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Agenda Item:
5.1
Report from MBS SWG ad-hoc telco on 5GMS3 and 5GMSA  
1.      Opening of the session (15:30 CEST)

Frédéric opened the telco.

As agreed during SA4#105:

	SA4 MBS SWG Telco on 5GMS3 (Date 25th  Sept. 2019, time 15:30 – 17:30 CEST; Host: Sony Europe B.V.

Document submission deadline: 23rd Sept. 2019, 23:59 CEST.
	· Review and agree pCRs to TS 26.511 on 5GMS profiles, codecs and formats

· Review and agree pCRs to TS 26.512 on 5GMS protocols

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


Thomas & Charles agreed to act as secretaries.  

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       

	S4-AHI846
	Proposed agenda for MBS SWG ad-hoc telco on 5GMS3 and 5GMSA – 25th September 2019 
	SA4 MBS Chairman
	2
	


The agenda is approved.

The allocation is agreed.

Priority: Paul - 5GSMA - on-time

3.      Reports and liaisons from other groups                                                     

	S4-AHI844
	Report from MBS SWG ad-hoc telco on 5GMS3 and 5GMSA – 11th September 2019 
	SA4 MBS Chairman
	2
	


Noted.

4.      5GMS3 (5G Media Streaming stage 3)
	S4-AHI850
	pCR to 26.512 on Downlink network assistance API
	KPN
	4 (5GMS3)
	


Presenter: Jan Willem (KPN)

Discussion:

· Thorsten: Procedures are good to look at details. However, in details:

· Thorsten: What happens if I do e-mail at the same time? e-mail and media will be boosted at the same time?

· Jan Willem: Session is for media streaming only. Also a media streaming slice might be generated. Define session is necessary.

· Thorsten: URL structure is concerning. Every application from an application provider can provide a session under the same resource. Is it wise from scalability are handled under same URL structure.

· Charles: Are you using MPEG SAND network assistance?

· Jan Willem: Reworked to be RESTful

· Charles: How is the whole policy and QoS will work to give boost response and Quality does work? In SAND, there is a magic that makes it work.

· Jan Willem: It needs to be revised in stage 2.

· Charles: Are there guarantees given or just a best effort. 

· Jan Willem: Needs to be some boosting

· Charles: media AF interacts with PCF?

· Jan Willem: Yes can do so

· Charles: Boost is dynamic, whereas PCF is static? Can we support dynamic policies at all?

· Lucia: Nobody prevents us from using PCF from dynamic policies. 

· Charles: still unclear on the dynamics

· Thomas: sense we’re not clear how fast these dynamic policy can be supported; we cannot expect SA2 to support us in Rel-16 for any new capabilities; we should utilize existing-defined functionality and not new ones

· Jen Willem: agree we need to check against existing SA2/CT3 specs

· Thomas: we cannot define boost without knowing it can be actually fulfilled

Decision:

S4-AHI850 is noted.

	S4-AHI852
	pCR26.512: Alignment with stage-2
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	4 (5GMS3)
	late


Presenter: Thomas Stockhammer (Qualcomm)

Discussion:

Decision:

S4-AHI852 is postponed.

	S4-AHI853
	pCR26.511: Proposed Updates on Media Profiles

Withdrawn
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	4 (5GMS3)
	(n/a)


The document is withdrawn.

5.  
5GMSA (5G Media streaming architecture)

	S4-AHI849
	5GMS3A FLUS Harmonisation
	Sony Europe B.V.
	4 (5GMS3)
	


Presenter: Paul Szucs (Sony)

Discussion:

· Proposal 1.2: Remove UE-based FLUS sink from FLUS spec. and don’t include in 5GMSA spec.

· Thorsten: Ok in principle, formulate positively.

· Charles: The 5GMSu architecture does not have a sink. The update does not add it

· Thomas: there is no draft 5GMS spec to speak of at this time; if we were to add a UE FLUS Sink it would correspond to a new feature

· Proposal 1.3: Common high-level architecture for uplink and downlink

· Thomas: Different functions and related call flows between UL and DL - implies cannot simply duplicate DL architecture for UL. He has proposed a UL architecture at last call.

