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MBS SWG ad-hoc #87 conference call
1. Opening of the session (16:00 CEST)
As agreed during SA4#94:

	FS_5GMedia_Distribution Conference Call (4 August 16 :00-18 :00 CEST), Host: Samsung
	· Discussion and agreement on 5G system background

· Discussion on mapping existing services to 5G system

· Deadline for document submission: 2nd August 2017, 23:59 h CEST


MBS SWG Tdoc list available at: 

https://docs.google.com/document/d/1WBODjEem-X9DzohlzV3CuPTfnXlUPKl8We3gRrVkOIs/edit?usp=sharing 

Attendance: this telco will be chaired by the Work Item rapporteur.
2. Approval of the agenda and registration of documents

	S4-AHI731
	Proposed agenda for MBS SWG ad-hoc #87 on FS_5GMedia_Distribution (4 August 16 :00-18 :00 CEST)
	SA4 MBS SWG Chairman (Ericsson)
	#87
	2
	


3. Reports and liaisons from other groups

4. FS_5GMedia_Distribution (5G enhanced Mobile Broadband Media Distribution)
	S4-AHI739
	5G network functions background
	TNO
	#87
	4
	


Presented by Lucia of TNO
· Architecture as set by SA2

· Separation of control and user planes

· Reference arch depicted and lists key network functions and associated interfacs

· Does not list all network functions, just the key ones

· The functions of the network entities are not yet fully defined in SA2

Discussion:
· Imed: are these functions as defined in SA2, or your own interpretation?

· Lucia: the entities are per SA2 document, the definitions are provided by her

· Minsung: this document is very similar to the document from Samsung (741); thinks these two submissions should be merged

· Lucia: agrees; need also to agree on the interpretations by Samsung, e.g. DANE for AF (this is Doc 742)

· Imed: Minsung is pointing to 741, for merging purposes

· Imed: question is how to deal with individual company summary of description; would be desirable to avoid own interpretation

· Imed: let’s not agree on these documents but work offline to merge

	S4-AHI740
	More on Device APIs: Use Cases and Interoperability Considerations
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	#87
	4
	


Presented by Charles (Qualcomm):
· Looks at the device API aspects

· Background information about mobile media traffic

· A set of use cases on media streaming services

· Media playback modesl

Discussion:
· Discussion on section 2.1, this might not be ready for inclusion. Ozgur: it is not proposed to include this. Imed: there may be value in including 2.2 and 2.3

· Ozgur: these APIs are not limited to 5G system. There is nothing specific to 5G in them. In the scope of this study, the mapping of these APIs to the 5G system is of interest.

· Ozgur: why are the use cases not referencing the functions that are stated in 2.3. Charles: this was written hastily and will need to be revised. 

· Imed: why is this limited to device capabilities and not the other functions. Charles: agreed, this should also consider the functions.

· Imed: why do we have a limitation in use case 3.5 on changing the protocol. Charles: there are probably ways of achieving the goals with changing the protocols. 

· Imed: we need the connection to SA1 use cases. The first 2 use cases are motivated by our existing services. 

· Ozgur: is the use case on consuming media delivered over broadcast type 1 or type 3?

· Imed: is this split appropriate for 3GPP devices? Charles: ATSC has a similar model. So this model seems to make sense also for 5G but we need to look at details.

· Cedric: question about figure 2?? Charles: allow 3rd party applicatios and content to be rendered on 3GPP devices. Cedric: the media is encoded using DASH but it is not on the same box? Is DASH no longer part of 3GPP? Where would HTTP fit?

· The use cases are agreed in principle but there will be a revision for next meeting.

	S4-AHI741
	Overview of 5G System
	Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd.
	#87
	4
	



	
	
	
	
	
	


Presented by Imed (Samsung)
· Based on SA2 5G architecture

· Separation of user and control planes

· Allow different services to access network functions

· Allow interaction among network functions

· Minimize dependency between Access Network and Core Network

· Capability exposure

· Unified authen framework, etc.

· Reviewed functionality of network entities in 5G architecture

Need to merge this contribution with Doc-739, and decide what level of details of description is appropriate
Discussion:
· Lucia: agree with merging approach. There are 2 ways to look at 5G architecture: reference point and service based arch based. Understands from TNO colleague that Fig. 2 will become the “real” 5G architecture, whereas the reference point based one to be phased out, but not sure where this is documented. Thinks this was also mentioned at last f2f meeting.

· Imed: not sure who said this

· Ozgur - Peter Sanders mentions this, however, latest version of 23.501 still depicts both architectures

· Lucia: suggests changing order these architectures are shown in our document

· Ined: will check with his SA2 colleague on decisions on architecture to be taken in SA2, want to reflect correctness and not predict what may be coming

· Lucia: description of reference points as shown; there is similar exercise in SA2 on description of interfaces per service-based architecture which should also be included in our TR

· Lucia:  2 modes: request/response and subscribe/notify based service access

Next meeting to take Doc-742, also to resume discussion on API document from Qualcomm
	S4-AHI742
	Mapping of Streaming services to 5G system
	Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd.
	#87
	4
	


No time to present - deferred to next call
5. Review of the future work plan
Next call on the same Work Item planned 12th September.

6. Any Other Business
None

7. Close of the session (18:00 CEST)
The acting chairman thanked the delegates and closed the call
_____________________
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