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Report for MBS SWG ad-hoc #63 conference call
1.     Opening of the session (16:00 CEST)
The chair welcomes the delegates.
Telco#3 (Topic: FS_SAND, 19 July 2016, 16-18 CEST, Host: Intel)
           -           Continue progressing the TR
-           Consider technical input contributions toward TR 26.957 addressing the study item objectives
-           Contribution submission deadline: 16 July 2016, 23:59 CEST
MBS SWG Tdoc list available at:
https://docs.google.com/document/d/1-m7b5eJhVt_myEYNd4jJNu3SO8A0W9XLQF9CwFXgUlQ/edit?usp=sharing
Attendance: Frédéric Gabin (Ericsson, MBS chair, note taker), Ann-Christine Eriksson (Ericsson), Ozgur Oyman (Intel, note taker), Peter Sanders (one2many, note taker), Cédric Thiénot (Expway), Charles Lo (Qualcomm), Zhiming Li (Huawei), Woosuk Kwon (LG), Thomas Stockhammer (Qualcomm, left the call at 1700 CEST), Rickard Ljung (Sony Mobile), John Lambrou (Motorola).  
2.     Approval of the agenda and registration of documents    
                              
	S4-AHI624
	Proposed agenda for MBS SWG ad-hoc #63 telco on FS_SAND, 19th July - 1600-1800 CEST
	MBS SWG Chairman (Ericsson)
	#63
	3
	


Agenda in S4-AHI624 approved.
Tdoc allocation agreed.
3.     Reports and liaisons from other groups                      
None                                   
4.     FS_SAND (Study on Server and Network Assisted DASH for 3GPP)
 
	S4-AHI618
	FS_SAND: Proposed Updates to TR 26.957
	Intel (FS_SAND Rapporteur)
	#63
	4
	


S4-AHI618 Presented by Ozgur
No comments or questions.
Decision: S4-AHI618 is agreed
	S4-AHI626
	FS_SAND: OTT Streaming Content in 3GPP
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	#63
	2
	


S4-AHI626 presented by Thomas.

Ann Christine - In section 2.2 on encrypted and non-encrypted cases, do you think it is possible to use the client to send some indication to the DANE to be part of zero-rated?
Thomas - Not excluding this but there are questions. Sent to where? Triggered by what? Need to define an architectural framework to enable this. Not clear how to discover DANE
Ozgur - SAND defines capability messages between clients and DANEs for the purpose of discovering and negotiating SAND functionality
Ann Christine - If content provider has a business agreeement with MNO, this kind of messaging should be possible
Rickard - If content provider controls the client, it can configure the client to talk to the MNO’s DANE. 
Thomas - When you run zero-rating today, you go through the AF/PGW for application detection to identify the video traffic and do the zero rating there (IP messages defined between contenr provider and AF/PGW). So I am reluctant to say let’s use the client since we do not know the implications of this. But let’s not exclude it
Ann Christine - We’re supportive of investigating SAND-based messages instead of IP messages to enable the zero-rating functionality
Zhiming - We should discuss these options in clause 2.2 in a new section on potential solutions. These are too solution specific. Better to do some editing on this
Zhiming - Clarify the assumption on category of content for zero-rating, is this just for video or other traffic? => Thomas - Not limited, other traffic can be possible. Zhiming: There are two things, some traffic are zero-rated, and some of them will be throttled by the bandwidth limit -> this needs to be added. 
Zhiming - Also in bullet 3 we’re concerned about the statements of the eligibility since this is not what is on the market
Agreement to include clause 2.1 into the TR with an editor’s note on the third bullet with a request for more clarifications 
Decision: Partially agreed
	S4-AHI620
	FS_SAND: Network Assistance for DASH, simulation and test results
	Ericsson LM, Sony Mobile Communications
	#63
	4
	


