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Proposed meeting agenda for MTSI ad-hoc #3
1.
Opening of the meeting (9:00 hours on Monday 11th of December, 2006)
2.
Approval of the agenda and registration of documents
55a
3.
Reports and liaisons from other groups


4.
Jitter buffer management  
Editorial improvements

72: Editorial clean-up of JBM requirements, Ericsson -> Text agreed with one modification (information to be added into Fig 8.1 about which delay and error profile is used in the example) -> to be included into 81. Also, agreement on reaction to the first Editor’s note was postponed to be made after presentation of Tdoc 59 (see below).
59u: Jitter buffer management terminology, Nokia -> Intention to include details using a figure (besides sentence) felt agreeable. However, any possible agreements postponed until revised document is available for discussion. -> to be updated into 82 -> Tdoc 82 agreed with several modifications  -> Ari to give to Per draft text -> to be included into 81 (through review needed)
Requirements

61: Comments on Draft TS 26.114 V1.0.0, Siemens Networks -> Requirement for “Jitter induced concealment operations” corrected in the working assumption -> to be included into 81
62n: Proposed JBM Performance Requirement Measure, Siemens Networks -> noted. 
63: JBM Performance Requirements, Siemens Networks -> Clarifying sentence added to 1st bullet point in “8.2.2.1 General” of draft TS 26.114. Conclusion open 

Example/illustrative scheme
60->78n: Illustrative scheme for jitter buffer management, Nokia -> Agreed that the Nokia proposal meets the current JBM requirements. Siemens Networks not agreeing on inclusion into TS 26.114. Siemens position explained in detail in meeting report. -> noted 
64n:On JBM Example Solution, Siemens Networks -> Siemens proposal met the requirements as understood by Siemens and using the speech material defined in Tdoc S4-AHM013. It is not known yet if the Siemens proposal meets the JBM requirements as updated during MTSI#3.  -> noted 
85a: Speech data for JBM minimum performance requirements, Nokia  -> agreed as such -> to be included into 81. 
5.
Codec modes and transport format combinations    
65: On Use of Redundancy in IMS Multimedia Telephony, Siemens Networks -> wording updated on-line -> to be included into 81
75: Codec configuration updates, Ericsson -> Text agreed with some modifications (“shall be preferred” to be reformulated, “must” in Change 5 to be changed to “shall”, and in Annex A “it may be wise” to be reworded) -> to be included into 81 (feedback for formulation of “shall be preferred” checked beforehand from the meeting -> “listed as the first payload type in the m-line of the SDP offer [ref to RFC]” agreed)
76->83: Bandwidth negotiation in MTSI, Ericsson (relevant for A.I.s  5, 7, 8) -> agreed with modifications (only text up to “RFC 4566 [ref to RFC 4566]” will be included, first sentence to be modified to: “The SDP shall include bandwidth information for each media stream and also for the session in total.”) -> to be included into 81  
79: Details on bandwidth negotiation in MTSI, Ericsson (relevant for A.I.s  5, 7, 8) -> agreed with modifications (6 lines (3 x “b=TIAS…” & 3 x “a=maxprate...”) will be removed) -> to be included into 81  
6.
Front-end handling  


7.
Video handling 
S4-060564n: FEC/Subsequences: Response to Concerns Raised, Nokia  -> feedbck given -> noted
S4-060685n: Intra Refresh used in FEC-subsequences Simulations, Nokia -> noted 
68: MTSI SDP examples for video, Ericsson -> agreed with one modification (bandwith modifiers to be included) -> to be included into 81. 
69a: MTSI updates on video, Ericsson -> Proposed text agreed as such -> to be included into 81. (Qualcomm felt that the use of rate adaptation is motivated but not the use of TMMBR. However, discussion on the specific method for short-term adaptation will take place later in the meeting when discussing documents under A.I. 9.)
80n: Proposal Video support in MTSI, Ericsson -> comments given (e.g., requirements for encoder and decoder support need to be clarified, feedback on the levels) -> noted
8.
Conversational text 
9.
Session and media adaptation 

General
71: General adaptation guidelines, Ericsson -> Text to be elaborated to cover also possibility for more aggressive adaptation and also some precision to be added -> updated text agreed on-line -> to be included into 81  
Video
S4-060613n: MTSI dynamic video bitrate adaptation, Qualcomm -> noted
S4-060612: MTSI video bitrate adaptation using TMMBR, Qualcomm -> There is agreement that SIP renegotiation is to be used for signalling long-term changes and that some other method (than SIP renegotiation) is needed to signal temporary (short-term) changes. (Current working assumption in TS 26.114 v1.0.1 for signalling short-term changes is TMMBR, but alternative proposals are still to be dicussed, e.g. those proposed in Tdoc 84.)
58-> 84n: Signalling for MTSI Dynamic Video Adaptation, Qualcomm -> noted. (Simulation results and analysis comparing the proposed mechanism over TMMBR in connection with RTCP Receiver Reports is needed before decisions can be made. Editor’s note on this will be included into 81.)
S4-060652: MTSI video adaptation, Ericsson (TMMBR part)  -> Proposed changes up to “described in CCM [43]” were agreed. (Others were considered not relevant anymore because of the text updates agreed earlier in the meeting.) -> to be included into 81  
Speech
70: RTCP guidelines for speech in MTSI, Ericsson -> Text proposal agreed with one modification (“whereas” modified to be “in which case”)  -> to be included into 81  
74 Example adaptation mechanism for speech in MTSI, Ericsson -> Request (Siemens Networks) for more time to check values in Table B4, request for wording to be improved in B4.1 “A combination of packet loss rate and frame erasure rate” (NEC), to be made clear in B.1 is an example only to illustrate how could be implemented and not limit in any way implementations (NEC), B.4 to be removed (NEC) -> updated into 86,  which was agreed with two modifications (packet -> encapsulated, wireless- >radio ) -> to be included into 81  
77: Updates on speech adaptation, Ericsson -> agreed with one modification (“chunks” to be defined)  -> to be included into 81. 
10.
Media synchronization issues

S4-060607:The need for granularity for synchronization skew, Nokia 
66: End-to-end signaling of negotiated QoS parameters (Guaranteed Bitrate and Maximum Bitrate) for IMS multimedia sessions, Nokia
11.
QoS parameter descriptions
12.
Other issues  
57: RTP/AVPF profile signaling for media, Qualcomm, Ericsson -> conclusion postponed until off-line session to clarify the mechanisms
Supplementary services
56: Comments on Supplementary services in MTSI, Nokia
73: Media layer behaviour in supplementary services, Ericsson
13.
Draft TS 26.114

67u: Proposed Draft TS 26.114 V1.0.1, Editor (Ericsson) -> to be updated into 81: 
81 Proposed Draft TS 26.114 V1.1.0, Editor (Ericsson)
14.
Review of the future work plan 
87
15.
Any Other Business
 

16.

Close of the meeting (by 15:00 hours on Wednesday 13th of December, 2006)
_____________________

Tdoc “colour code”: 
black = submitted for the meeting by the Tdoc submission deadline


gray = submitted for the meeting after the Tdoc submission deadline


blue = postponed from an earlier SA4 meeting 


red  =  covered during this meeting


strikethrough = withdrawn

Conclusion codes:


a
= agreed

n
= noted

u
= updated

r
= rejected


pp = postponed
Note: These conclusion codes appearing in the agenda are only informative and are given only for cases where such “simple conclusion” exists. Please refer always to the main body of the meeting report for precise and complete explanation of conclusions for each document. 
Other notations:

* = allocated under more than one agenda item

-> = replaced by, [or] action follows
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