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5.1
Executive Summary
An MTSI SWG teleconference on CHEM was held on 25 March 2019. Four contributions were reviewed and noted.
1.
Opening of the conference call 
	MTSI Telco on new SID
(25 March, 2019, 16:00-18:00 CET, Host: Samsung)
	·        Discuss the news SID on VoNR and Draft LS
·        Document Submission Deadline: March 21st, 2019, 23:59 CET


The SA4 MTSI SWG chairman, Nikolai Leung (Qualcomm), opened the conference call at about 16:03 hours CET on March 25, 2019.
Bo volunteered to take minutes on the conference call. Nikolai also requested the participants to add their names to the attendance list at the end of the on-line minutes located here: 
https://docs.google.com/document/d/1hF9MmhlaFUg29-QfoVceOcgQy3ON5SjduLpfpuKQ85s/edit?usp=sharing
2.
Approval of the agenda and registration of documents
	S4-AHM457R1
	Proposed agenda for SA4 MTSI SWG 25 March 2019 Teleconference on VoIP over NR SID
	MTSI SWG Chair
(Nikolai Leung)
	2


 The MTSI SWG chairman Nikolai Leung (Qualcomm) presented the agenda and registration of documents.
S4-AHM457R1 was agreed.
3.
Reports and liaisons
There were no reports or liaisons.
4.   
VoIP over NR SID
	S4-AHM466
	Draft revised SID On the Operation of VoNR (FS_So3V) (revision of S4-190245)
	Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd.
	4


Presented by Kyunghun Jung of Samsung.
Discussion:
Ozgur: Some of the input is in the right direction, e.g. making changes to TR 26.919. In the LS there are two aspects, SDAP and the delay profiles. We don’t know if there is anything major or if something has to be done. Do you expect further issues?
KJ: Not now, but in the next revision of the SID we might have found more.
Ozgur: For now, we don’t know what RAN would say on SDAP or the delay profiles. I was hoping there would be more issues to study. Do we need a SID for this?
KJ: Do you want a longer SID?
Ozgur: When we liaise with RAN and SA2, and when they give us their thinking, we write the SID when we know more based on their input. I want to be more specific on the SID objectives. It might be possible to have a quick SID updating TR 26.919 just for these two issues.
KJ: Some of the questions discussed in last telco were quite easy, but some were quite difficult. We took your advice to discuss the ANBR as a separate liaison.
Stefan: I have the same feeling like Ozgur, that this is quite limited. It would be good to be a bit more open to discuss things that could follow from the answers that we get. I would be very surprised if we learn that the delay and error profiles are fine and we can use them. If they are not really applicable, the work should start.
KJ: Are you suggesting to add more questions and topics to RAN?
Stefan: To be a little bit more open on what we should discuss, e.g. on the preferred transport block sizes in NR. If we learn something, we could consider using e.g. two speech frames per packet. If we’re limiting ourselves too much we would only be able to do very slim things.
KJ: We can add that to the LS and to the objectives.
Stefan: Yes, but there could be things that we don’t know yet. It would be good to learn first what we have to ask and then create the study item.
KJ: We studied internally and found these two aspects to be the most limiting. We can review the LS questions and add a new objective.
Nik: I understand the concerns and I’m sympathetic to await responses back. If it’s not so broad, maybe this is just CRs to the 5G media TR. We shouldn’t create more overhead than we need.
Ozgur: I feel the same thing. Can we bring a Rel-16 CR to TR 26.919, maybe under TEI-16 or some other WI code, like FS_5G_MEDIA_MTSI that could be logical to use?
Nik: Would we have to bring it as a category F?
Paolo: A TR should normally not be changed once completed. The normative specifications like TS 26.132 would require CRs. It is not a common procedure to update a TR.
Ozgur: I’ve seen that done many times.
Paolo: Yes, many groups don’t follow the procedures.
Ozgur: We don’t even know how big of a gap there is for these two issues.
KJ: The gap is clear. We don’t know how to configure SDAP.
Ozgur: In the TR we identified NR access as one of the gaps that might need to be addressed.
KJ: You didn’t bring up SDAP.
Ozgur: Correct, but we had an overall area of NR access. For these two issues, I believe it would be more clear to gather this new information in the existing TR 26.919 instead of motivating and creating an entirely new TR for these two gaps. Recently, the FLUS TR was updated and the MMCMH TR was also updated. If the scope was very different, you could go for a new TR, but this is very similar and makes a lot of sense to document this in the same TR.
KJ: Yes, that’s what I proposed.
Ozgur: We could then create a SID or use an existing SID code for that work.
Paolo: If you have a new SID it would be fine to use it to update the existing TR. To use the old WI code would be less fine, since that would make changes to the TR that are not described in the SID objectives.
Nik: I think this would be in the scope of he old SID, we just didn’t realize these details at that time. I would argue it is even better to address that under the old SID.
Paolo: But we already declared it completed, 100%.
Nik: So it would be OK to have this new SID update the existing TR, starting from 0%. Let’s get the LSes out. Procedurally, we could get the SID out, but some companies might want to get more information before deciding on the SID scope.
KJ: If we get clear answers from RAN, then the necessary actions could be a work item rather than a study item.
Nik: Whether we have a study item or not, I’m OK to take the time to discuss. I don’t think there’s a rush to have a study item. We could take our time and maybe there’s even a need for a work item. We have to make the final decision in Newport Beach.
KJ: Some answers we get might be simple, but some might be difficult to handle. It is surprising that these topics were not discussed already in the previous 5G study. The priority of this or other things to discuss should be clear.
Nik: Whether it is a study item or if it is handled under maintenance, I’ll make sure that we have sufficient time to discuss this.
Ozgur: I support Nik’s position, especially when it comes to ANBR. If there’s some information missing around ANBR, that is a critical issue that must be addressed urgently as maintenance.
KJ: Depending on answers from RAN, we could need to bring new CRs.
Ozgur: For ANBR, absolutely. We could use the Rel-14 WI code to make such updates to Rel-14, and could use the 5G_Media_MTSI_ext. For SDAP, we could use the 5G_MTSI_Codec WI code to make updates to MTSI TS 26.114.
Paolo;: If you’re adding something that is not maintenance, you cannot use the TEI.
Nik: Do you say that for TS 26.131 and TS 26.132, there’s no WID code we can use?
Paolo: If you e.g. use new delay and error profiles for NR, there’s nothing existing or maintenance that you can use to add things with category A or B, but would require new work.
KJ: So could we use TEI-16 if delay and error profiles are applicable also to NR and we clarify that?
Paolo: Yes.
Nik: If we need new ones, then we need a new WI?
Paolo: Yes, formally that is the correct procedure. I’m in favor of using a new WI code because that’s the clean way.
KJ: The impact on TS 26.132 would depend on the answer for SDAP. If there’s a way to proceed this work without a new SI/WI, I’m fine.
Peter: I think also the TS 26.131 would have to be updated as part of the proposed SID.
The document was noted.
	S4-AHM464
	Draft LS on the usage of SDAP in MTSI and re-usability of delay and error profiles
	Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd.
	4


