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MBS SWG ad-hoc conference call
[bookmark: _qxxansssbzzz][bookmark: _im4qroblystk]1 Opening of the meeting and Approval of Agenda
Mr. Frederic Gabin (Dolby, SA4 Chair and MBS SWG chair) opens the session on June 24th, 2021 at 16:00 CEST. 

Thomas Stockhammer is assigned as scribe.

The minutes are shared online: 3GPP SA4 MBS SWG Telco (June 24, 2021)

The following documents were registered:
	TDoc
	Title
	Source
	Agenda item

	S4aI211200
	Report of SA4 MBS SWG AH Telco (10th June 2021)
	MBS SWG Chair
	3

	S4aI211205
	Potential solution for Background Data Transfer in 5GMS
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	4.9

	S4aI211201
	Skeleton TS 26.502 (5G multicast-broadcast serivces; User Service architecture)
	BBC
	4.17

	S4aI211204
	Skeleton TS 26.531 (Data Collection and Reporting; General Description and Architecture)
	BBC
	4.17



The agenda was agreed at SA4#114-e and is approved.
The Tdoc allocation was provided via email and was agreed.
[bookmark: _k265gxnqa61u]2 	IPR and Anti-trust Reminder
Available in :  S4-201473
[bookmark: _63dbhx7ftxqr]3	Reports/Liaisons

	S4aI211200
	Report of SA4 MBS SWG AH Telco (10th June 2021)
	MBS SWG Chair
	Frederic Gabin



S4aI211200 is noted.
[bookmark: _h75hgaoiwnw2]4 List of Work Items for submission of Contributions in the current meeting
[bookmark: _po8uoevg5p32]4.0	Introduction
Agenda Items 4.1 to 4.8 are not part of MBS SWG.
[bookmark: _xuplvepc55om]4.9	FS_5GMS_EXT
	S4aI211205
	Potential solution for Background Data Transfer in 5GMS
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	Imed Bouazizi


Presenter:  Imed Bouazizi (Qualcomm)
Discussion: 
· Thorsten: supportive in general, but not related to streaming. It is about pre-loading content. It should be clarified. This is something that should be made clearer.
· Imed: we can some statement - agree
· Qi: The specification is likely not 544, but 554.
· Imed: agree
· Qi: is it a PDU session or within a PDU session. One or two IP addresses?
· Thorsten: today only a single PDU session typically
· Imed: you can update current PDU session, but will check if it is per flow or PDU session
· Richard: Thanks Imed - useful to have in spec. Slightly different from conventional spec. The registration is separate to notification. Please split.
· Imed: OK
· Richard: Is the system gonna be reactive and quick enough for a window of opportunity. There may also be some closing of a window
· Imed: view this more in the “hours” range rather than dynamic
· Richard: do you think you need an explicit notification for the end of the window?
· Imed: likely already part of 554. But we do stage-2 now, we can address the detailed stage-3 later. Policy is typically a collective cap, splitting across sessions need to be checked
· Richard: Maybe you add a small sentence on the end along these lines
· Iraj: Thank you Imed. Provisioning is done for future sessions. Does AF have to have state?
· Imed: AF is maintaining provisioning session, so this is handled likes this.
· Iraj: but you provision per session?
· Imed: it is also for future session, but over M5 you do configuration of the session
· Iraj: What is specific to media streaming? We have UE functionality in UE for BDT. Why media streaming
· Imed: We could talk to SA6 as they look into BDT. We could share with them and develop a compatible solution. Would be part of an offering for 5G Media Streaming.
· Iraj: Is there anything media specific?
· Imed: likely not. We did this to MBMS and we offered this cached data through MBMS. could be content.
· Iraj: are we waiting for SA6?
· Frederic: On SA6 relation, it is beneficial (similar to edge) to leverage that functionality. We can push it to SA6 or pick up SA6 solution. Need to communicate. Different ways possible. Also a question: You subscribe to notifications - assumes living context. What is if MSH wants to trigger outside the BDT policy window?
· Imed: in this case the AF would not ask the PCF to apply BDT policy.
· Fred: understood.
· Imed: we are ahead of SA6 - SA6 just started on this. We need to figure out how we get this to work, Study also has traffic identification and so on. We are ahead. More overlap than BDT. Need to coordinate.
· Richard: I agree with what Imed said. Transfer would still happen, but not with BDT policy. On the SA6 interaction, it is a BDT APIs on network and client - generic function. We could just subsume into 5GMS. But how can you do it outside 5GMS. So we should just provide a solution to SA6. The solution should be independent of 5GMS
· Imed: Discussed with SA6 colleagues. SA4 could tell SA6 that we do the generic solution on this. Overlap with SA6. 
· Fred: we need to coordinate as early as possible
· Thomas: is this function aligned with 5MBS?
· Imed: not intended as provided by 5G System but can be defined accordingly
· Thomas: Is BDT functionality that prevents use of 5MBS for such delivery
· Imed: No - could also use multicast delivery for background traffic
· Thomas: APIs for media aspects such as MBM APIs which have similar function for subscribing to service might be reusable
· Imed: agrees on possible reuse
· Thomas: even xMB APIs might be considered: sees background data delivery as use service
· Iraj: Is BDT could vary in terms bandwidth/latency and so on?
· Imed: offers some guarantees on bitrates, not sure for latency. I will check of the other QoS issues.
· Richard: Interesting thought on client architecture. THe 5GMS client is acting of 5MBS aware application. So you can offer nice client APIs instruction. So M6 interface could offer download instruction in the background.
· Thomas: indeed, some opportunities.
· Imed: thanks, we will check on the APIs.
Decision:
· Noted - expect revision.
S4aI211205 is noted.
[bookmark: _2unwtaelr4kl]4.10 FS_NPN_AVProd
No contributions
[bookmark: _x19e2ol1j8iq]4.11 TEI17 and any other Rel-17 matters 
	S4aI211201
	Skeleton TS 26.502 (5G multicast-broadcast serivces; User Service architecture)
	BBC
	Richard Bradbury


