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[bookmark: _vgvrug23qdad]Agenda for MBS SWG ad-hoc conference call
1.      Opening of the session (18:30 CET)

Participants: Frédéric Gabin (Ericsson, chairman), Cédric Thiénot (Enensys), John Su (Apple), Roger Panthos (Apple), Christophe Burdinat (Enensys), Gilles Teniou (Orange), Richard Bradbury (BBC), Simon Goldrei (Apple), Tuan Tran (Enensys). Thomas Stockhammer (13 minutes into the call, Qualcomm).

Cédric will act as scribe.
As agreed during SA4#106:
	SA4 MBS SWG Telco on DAHOE (Date 18th Nov. 2019, time 18:30 – 20:00 CET; Host: Enensys
Document submission deadline: 14th Nov. 2019, 23:59 CET.

https://meet.google.com/owp-myjp-unj
	· Firstly, review draft CRs to TS 26.346
· Secondly, review draft CRs to TS 26.348
· Finally, review draft CRs to TS 26.347
 


 
MBS SWG Tdoc list available at:
https://docs.google.com/document/d/1YFBA4TW6nbYTieBya9OZjI6VWEDz7rbkQIZmvqBR2Fk/edit?usp=sharing
2.      Approval of the agenda and registration of documents                

	S4-AHI912
	Agenda for SA4 MBS SWG Telco on DAHOE (18th Nov. 2019)
	MBS SWG Chairman
	2
	


Agenda approved.
Tdoc allocation agreed.
3.      Reports and liaisons from other groups                                                     	
4.  	DAHOE (support of hybrid DASH/HLS over MBMS)

	S4-AHI913
	DAHOE impacts on TS 26.346 
	Enensys
	4
	



Presentation Christophe Burdinat (Enensys)

Discussion:
· Apple: Will  unified MPD be used in a future
· Christophe: We don’t know we don’t have any info on that. We just leave it a one possible option
· Apple:Do we have the flexibility to provide a higher correction level for playlist ?
· Christophe: yes that is possible can we put it in the profile as a recommendation
· Christophe: do we need to add a new profile or should we update the current profile?
· Frederic: What Release would you impact, will the xml change be backward compatible?
· Cédric: existing players should ignore the additions. So backward compatible.
· Christophe: everything will be backward compatible.
· Thomas: if the appService is not in the profile it’s simply a bug.
· Christophe: in current profile there is a clear mention that the R12:App should not be used
· John: we want to seperate what is multicasted and what is not 
· Christophe:could be closed to the notion of unified MPD.
· John: We want not to be based on the based URL but maybe a number.
· Thomas: I’m not sure to understand what need to be done. I need to understand 
· Our goal is 2 have a single master playlist for unicast/multicast. for eMBMS we expect to have One audio + one audio (and maybe subtitles) made available via multicast. We expect that there is a need to understand at the UE level what is broadcast and what is not. We propose that the the SA includes a separate list of “rendition identifiers” specifying what is multicast or not.
· Thomas: I need to see the details

John: Working assumption
John: Assess impact of two r12:appService elements on real MBMS Client implementations. Any backwards-compatibility issues?
Thomas : I need to check internally.
Cédric: Enensys can do some internal checking.
Decision:

913 is agreed: 
· First bullet: internal checking
· Second bullet is agreeable
· Third bullet: Agreeable, provided this is not the only solution. Offer from Apple to work with Cédric to draft some text, including “rendition identifier”.
· Fourth bullet: is agreeable

	S4-AHI914
	DASH Profile for CMAF
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	4
	



Presentation: Thomas Stockhammer (Qualcomm)

Discussion:

· John: We agree that it may works but risks not conveying elements which are part of HLS and not DASH.
· Thomas: I would like also to see on the other way HLS-> DASH
· Thomas: It also show that  we can create an HLS playlist everywhere ( so maybe also in the UE Client). It really need to be a conversion.
· John: Would it be more scalable to do manifest format conversion at the server end rather than in every MBMS Client?
· Thomas: Key objective is having a single content format (CMAF).
· John: we agree that is a key objective
· John : we agree that we should have a common CMAF format for HLS and DASH. We have not read it. more time is needed
· Discussion on decision:
· First bullet: Apple and Ericsson want to be able to study it.
· Second bullet: More time needed. Study MPEG document N18926.
· 

Decision
Document noted.

	S4-AHI915
	MBMS Client Side HLS Support
	Qualcomm Incorporated
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Presentation Thomas Stockhammer (Qualcomm)

Discussion
· Thomas: Likely to need to “touch” the HLS manifest anyway in the MBMS Client.
· Thomas: In non-hybrid HLS case, need to convey the HLS manifest.
· John: the main concern is this approach combined HLS and DASH constraints to an HLS or a DASH service.
· John: Desire to have HLS as a first class citizen in MBMS non-hybrid case.
· Thomas: Non-hybrid case already largely supported by MBMS.
· John: Clients might be harder to change than servers, depending on UE updates.
· Thomas: No synchronisation issue on the local network.
· Cédric: Start consuming in unicast, then flip to/from multicast thanks to MooD. Possible synchronisation nightmare when flipping between manifests.
· Thomas: If the manifest is always proxied through the MBMS Client, the move unicast<->multicast is hidden inside the MBMS Client.
· Cédric: May need a change of paradigm away from the assumption that the manifest is generated at the BM-SC.
· Thomas: SAND mode versus rewriting mode.
· John: Also need to consider transitions between Wi-Fi and MBMS. Need to support such Use Cases.
· John: In some deployments, BM-SC could be acting as the origin for non-MBMS distribution.
· Thomas: Need to be very careful about this Use Case: it’s tricky. A lot of detail, such as TLS discussion.
· John: At least try to land on a design that could achieve such ambitions.

Decision
Document noted.

5.  	Review of the future work plan
Next DAHOE telco on Monday, 16th December.                    	
Contributions encouraged to be submitted by 9th December, and no later than 13th December.
6.  	Any Other Business

Low latency
· Thomas: Are we also going to deal with low latency as part of this work item?
· John: Shouldn’t be excluded from scope. Should be designed so that the various LL techniques can be deployed over this delivery system.
· Thomas: Not sure we can cover this in the January timeframe.                                                                                          	
7.  	Close of the session (20:00 CET)
 
[bookmark: _GoBack]Session was closed.
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