but not conclusive on whether it’s ok to use it as a given definition. Lucia - could give it other names, maybe app-specific. Frederic - we used AS so far, sure need to change it if we find it does not work somehow. Charles - in 26.501 AS means something else - Access Stratum.

· Richard - suggest app service rather than server, which sounds like a deployment. Frederic - we have used this term for a long time, keep it for now, but welcome suggestions if refinement needed.

6.  
Review of the future work plan      

Ericsson to provide bridge for 25 Sept. 15.30 - 17.30 call, as Paul will need to board a flight half way through. Paul will cancel the existing invitation and Frederic will issue a new one.

F2F ad hoc 12-14 Nov. - Lucia expects to be able to confirm exact logistics by end of this week. Lucia will also draft an invitation and provide it to Frederic and Paul for finalisation ASAP.

7.  
Any Other Business                                                                                               


8.  
Close of the session (17:00 CEST)

The meeting was closed at 16.55 CEST.
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