Presenter: Richard Bradbury (BBC)
Discussion: 
· Thorsten: should be 0.0.1
· Fred: agree
· Richard: thank you
· Thorsten: good to insert references, also TS 23.503. Also which SA4 specs will be referenced? For example 26.348.
· Richard: ok
· Thorsten: Should we really call everything a “User Service Delivery”?
· Fred: shorter is better - better remove User Service
· Cedric: How to call it? 5MBS client or MBS client?
· Richard: MBS is used in SA2
· Cedric: fix this in the definitions
· Thomas: thinks MBS is better, could be used even in 6G context; still struggles with User Service definition; delivery to end user may be problematic
· Richard: yes, could be to a non human user; might replace by “UE application”
· MBMS was a full operator defined service, lacks the layering subsequently foreseen
· Frederic: currently defines APIs which are to MBMS client; but should be to the application
· Richard: most neutral would be “consumer”
· Frederic: suggest putting the terminology in brackets to allow fix later
· Thorsten; is an application the consumer of the service
· Richard: perhaps MBS-Aware Application
· Cedric: what’s difference between MBS session and Multicast MBS session?
· Richard: parent/child relationship per SA2
· Cedric: should remove 5MBS acronym
· Thomas: for stage 2 should we be defining delivery methods?
· Richard: can describe at a high level rather than technical details
· Thomas: Delivery methods only originate from AS, not end to end; seems a TS 26.346 specific concept
· Richard: once instantiated as MBSTF, need to ??? Delivery method defines recipe for MBS input translated to MBS output
· Thomas: delivery method in MBMS spec between BM-SC to MBMS client
· Frederic: what is the recipient of data sent by delivery method?
· Richard: MBS client
· Thorsten: create a v0.0.1 that is very simple.
· Richard: maybe - maybe not
· Richard will get this right
· The online edited version is agreeable as the basis for future work.
Decision:
· Is revised and revision is agreed as basis for future work. 
S4aI211201 is revised to S4aI211206.

	S4aI211206
	Skeleton TS 26.502 (5G multicast-broadcast serivces; User Service architecture)
	BBC
	Richard Bradbury


S4aI211206 is agreed.

	S4aI211204
	Skeleton TS 26.531 (Data Collection and Reporting; General Description and Architecture)
	BBC
	Richard Bradbury


Presenter:  Richard Bradbury (BBC)
Discussion: 
· Gunnnar: similar question as you ask. Unsure what is the benefit to separate 5.3 and 5.4
· Richard: agree, I keep this as a note - online fixes.
· Gunnar: some format differences on 5.3 and 5.5. Can be aligned.
· Richard. Ok online fixes
· Charles: Would we wanna add UE before the title to be consistent with the language they are using?
· Richard: one of the use cases we identified is the case where the 5GMS AS reports to the data collection. But this is indirect UE reporting.
· More online fixes done.
· Gunnar: we wanna keep it generic.
· Charles: Do we want to have a specific instantiation for a media specific collection. 
· Richard: But this should not be the spec that it lives in. It may impact 501. DId we not say this?
· Charles: yes, this seems to be ok.
· Richard: This spec can be kept short. Domain-specific bits go into domain specific specs, e.g. 501 referring to 531. Do you agree?
· Fred: Yes - it is the best approach.
· Charles: Did MCC assign stage 3?
· Fred: Jayeeta had some questions, rapporteur should receive message.
· Charles: will check, l
· Fred: found it: https://portal.3gpp.org/desktopmodules/Specifications/SpecificationDetails.aspx?specificationId=3915  it is TS26.532.
· Charles: similar structure for TS 26.532?
· Richard: not necessarily needed
Decision:
· Agreed with online revisions. 207 is agreed as a basis for future work.

S4aI21204 is revised to S4aI211207.

	S4aI211207
	Skeleton TS 26.531 (Data Collection and Reporting; General Description and Architecture)
	BBC
	Richard Bradbury


S4aI211207 is agreed.
[bookmark: _gh37bf20odnb]5   	Review of the future work plan
Next Telco is July 8, 2021.
[bookmark: _sei3zj3cs19l]6 	Close of the session
The meeting was closed at 17:39 CEST. 
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