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Executive Summary:

1.1
SVG Tiny

	Tdoc
	Type
	Spec

No
	CR

No
	Rev
	Rel
	Title
	Source
	Result

	S1-030122
	Doc
	
	
	
	
	Proposal for incorporating a subset of SVG Tiny 
	RIM
	

	S1-030131
	Doc
	
	
	
	
	Examples of the Plaznic Media Engine 
	RIM
	


Discussion:

It was asked if it should be the role of SA4 to reduce the set of SVG instruction and this was agreed as a way forward and it was agreed that SA4 has the mandate to discuss this

Regarding the constraints of SVG Tiny that justify the request from RIM, it was stated that most of the limitations are in the limited processing power of the device as well as in the screen resolution. The intention of RIM was indeed to demonstrate how high quality results can be achieved even by reducing the set of instructions of SVG tiny. 

Conclusion:

No Change to the specifications has been requested by RIM at this stage: the purpose of the presentation was to raise the awareness of what can be done with the current MMS implementation if SA4 changes the current specifications of  SVG Tiny.

1.2
Synthetic video discussion

	Tdoc
	Type
	Spec

No
	CR

No
	Rev
	Rel
	Title
	Source
	Result

	S1-030069
	Doc
	
	
	
	
	Synthetic Video Applications 
	IAEI (rep by Vimatix)
	Noted


Discussion:

It was clarified that VIM is not competing against MPEG4 or SVG, but just creates a bridging between vector graphics and video. Animations of good quality can be transmitted with narrow bandwidth. 

Furthermore people will be able to create their own contents. 

It was asked how long it would require to create VIM contents for example one similar to the football action shown during the presentation. It was replied that it may take between minutes and hours depending on the complexity of the scene to render. 

The opinion of Nokia was that although the technology is interesting, this does not justify the creation of a new media type in the 3GPP specifications. The only risk envisaged by following this route is that only some vendors would support the technology in their devices, however this is not different to the situation we experience today where the specified codecs do not need to be supported. 

Another point raised was regarding MPEG-4 standardisation process. MPEG-4 group is evaluating the technology and it is expected that the standardisation of synthetic video will be completed in Q1 this year. It has in fact been recognised by MPEG-4 that there is a gap between video and vector graphics.

Ericsson expressed views in line with Nokia, it was felt that without service requirements in this area the work should not progress in the 3GPP groups. Also AWS is in line with this thinking.

The T2 chairman reminded the meeting that the situation looks very much like EMS: if manufacturers are not interested there is not much we can do, and standardising it won’t help. T2 chairman reminded the meeting that we should be mindful of the bandwidth and processing limitations of the mobile telephones and that we should also insure, despite this that the renditions are of an acceptable quality.

RIM noted that the endorsement of  SA1 of this media type will result in a de facto adoption of VIM technology being this the only available solution at present.

Comverse: SA1 should request SA4 to look into the possibility to look into the media type, and the media format should be selected by standards bodies.

Orange (also chair of an MPEG4 subgroup) : A new media type between vector graphics and full video is desirable,  MPEG is working on it and will have a solution in Q1 this year , the solution will not necessarily be based only on the Vimatix proposal.

The SA1 messaging SWG chairman asked why this issue is handled differently from the standardisation of other media types, and why SA1, who does not have the expertise on media types was asked to take a decision on this.?

The T2 chairman stated that it is true that the media types are documented in the MMS stage 2 document, however he added that T2 is waiting for SA1 to decide if a new media type is required. 

Conclusion:

.

In general it was felt that it is urgent to resolve this situation and clarify the procedure so that in the future similar discussions may be avoided. 

1.2
Synthetic video discussion

	Tdoc
	Type
	Spec

No
	CR

No
	Rev
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	Title
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	Result

	S1-030130
	Doc
	
	
	
	
	3GPP2 Update on MMS 
	Openwave
	


Discussion:

The presentation presented the unofficial status of the work on MMS in 3GPP2 

Nokia stated that  3GPP2 has not yet standardised MM3. 

T2SWG3 acting chair explained the results of the T2 analysis and T guidelines on this:  Either LSs are sent to 3GPP2 and copied to T plenary, or 3GPP2 delegates will be invited as guests to T2 meetings. The issues that were identified were :

MM4 interoperability,   Address resolution needs to work across the boundary, and possibly some media transcodings such as AMR-EVRC. AWS asked if one or the other group is prepared to modify the specs since there are features that are not compatible between the two (e.g. streaming). 

It was also asked if 3GPP2 has seen a similar presentation on the status of the MMS work in 3GPP. 

Moreover, it is true that 3GPP2 has indeed other capabilities but this should not stop interoperability per se. 

Alan (Openwave) agreed that the most serious issue is really the MM4. 

It was asked what the status is of the 3GPP2 ad hoc meeting on OMA

Alan (Openwave) replied that there is an investigation ongoing regarding what should be transferred to OMA.

Conclusion:

No further action is required at this time, however before closing, the chairman of T2 reminded the delegates that  T proposed how to harmonise MMS between 3GPP and 3GPP2, but this proposal has not yet been followed so  that the attempt to get OMA to resolve the issue may be premature. 

MMS Rel-6 items for joint discussion

Prioritisation of MMS

Discussion

SA1 was asked to revise the definition of priority currently given in 22.140, and T2 was asked to clarifystatus of the stage2 on this topic. It appears that at the moment it is only an indication that the user may give but a prioritised message does not receive any special treatment in the MMS R/S compared to a lower priority MM. SA1 agreed before the joint meeting that there was no need to prioritise MMs and that no further work is required from T2.  The T2 chairman commented that differential tarrifing was essential to control the use of any prioritorisation mechanism otherwise every body would choose high priority

Conclusion
S1 will then remove the charging mechanism and clarify the definition.

Autofetch: 

Discussion

The discussion on the delivery mechanism of MMs has been going on in parallel in S1 and T2 and the joint meeting was used to align the views on this topic. A presentation on a T2 proposal was given and after some debate some common ground was found. 

Conclusion:

S1 Messaging will produce a change request to 22.140 to state clearly the requirement in this area so that the work in T2 can be concluded in a reasonable time. 

Directory numbers in MMS
Discussion

A LS was received from T2 asking clarification where a directory number should be identified within a retrieved MM. SA1 delegates noted that this is the first time that T2 asks for guidance on this type of issue and it was felt that SA1 should not enter in the details regarding the specific technical implementation of the requirement already present in 22.101. In other words, SA1 has no preference regarding the fields where the retrieval of directory numbers should be attempted and it was agreed to allow  T2 to decide how the feature is realised..

Conclusion:

The detailed implementation of the feature will be left to T2. SA1 will not modify the existing stage 1 text.

Issues from T2:

A number of topics that were debated in T2 and that may need guidance from S1 were presented as an unagreed SWG3contribution to the attendees. However it was noted that this list has not been agreed yet by T2 and for this reason it was felt more appropriate to interrupt the discussion.

Conclusion:
The “agreed” version of the list will be resubmitted by T2. 

1.2
Future Meetings

	Meeting
	Date


	Venue
	Comment 

	Joint S1-T2 meeting on MMS Rel-6 #2
	End of February
	TBD
	Not agreed yet.
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