S4-AHI620 presented by Ann-Christine 
Ozgur - Is this throughput end-to-end, operator level? => Ann-Christine: Operator network, not end-to-end. Client can take this info as input in client adaptation logic in addition to its own estimates
Ozgur - Is this radio level or TCP level? => Ann-Chrstine: Both
Zhiming - Clarification of the throughput? Is this average or instantaneous? What is the granularity?
Ann-Christine - This is the available throughput for this UE for the upcoming period.
Zhiming: 
Ann-Christine: we didn’t have any other congestion than the one on the radio
Zhiming: is the throughput on link level, TCP level or video level in the simulations ?
Ann-Christine: it’s on the video level
Ozgur: the client knows about the radio level throughput. I also agree the network knows more thanks to knowledge of loading level. In the discussion this distinction is not made. Do you agree with the statement ? I agree the network value but we should distinguish what the UE knows and what the network brings.
Ann-Christine: the network brings the download throughput and not the radio throughput that the UE sees.
Ozgur: UE knows about radio throughput. There could be a way for the UE to extract the information from the radio throughput.
Rickard: there should be some link level information in the modem part of the UE architecture and could be some sharing from modem towards the client application. But what is pointed out here is that the only information that could be shared from the modem is historical. What was the radio throughput on previous segments or other apps etc. Could be recent or old but still historical. With this proposal from the mobile network information is based on current information, buffer info on the scheduler etc.
Ozgur: maybe we should clarify this in the future in the TR text. This would shed more light to the simulation results.
Zhiming: link level is only for DASH traffic, not Web traffic right ?
Ann-Christine: yes.
Zhiming: do you consider that the Web throughput is below the MBR?
Ann-Christine: it would need to be considered in the recommended rate. The MBR is known to PGW and eNodeB.
Zhiming: assume same UE runs both DASH video and Web application.
Ann-Christine: in that case the rate should include that but that is unlikely and wasn’t included in the simulation. In the simulation the UE doing DASH is only doing DASH and other UEs do Web traffic.
Decision: Additional clarifications are requested from Ozgur; current text is agreed with editor’s note added to section 2 of the TR
	S4-AHI619
	FS_SAND: Performance Evaluation Results on Streaming Enhancements from QoE-Aware Resource Allocation
	Intel
	#63
	4
	


S4-AHI619 is presented by Ozgur; document was available during last SA4 meeting but was noted without presentation (late Tdoc).
Ann-Christine:  shall the algorithms go into the TR?
Ozgur: they are just examples; if agreeable everything could go into the TR. Ultimately the goal is to detail the messages that shall be used by SAND.
Zhiming: what is the preference for video aware controller.
Ozgur: both options in 2.3 and 2.4 are orthognal (enhancements do not exclude each other).
The actual recommendation is in 2.5, the rest is informative.
Decision: S4-AHI619 is to be continued in the next conference call; document is postponed. 
5.     Review of the future work plan       
July 20: MBS SWG Telco #64 on MCP_V Telco, 4pm-6pm CEST, Host: Qualcomm
August 16: MBS SWG Telco #65 on FS_USE_3GPP_4_TV, 4pm-6pm CEST, Host: Qualcomm, Chair: rapporteur
August 17: MBS SWG Telco #66 on IQoE, 4pm-6pm CEST, Host: Qualcomm, Chair: rapporteur
August 18: MBS SWG Telco #67 on FS_xMBMS, 4pm-6pm CEST, Host: Samsung, Chair: rapporteur
August 23: MBS SWG Telco #68 on FS_SAND, 4pm-6pm CEST, Host: Intel
August 24: MBS SWG Telco #69 on TRAPI, 10pm-12pm CEST, Host: Qualcomm
August 25: MBS SWG Telco #70 on FS_IS3, 4pm-6pm CEST, Host: Qualcomm
                                   
6.     Any Other Business   
No other business                                                                                                 
7.     Close of the session (18:02 CEST)
The chairman thanked the delegates and closed the session.
�	M. Frédéric Gabin
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