· Thorsten: agree with both Paul and Thomas on certain points; be careful on interface labeling and related functions

· Thomas: there can be same API functions for both UL and DL; need full understanding and only upon identify commonality should we propose for same API to equally support UL and DL functions

· Thorsten: proposal should be more about desire to reuse architecture network elements and interfaces to the extent possible

· Paul: just wish to document high level UL and DL architectures to try to exploit commonality

· Frederic: harmonizing architecture is your basic proposal

· Thomas: has concern with trying to overdo things on harmonizing without fully understanding the required functionalities and differences between UL and DL

· Paul: we should be able to change architectures as necessary, including previous stage 2 architecture in 5GMSA

· Proposal 1.4.1

· Thomas: this proposal has been already implemented

· Proposal 1.4.2

· Thomas: M8 is out of scope - there can be something to be specified but we don’t do it

· Charles: might be premature to make such decision due to ongoing debates in related E-FLUS work

· Proposal 1.4.5

· Frederic: we have an agreement on network assistance and details to be defined for stage 3

· Paul: seems mistake to combine assistance information and network assistance in single architecture representation

· Thorsten: agrees to clarify - precise text only possible in CR

· No one else against further clarifications

Decision:

· Proposal 1.2: Agreed in principle. Only the network-based FLUS sink is considered in 5GMSA. This is already implemented in approved TS26.501.

· Proposal 1.3: Noted.

· Proposals 1.4.1 and 1.4.2 are noted

· Proposal 1.4.5 is agreed.

S4-AHI849 is noted.
	S4-AHI847
	Draft CR TS 26.501 on Stage 2 for Media Session Establishment; Interactions with policy control


	Ericsson
	5 (5GMSA)
	


Presenter: Thorsten Lohmar (Ericsson)

Discussion:

· Charles: unclear what application flow means. Needs more definitions. Other aspects such as a dynamic policy is not defined and should either be referenced or it should be well defined in the context of this specification.. What is the definition of 5-Tuple

· Thorsten: some of this is defined 26.501, some in 26.502 and 26.503.

· Tuan: is dynamic policy applicable to DL only or also UL?

· Thorsten: in principle to both directions - need to check SA2 specs

· James: different filters for UL (UE) and DL (UPF); do not want external entities to connect to PCF directly - but via NEF, and you have shown this correctly

· Thomas: what does policy really mean - thought controlled by PCF associated with PDU Session and also UPRF rule

· Thorsten: mainly concerned with QoS as policy and authorization of QoS profile; traffic treatment policy and QoS describes resulting service from the established policy

· Thomas: please refer section according to definitions

· Thorsten - do you mean with respect to e.g. TS 23.503

· Thomas - want to make sure whether our usage of “policy” is same as defined in QoS specs, or something we define uniquely 

· Thomas: what is meaning of Policy Type?

· Thorsten: Policy Type identifier allows MediaAF to identify which policy is referred to

· Jan Willem: Fig. 5.2.1: unclear why swapped steps 10 and 4

· Thorsten: has to do with basic DL streaming without media session 

· Charles: establishment between Media Session Handler and Media AF and such media session in dynamic policy case

· Jan Willem:: On Sec. 5.7 ??

· Thorsten: should we have different sections on dynamic policy vs. edge computing, etc.; might keep Sec. 5.2 as is and highlight this is generic

· Jan Willem: desire access to source files for figures

· Thorsten: these are accessible via the 

· Charles: Can we do a simpler call flow for static policy?

· Thorsten: static policy you get with your subscription; there is no need for interaction between Media AF and PCF to enforce the policy/QoS treatment. Only in dynamic policy is there need for Media Session Handler to inform Media AF about such dynamic policy established between App Provider and Network and results in Media AF requesting the PCF va NEF) to apply  a specific policy for a given application flow.

· The media AF needs to get the parameters for such assertion from the Media Session Hanlder

Decision:

· Expect revision

· do a simpler call flow

S4-AHI847 is noted.

	S4-AHI851
	Draft CR on additional updates to TS26.501
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	5 (5GMSA)
	late


Presenter: Thomas Stockhammer (Qualcomm)

Discussion:

Decision:

S4-AHI851 is postponed.

6.  
Review of the future work plan      

7.  
Any Other Business                      

None                                                                         


8.  
Close of the session (17:30 CEST latest)

The chairman thanked the participants and closed the call at 17:30 CEST.
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