3GPP TSG-S4 Meeting #94 
S4-170564
26-30 June 2017, Sophia-Antipolis, France

Source:
MBS SWG Chairman

Title:
Report of MBS SWG ad-hoc #83 on SAND (24 May 2017)
Agenda Item:
5.2

Document for:
Approval 

MBS SWG ad-hoc #83 conference call
1.     Opening of the session (16:00 CET)

	Telco#2 (Topic: SAND, 24 May 2017, 16-18 CEST, Host: Intel)
	·         Consider technical input contributions toward addressing the work item objectives and agree on CRs to TS 26.247 and TS 26.233

·         Contribution submission deadline: 22 May 2017, 23:59 CEST


MBS SWG Tdoc list available at:

https://docs.google.com/document/d/1Im40oo5pIbySUKDNErCouul73lhTMkW7E_z-jkjmHT8/edit?usp=sharing
Attendance:

Frederic Gabin, Ericsson (SA4 chair, scribe)

Ozgur Oyman, Intel (SAND work item co-rapporteur)

Paul Szucs Sony (SAND work item co-rapporteur, scribe)

Ann-Christine Eriksson, Ericsson

Lucia D’Acunto, TNO

Paolino Usai, ETSI

Yong He, Interdigital

For note takers:

https://docs.google.com/document/d/1hPEFuE8jQR2ImwoMqnCLtLlnZ8MNuyFSQ8pb88-Ockc/edit?usp=sharing
2.     Approval of the agenda and registration of documents                              
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The agenda is approved.

3.     Reports and liaisons from other groups                                                     


None.

4.     SAND (Server and Network Assisted DASH for 3GPP Multimedia Services)

	S4-AHI712
	Draft CR 26.247 SAND Messages Use for Proxy Caching
	Intel
	#83
	2
	


Ozgur presents S4-AHI712

This input accepts all relevant changes agreed in Busan and adds further proposed content. Text is marked against tdoc 287, the agreed draft CR, S4-170287.

Frederic - content in current CR was agreed, naturally the CR itself not yet. So now the basis of AHI712 is clear.

Ozgur - added use of SAND messages for proxy caching use case.

Propose support of ResourceStatus or DaneResourceStatus. Not clear so far why both messages are defined, no indication in SAND spec about the intended usage. The former is simpler.

Tables show specific use of the SAND messages to fulfil the use case.

Two status messages - AnticipatedRequests and acceptedAlternatives, already included in overall list of used messages.

Comments?

Paul - minor comment on AcceptedAlternatives, clearer to say “, listed in order of preference” in the description column.

PER messages - three already agreed for adoption, but had missed one that is needed, for ResourceStatus, as mentioned earlier.

Paul - doesn’t the client need to support both of these, if the DANE can provide info with either message? Ozgur - intend to clarify with initial capabilities exchange which one the client supports. Paul - ok, that resolves the issue in principle, but adds complexity, in that the DANE needs to remember the capability of each client in this respect. Maybe need to get clarity from MPeG on this? Or does any SA4 member know why? Lucia - don’t know, will ask Emmanuel.

Paul - is the simpler message sufficient for the use case? Ozgur - might have the situation that only the client is 3GPP compliant and the DANE is more generic, complies with the SAND spec. Paul - but this is a 3GPP use case. Better to choose the simpler message if it fulfills the requirements.

Lucia - SAND spec indicates they are complementary, but DaneResourceStatus also informs about resources that are not available. Also, it is mentioned that NextAlternatives might generate a DaneResourceStatus message. Ozgur - Next and Accepted are also complementary, so since we specify client behaviour we should be able to choose one. Lucia - maybe indeed good to ask MPEG. Ozgur - easier to make choices that originate from the client. We specify server aspects only when the DANE is in the PSS server.

Ozgur - non-PSS use cases are foreseen in the TR. Frederic - we have only PSS architecture in stage 1, even for OTT. Ozgur - so the DANE is always in the PSS environment? Frederic- where else could it be? We can’t set requirements for a DANE outside of PSS.

Ozgur - ok, so we need to state the requirements for the DANE as well, also in the common part. So we need to consider that.

Conclusion - we can and should specify which messages to use, for both client and DANE, and not leave options open. Also, if the simpler message suffices, then use that. Lucia will also try to clarify the complementary messages with Emmanuel offline.

Ozgur - did not fully understand some of the optional parameters in ResourceStatus, so left these out so far. Acknowledge we can now choose which of the complementary messages to specify.

Ozgur - MPDValidityEndTime and DeliveredAlternatives, all parameters are needed. Former added in the text on workflow, and figure updated correspondingly.

Ozgur - in the TR did consider that content delivery could be OTT, but the DANE would still be in the PSS environment, actually the DANE is in the PSS server for OTT. Paul - OOB DANE is also valid for OTT, i,e, not necessarily co-located with the PSS server.

Ozgur will revise AHI712.

Lucia will provide feedback from Emmanuel to the reflector.

Frederic - any further comments? None.

Frederic - on the contribution format, would be easier for the reader to compare new text in a modification of the relevant parts of the agreed postponed CR, rather than an earlier draft CR. This also explains the duplicate clause numbering in AHI712.

AHI712 is noted and a revision is expected for the next call, on 13 June.

5. 
Review of the future work plan            

	Telco#3 (Topic: SAND, 13 June 2017, 16-18 CEST, Host: Intel)
	·         Consider technical input contributions toward addressing the work item objectives and agree on CRs to TS 26.247 and TS 26.233

·         Contribution submission deadline: 10 June 2017, 23:59 CEST


6. 
Any Other Business           

None                                                                                     


7. 
Close of the session (18:00 CET)

The chairman thanked the delegates and closed the call.

�	M. Frédéric Gabin
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