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1.
Opening of the conference call 
	SA4 MTSI SWG

Telco on CHEM (06 Dec 2018, time 16.00-18.00 CET, Host: Qualcomm)
	· Discuss input contributions and agree to CRs to TS 26.114 on the following:

· UE adaptation capability indication, e.g., using a new SDP parameter (as per Clauses 7.2 and 7.3 of TR 26.959).  
· Specifying requirements for MTSI clients to send adaptation requests to the most robust codec configuration/mode.
· Specifying Maximum Packet Loss Rate (MaxPLR) operating points for different codecs (as per clauses 5.2 and 5.3 of TR 26.959)
· Specifying SDP-based signalling of maximum end-to-end PLR and DL/UL PLR values as per clause 8.2.3.3 of TR 26.959, and as per clauses 8.2.3.4 and 8.2.3.5 after incorporating any feedback from SA2.
· Document submission deadline: 04 Dec 2018 @ 23:59 PM CET to 3GPP SA4 reflector


2.
Approval of the agenda and registration of documents
	S4-AHM429
	Proposed agenda for SA4 MTSI SWG teleconference #2 on CHEM on 06 December 2018
	MTSI SWG Chair
(Nikolai Leung)
	2


3.
Reports and liaisons 

4.
CHEM (Coverage and Handoff Enhancements for Multimedia)
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	


5.
Review of the future work plan 
	SA#82 (12-14 Dec, 2018, Sorrento, Italy)
	· Present CRs to TS 26.114 for approval

	SA4 MBS SWG

Telco on CHEM (10 Jan 2018, time 16.00-18.00 CET, Host: Qualcomm)
	· Discuss input contributions and agree to CRs to TS 26.114 on the following:

· UE adaptation capability indication, e.g., using a new SDP parameter (as per Clauses 7.2 and 7.3 of TR 26.959).  
· Specifying requirements for MTSI clients to send adaptation requests to the most robust codec configuration/mode.
· Specifying Maximum Packet Loss Rate (MaxPLR) operating points for different codecs (as per clauses 5.2 and 5.3 of TR 26.959)
· Specifying SDP-based signalling of maximum end-to-end PLR and DL/UL PLR values as per clause 8.2.3.3 of TR 26.959, and as per clauses 8.2.3.4 and 8.2.3.5 after incorporating any feedback from SA2.
· Document submission deadline: 08 Jan 2018 @ 23:59 PM CET to 3GPP SA4 reflector

	SA4#102 (28 Jan – 1 Feb, 2019, location Bruges, Belgium)
	· Receive any LS response from RAN2
· Finalize and agree to CRs to TS 26.114 on the following:
· UE adaptation capability indication, e.g., using a new SDP parameter (as per Clauses 7.2 and 7.3 of TR 26.959).  
· Specifying requirements for MTSI clients to send adaptation requests to the most robust codec configuration/mode.
· Specifying Maximum Packet Loss Rate (MaxPLR) operating points for different codecs (as per clauses 5.2 and 5.3 of TR 26.959)
· Specifying SDP-based signalling of maximum end-to-end PLR and DL/UL PLR values as per clause 8.2.3.3 of TR 26.959, and as per clauses 8.2.3.4 and 8.2.3.5 after incorporating any feedback from SA2.

· Prepare work item summary to be presented at SA#83

	SA#83 (20-22 Mar, 2019, location Shenzen, China)
	· Present work item summary to SA Plenary

· Present CRs to TS 26.114 for approval


6.
Any Other Business
 

7.

Close of the conference call

Note: The deadline for document submission is 04 December 2018 @ 23:59 PM CET.  Please ask the MTSI SWG Chair for Tdoc# assignments. 
____________________

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


blue = postponed from an earlier SA4 meeting 


red  =  covered during this meeting

grey =  late submission

strikethrough = withdrawn
Conclusion codes:
a
= agreed


app = approved 

n
= noted

u
= updated 

np = not pursued

pp = postponed
Note: These conclusion codes appearing in the agenda are only informative. Please refer always to the main body of the meeting report for precise and complete explanation of decisions for each document. 
Other notations:
* = allocated under more than one agenda item

-> = replaced by, [or] action follows 

"Noted": 
A document is "noted" to indicate that its content was made available to the meeting, but that the document itself was not agreed or endorsed by the meeting. Any agreements or actions resulting from discussion of the document are explicitly indicated in the meeting report.
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