Presented by Kyunghun Jung of Samsung.
Discussion:
Peter: I also had a comment if we can ask RAN1 if the existing profiles can be applicable to NR, because we don’t expect them to know how SA4 would use them. A slight re-formulation perhaps, asking about expected differences for NR. I don’t have a concrete text proposal.
KJ: I can revise this.
Peter: Could we also change 0.1 and 0.22 to say percent?
KJ: This is not percent, it is a ratio.
Peter: OK.
Min: In question 1, the first part should be deleted because there is no “B”.
KJ: OK.
Min: Was it SA4 that decided that the profiles developed for HSPA could also be used for LTE?
KJ: Yes.
Min: On questions 4 and 5, you have references [3] and [4] but didn’t include those references.
KJ: OK.
Nik: Min, you said that RQI would not be applicable to MTSI?
Min: Correct.
KJ: We included this just to have their confirmation.
Nik: Is 5QI=1 for voice the same as QCI=1? I could rewrite a sentence to formulate this.
Min: The SDAP stack is the interface between MTSI and lower layers.
KJ: TS 23.501 is an SA2 specification and we put the question on to them.
Nik: Are you asking for the use cases? Could we remove the first “What”? In that case the answer could just be “no”.
KJ: OK.
Stefan: On the transport block size question, we want to know what packet sizes to use in any kind of voice over NR. We deliberately don’t mention codecs in the question, but provide some background on how it was done in the past.
Min: Is this related to TS 36.213?
Stefan: I just took this from the EVS specification, but didn’t check further.
Min: TBS is specified for NR in TS 38.214. Do you think it helpful if we identified the TBS that are applicable to MTSI?
Stefan: I was a bit unsure, but think that goes beyond what we should do here. RAN1 or RAN2 should have much better knowledge on the background than we.
Min: I just wonder if we could give more background to make RAN1/RAN2 understand our concerns more quickly?
Stefan: From what I recall, there’s a certain LS history and we might want to dig in to that and provide it as reference, but I haven’t done this.
KJ: Do we include this question into the LS?
Min: Should we include more background information? At the time they discussed TBS before, only AMR/AMR-WB was probably discussed, not EVS.
Stefan: I could add some more information.
The document was noted.
	S4-AHM465
	Draft LS on the implementation issues of RAN-assisted codec adaptation
	Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd.
	4


Presented by Kyunghun Jung of Samsung.
Discussion:
Min: In question 1, you refer to 38.300 that is Stage 2 and appropriate for RAN1. In question 2, should we rather refer to the Stage 3 documents 36.321 for LTE and 38.321 for NR?
Ozgur: I like what Min is suggesting.
Min: This is not limited to voice?
KJ: Of course not.
Ozgur: You might want to add TS 36 series for LTE to the references.
KJ: OK.
The document was noted.
	S4-AHM467
	CT issues in the operation of VoNR
	Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd.
	4


Presented by Kyunghun Jung of Samsung.
Discussion:
Nik: I don’t recall how that FLUS group is used. Is it just that it’s part of FLUS?
KJ: If there’s an MTSI session, e.g. speech, there could be more media that are only related to FLUS.
Nik: I think we could consider submitting this to the Newport Beach meeting for wider discussion.
KJ: I’ll submit this as a discussion paper for SA4#103.
The document was noted.
5.
Review of the future work plan
Not applicable.
6.
Any Other Business
There was no other business.
7.

Close of the conference call
The MTSI SWG Chairman, Nikolai Leung (Qualcomm), closed the call at about 17:30 CET and reminded participants to add their names to the attendance list at the end of the on-line minutes. He then thanked all the participants and then closed the conference call.
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·        Document Submission Deadline: March 21st, 2019, 23:59 CET


2.   
Approval of the agenda and registration of documents
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	Proposed agenda for SA4 MTSI SWG 25 March 2019 Teleconference on VoIP over NR SID
	MTSI SWG Chair
(Nikolai Leung)
	2


3.   
Reports and liaisons
4.   
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5.   
Review of the future work plan
6.   
Any Other Business                                                         

7.   
Close of the conference call
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