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1.
Opening of the conference call 

The SA4 MTSI SWG Chairman, Kari Järvinen (NOKIA Corporation), opened the conference call at about 16:00 hours CEST on August 29th, 2013. Kari volunteered to prepare a brief report of the conference call. 
Kari requested all participants to send him e-mail so that he may collect the list of participants from the mails without needing to spend meeting time for checking who is attending.
2.
Approval of the agenda and registration of documents
The Agenda in Tdoc S4-AHM187 was approved. 
Eight input documents were registered for the meeting. These are listed under the relevant Agenda Items in Tdoc S4-AHM187R1 which was also approved.
3.
Reports and liaisons from other groups
MTSI SWG Chairman presented Tdoc S4-AHM188 “Reply LS on End-to-end QoS handling of MTSI” from CT4. In the LS, CT4 asks SA4 to provide feedback on how SA4 intends to coordinate the QoS handling work across all affected WGs and to consult with the CT WGs before starting normative work. It was noted in the conf. call that the distribution of this response LS was extended to SA and CT plenaries, but the reason for this was not known.  
Stéphane Proust (ORANGE SA) pointed out the suggestion from CT4 to have a Study Phase before starting normative work. Stéphane asked views from other delegates if a Study Phase would make sense. Jari Mutikainen (NOKIA Corporation) supported a Study Phase to be launched. Also Thomas Belling (Nokia Siemens Networks) shared the view. Nikolai Leung (Qualcomm Incorporated) felt that, given all the feedback SA4 had received from the other WGs, a Study Phase makes sense and he said he would support it as well. Stéphane also supported the Study Phase and felt preparing a TR useful. MTSI SWG Chairman then suggested the E2EMTSI WID to be revised so that a Study Phase for the QoS handling part would take place before starting normative work on QoS handling, and he proposed the WID revision to be prepared off-line for SA4#75 by the interested companies. This was agreed, and the WID Rapporteur Tomas Frankkila (Ericsson Inc.) kindly volunteered to start drafting the revision of the WID.

Tdoc S4-AHM188 was then noted.
MTSI SWG Chairman explained that four Tdocs relevant for the MTSI conference call on MTSI QoS handling had been postponed from SA4#74 to SA4#75. For convenience all these had been made available also as MTSI ad-hoc Tdocs:   
· Tdoc S4-AHM189 “Reply to "LS on End-to-end QoS handling of MTSI" from CT1 (available also in Tdoc S4-130646)
· Tdoc S4-AHM190 “Reply LS on End-to-end QoS handling of MTSI” from CT3 (available also Tdoc S4-130647)
· Tdoc S4-AHM191 “Reply LS on End-to-end QoS handling of MTSI” from SA2 (available also in Tdoc S4-130649)

· Tdoc S4-AHM192 “Comments to Reply LSs on end-to-end QoS handling” from  Telefon AB LM Ericsson, ST-Ericsson SA (available also in Tdoc S4-130705)
All these four documents were noted without presentation.
4. 
QoS handling of End-to-end MTSI extensions (E2EMTSI)
 
4.1 
Progress work on requirements
Tdoc S4-AHM193 “List of requirements for improved end-to-end QoS handling, v0.1” from Telefon AB LM Ericsson, ST-Ericsson SA was presented by Tomas Frankkila (Ericsson Inc.). Tomas explained that the document contains the list of draft requirements as agreed by SA4 during SA4#73 and that they have been included into this stand-alone document to make it easier to handle and revise them. Conclusion for the Tdoc was left open until Tdoc S4-AHM194 was discussed. 
Tomas Frankkila (Ericsson Inc.) then presented Tdoc S4-AHM194 “Bandwidth negotiation issues when new codecs are introduced” from Telefon AB LM Ericsson, ST-Ericsson SA. 
Thomas Belling explained that PCC bandwidth reservation can use codec specific information, and pointed out that for one particular codec the use of different codec modes may imply different bandwidth reservation needs. Tomas Frankkila responded that codec information is not enough for bandwidth reservation since redundancy may be used, and the redundancy is not indicated in the codec attributes. Jari Mutikainen agreed with Thomas Belling that network resource reservation functionality should use the codec specific attributes for bandwidth reservation. Jari explained that he fails to see the problem in the examples given in the document in section 2.1 since the network knows the selected codec based on the SDP offer/answer and it knows that up to 300% redundancy may be used for AMR and AMR-WB as instructed in TS 26.114. Jari felt that the client does not need the bandwidth information carried in the bandwidth modifier and is perfectly happy with the current procedures; the only possible gain is the more optimal network resource reservation. Tomas Frankkila commented that non-MTSI client may not follow the redundancy procedures as in TS 26.114, and the client in WiFi access needs to know the resource reservation at the remote end. Jari suggested to study these scenarios in the TR.
Stéphane Proust pointed out that in addition to the list of technical requirements also functional requirements are needed. He explained that we need to understand what the benefits from introducing new mechanisms are. MTSI SWG Chairman felt that this would be good to consider as part of the study phase. Dave Furbeck (Research in Motion) asked if it is possible to have different codecs for the sending and receiving directions according to TS 26.114. Jari felt this is not allowed in IETF RFC3264. Tomas Frankkila explained that it is allowed in the IETF RFC3264 and is not prevented in MTSI e.g. multiple media streams can be set up with different codecs. It was left to be checked off-line after the conference call if different codecs can be used in a single bidirectional unicast stream for the sending and receiving directions in MTSI. 

With regard to video coding, Kyunghun Jung (Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd) felt that the network does not need to understand why a certain video codec was chosen and pointed out that there is no negotiation for the content. Tomas Frankkila explained that when MTSI moved from H.263 to H.264 the aim was to improve quality while when moving from H.264 to H.265 it seems that the intention is to reduce the bit-rate and a correct mechanism is needed for it. 
Nikolai Leung asked clarification if the requirements covering the use case illustrated in the document are already contained in the existing set of draft requirements. Tomas Frankkila confirmed this and explained that the document brings further motivation on the set of draft requirements. 
Tdoc S4-AHM194 was then noted.

Then the discussion came back to Tdoc S4-AHM193. Thomas Belling requested that all those draft requirements for which SA4 had received comments from the other WGs would be put inside square brackets to reflect that they are under discussion with the relevant WGs. Tomas Frankkila agreed that they could be marked but he preferred to use some other way than using square brackets since square brackets were used to reflect SA4’s own view on one of the requirements. It was left for Tomas Frankkila to find a suitable way forward off-line and prepare a revised version to SA4#75 reflecting the current status that comments from relevant WGs were received on four draft requirements.

Tdoc S4-AHM193 was then noted.
MTSI SWG Chairman then suggested that the interested companies, along with revising the E2EMTSI WID to include a Study Phase, could also prepare a skeleton TR for information to SA4#75 as a background document. He felt this could make it more clear to SA4 what the study phase output would cover.  
4.2 
Discussions on potential solutions

(none)
4.3 
Any other issues

(none)
5. 
Review of the future work plan 

MTSI SWG Chairman pointed out that the next SA4 meeting will take place in September and the E2EMTSI work including QoS handling will continue there. He also pointed out that a conference call on E2EMTSI QoS handling is scheduled for October. 
6. 
Any Other Business
 

(none)
7. 
Close of the conference call

The MTSI SWG Chairman thanked all the participants. He then closed the meeting at about 17:50 CEST. 
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