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MBS SWG ad-hoc #33 conference call on MI_EMO
REPORT
1. Opening of the session (16:00 CET 10th June 2014)
The chairman welcomes the delegates. Secretaries took notes on http://pad.w3c.br/p/3GPP-MBS-MI-EMO-2014-06-10. 

2. Approval of the agenda and registration of documents


	S4-AHI447
	Proposed agenda for MBS SWG ad-hoc #33 conference call on MI_EMO (10th June 2014)
	MBS SWG Chairman (Ericsson)
	2
	APPROVED


Agenda S4-AHI447 was approved
No comments on document registration. Allocation S4-AHI447R1 is agreed.
3. Reports and liaisons from other groups

4. MI_EMO
Note: Priority given to Tdocs not presented at SA4#79
	S4-AHI448
	Support for partial file recovery in eMBMS
	Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd
	4
	*


Imed Bouazizi (Samsung) presents document S4-AHI448 from Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd
Thomas: symbol size T, may not be full movie fragment in header and also for all sample
Imed: We can apply empty boxes and symbol alignment
Thomas: If I distribute regular files, I need to modify / rewrite the file in order to distribute with this method
Thorsten: Clarify what moof box tells the client? It looks like there always needs to be alignment of moof box -> Imed: Not necessarily
Thorsten: In the misaligned setting, how do I find the header of the moof box? Imed: You'd search this, should not be complicated
Thorsten: how much gain can we expect from this approach? Imed: We provided this info in earlier contributions (Tdoc ??? from SA4#78) Thorsten: Thinks that earlier work was different
Thorsten: Has issues on why MBMS must support streaming of on-demand DASH encoded or progressive download formatted content. Imed: We have MooD where this is relevant -> Thorsten: Thinks MooD is also more relevant for linear
Thorsten: Delivery of media objects is download delivery, one object is delivered and recovered as a whole. 
Imed: You can do FEC fragmentation and do source block by source block
Thorsten: you still have to wait until the end until you can start playout.
Imed: This is not a compelling use case as you have to wait
Thomas: the application can create a progressive download experience by 
Thomas: If transport object is not recovered correctly, you'd pass on the correctly decoded objects to the app and you'd get exactly the same functionality. Why do we need this? Imed: Does not agree that this is the same functionality
Charles: This method requires the FLUTE receiver to understand ISOBMFF whereas the documented approach in the TR relies on the app to have ISOBMFF-awareness. So this approach proposed here seems to cause layer violation
Thomas: How does this compare to the partial file recovery in TR26.946. You can pass upwards all available information and the application can parse the moof header and then get all information for itself.
The document is noted.
	S4-AHI453
	MI-EMO: FDT Instance Descriptor
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	4
	*


Presented by Thomas
Imed: If anyways need to send FDT inband, what is the gain?
Thomas: Rel-12 receivers would not rely on inband FDT due to ability to receive the FID as USD fragment
Thostern: Rel-12 client can benefit from this method; ready to process object as soon as FID has been received
Imed: can only enable Rel-12 UEs with this method
Thomas: If you do Rel12 only you use this method. We provide the receiver gains, also there are processing advantages since you do not need to wait for the FDT instance
Imed: Benefits are not clear to me. Concerned with USD getting bloated with the FDT. Also thinks that delay for waiting for the FDT instance reception is not an issue -> Thomas: We documented this issue in the TR
Thomas: So are you questioning that USD is the right tool to distribute static data? 
Thorsten: It should not be the USD but a fragment that is referenced
Imed: Here is my reasoning for this concern: The USD author may not have the idea about the content of the FDT during time of USD creation.
Imed: I would like to see evidence for the gain of this approach.
Thorsten (question to Imed): What would be the alternative to this in your mind?
Imed: You would get the info in-band from FDT. Does not see merit of out of band. You would still need to send in band if there were updates
Thorsten: For us out of band signal is important to speed up 
Thomas: You need to send updates somehow but you can use both inband and out of band. The decision on this is left for service deployment 
Charles - The receiver can keep looking into the USD channel for fragment updates (this is a dedicated FLUTE channel). We can use the same mechanism for tracking the FDT updates
Imed - Logical approach for us to do FDT updates is to use in-band mechanisms. Even for MPD updates, we think this should be done in-band
Charles - For static components of the FDT known ahead of time, you can send these out of band. This is what this proposal wants to take advantage of
Zhiming - Agrees with Imed. MPD updates would be sent inband
Imed - Why not OMA Push? This is relevant also. Does not see the purpose of out-of-band dedicated USD channel
Charles - Section 5.2.? in MBMS spec talks about this. Imed and Zhiming do not agree with this interpretation
Thomas - Let's leave this in-band vs. out-of-band aspect open and look at the rest of the proposal.
Imed: MPD is for the DASH client; FDT is for the FLUTE receiver - sees the layering issue here
Imed: inband delivery is mandatory for FDT; out f band is something to be built (?)
Imed: FDT is for media content and must be delivered inband, and out-of-band delivery is layering violation
Charles - We are not interpreting this as layering violation since the FLUTE receiver is not asked to process this information but to receive and pass this information.
Charles (pass this information) to a client: e.g. FLUTE receiver
Thorsten - We already have usage of certain USD fragments delivered out of band, so this option is allowed already
Imed: Is not convinced for the benefit in the FDT case
Cedric: On FDT instance ID, how does it work here?
Thomas: This is not included here as I did not see any relevance of this in the context of our spec.
Cedric: You may need to know this if you were receiving inband FDTs and want to ignore specific instances based on their IDs
Thomas: OK, let me check. We can take offline.
Thorsten: Sees potential problem with template based FDTs. Rel12 clients should be required to process template based FDTs and not use inband received FDT instances
Thomas: This is covered in the proposal.
Imed: Where is the content identifier? Also, we also have a similar contribution proposing extension to FDT instance.
Thomas: You can derive MD5 from the received object locally at the client. 
No consensus could be reached on the proposal.
Document is noted
The remaining documents were postponed due to lack of time
	S4-AHI449
	Usage of Multiple FLUTE sessions
	Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd
	4
	*

	S4-AHI450
	Signaling Object Flow Characteristics
	Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd
	4
	*

	S4-AHI451
	Guidelines on HTTP Redirection for DASH-over-MBMS Service with Unicast Fallback
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	4
	

	S4-AHI452
	MI-EMO: Upgrade to RFC5651
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	4
	*

	S4-AHI454
	MI-EMO: Other FLUTE Enhancements
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	4
	*


* Resubmission
5. Review of the future work plan
The group discussed the need for future conference calls on MI_EMO

Proposals:
Tuesday 8th July 1600-1800 CET and 
Tuesday 22nd July 1600-1800 CET. -> agreed
8th of July collides with MPEG
Instead, July 2nd 16-18 CET was agreed.
22 July was also agreed
6. Any Other Business



7. Close of the session (18:00 CET 10th June 2014)
The chairman thanked the delegates and closed the meeting.
_____________________
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