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Report for MBS SWG ad-hoc #102 conference call
1.     Opening of the session (16:00 CEST)

As agreed at SA4#98:

	FRASE Call #1

Host: Samsung
	17 May, 1600h to 1800h CEST

SD: 15 May 23:59h 
	·   Discuss proposals on different approaches of the solution and agree way forward on how to implement ROHC and FEC activation

·   Discuss solutions on ROHC over target MBMS delivery methods

·   Discuss solutions on FEC over target MBMS delivery methods

	FRASE Call #2

Host: Samsung

 
	19 June, 1600h to 1800h CEST

SD: 17 June, 23:59h
	·   Discuss solution on ROHC over target MBMS delivery methods

·   Discuss solution on FEC over target MBMS delivery methods


Tdoc list at

https://docs.google.com/document/d/1nbb9JJxWpIgolnIM1qnxTKXNG3tbZMRDlADzT0cRR_E/edit?usp=sharing
Participants:

Frédéric Gabin (SA4 MBS chairman - Ericsson) - minutes.

Cédric Thiénot (Expway)

Imed Bouazizi (Samsung)

Paolo Usaï (MCC)

2.     Approval of the agenda and registration of documents                              


	S4-AHI795
	Proposed agenda for MBS SWG telco #102 on FRASE (17th May 2018)
	SA4 MBS SWG Chairman (Ericsson)
	#102
	2
	


Approved.

Allocation of document agreed.

3.     Reports and liaisons from other groups                                                     


4.     FRASE (FEC and ROHC Activation for GCSE over MBMS)

	S4-AHI796
	Options to support ROHC and FEC over MBMS
	Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd. 
	#102
	4
	


Was presented by Imed.

2.1

· Cédric: line 16: FEC does not apply to the packet header.

· Imed: correct.

· Cédric: SRTP: the RTP header itself is not encrypted. We should be able to use ROHC for SRTP.

· Imed: the question is whether we have a ROHC profile for SRTP and one that supports DTLS. The headers are different.

· Cédric: maybe we need to define one

· Imed: the other option within july is to restrict ourselves to the UDP/IP profile.

· Cédric: the figure is not very clear.

· Imed: agree.

2.2

· Fred: preference to enable per streams as required with MB2 ?

· Imed: yes.

2.3

· Imed: need to follow-up with CT3.

2.4

· Cédric: the issue may be different in terms of APIs. Unsure that everything could be harmonized because of TRAPI 26.348 and MC API.

· Imed: the API is actually not fully aware of GC or Transparent delivery method is used.

· Cédric: not opposed but API issue needs to be resolved.

2.5

· Cédric: maybe you can add sync method optimization with ROHC.

2.6

Imed: Maybe other open questions until the next call. The goal is to agree on key principles and come up with a CR to TS 26.346 + LSs to SA2, SA6 and CT3.

The document is noted.

5. 
Review of the future work plan             

	FRASE Call #2

Host: Samsung

 
	19 June, 1600h to 1800h CEST

SD: 17 June, 23:59h
	·   Discuss solution on ROHC over target MBMS delivery methods

·   Discuss solution on FEC over target MBMS delivery methods


6. 
Any Other Business                 

None.                                                                               


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

The chairman thanked the delegates and closed the session at 16:52

_____________________
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