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MBS SWG ad-hoc conference call
1. [bookmark: _heading=h.ttuo2fdcurz]Opening of the session (22:00 CEST)

As agreed during SA4#108-e:
[bookmark: _heading=h.gjdgxs]
	SA4 MBS SWG Telco on 5GMS3 - Date 14th May 2020, time 22:00 – 23:59 CEST; Host: Sony Europe B.V.
Document submission deadline: 12th May 2020, 23:59 CEST.
	· Review and agree draft CRs to TS 26.511 on 5GMS profiles, codecs and formats
· Review and agree draft CRs to TS 26.512 on 5GMS protocols
· Power to agree new draft of TS 26.512



Participants: Frederic, Charles, Fabrice, Gilles, Imed, Cedric, Gunnar, Jayeeta, Prakash, Iraj, Rohit, Thomas, Jan Willem, Ahmed, Richard, Thorsten, Ed, Lucia, Paul, Brian, James.
Minute taker(s): Paul
MBS SWG Tdoc list available at: 
https://docs.google.com/document/d/1pv7f_dks0Tzcnr46kXJ2QSCX7kvxEE7olI31VWIxZeI/edit?usp=sharing 
[bookmark: _heading=h.s2b2gjscvac7]2. Approval of the agenda and registration of documents


	S4-AHI985
	Proposed agenda for MBS SWG ad-hoc telco on 5GMS3 – 14th May 2020
	SA4 MBS Chairman
	2
	


The agenda was approved.
	
[bookmark: _heading=h.jtygwvma6c33]3.   Reports and liaisons from other groups	

[bookmark: _heading=h.e3tb7kmr97sx]4.    5GMS3 (5G Media streaming stage 3)

[bookmark: _heading=h.oxzu5udp85al]TS 26.512

	S4-AHI989
	pCR TS 26.512 proposed new structure
	Editor (Ericsson)
	4
	


· Presented by Thorsten.
· Feedback from Richard has been incorporated.
· Cedric - should add M7d for consumption reporting
· Gunnar - 2 methods for consumption reporting, but agrees with comment. M7d already has text for metrics reporting, but it needs some fixes.
· Cedric - where to add M7d? Thomas - player interface should be relatively clear. The problem is that the metrics are not available from dash.js, CTA set of metrics. Gunnar - agrees not clear how to handle this yet.
· Cedric will provide a pCR at #109-e.
· Fred - this call has the power to agree new version of TS 26.512.
· Imed - wonders why we still have sections 4 and 5 for uplink and downlink.All APIs in section 4?
· Thorsten updates ToC. APIs are in their proper sections. 
· Richard - clause 4 looks like a guide, and the API is defined in later section.
· Thorsten - could move clause 4 text to the API clauses.
· Richard - fir provisioning, might be same, but then again might not. If the same then could state it’s the same.
· Imed - why repeat everything? Richard - user guides could be separate. The descriptive text basically repeats the tables. Thorsten - some text is normative.Thinks the new structure can work, without re-shuffling the whole spec.
· Thorsten - might need to align all the URLs with the CT3 way. THe “-” are ok when in camel-case.
· Fred - stick to main objective with new structure. Can it be agreed as basis?
· Thomas - suggests allowing an extra day to submit contributions against the new version. Fred - concern about the public holidays and breaking the law.
· Thorsten - ok to extend deadline for 5GMS3 by 1 day.
· Fred - willing to be flexible.
· Gunnar - other work items jealous?
· Thomas - withdraws suggestion.
· Fred - so agree this version as basis for further work? Yes. Thorsten to upload and notify SA4. It will be V1.1-0.
· Paul - as a compromise we could agree to take late documents in MBS. Fred - that is still breaking the law.
· Thomas - new baseline with 2 working days to deadline, difficult.
· Fred - encourage on-time submissions, but tdoc submitters can request 1 more day.
· Thomas - better if we can go into the meeting knowing that we will be asking for an exception.
· Paul - had assumed already that we will.
· Fred - so work plan in to #109-e should reflect this.
989 is agreed.

	S4-AHI966
	5GMSd AF-based Network Assistance
	Ericsson
	4
	


Revised to 
	S4-AHI986
	5GMSd AF-based Network Assistance
	Ericsson
	4
	


· Presented by Thorsten.
· Issue with FlowDescription - cumbersome to code it as ASCII string according to the RFC. The YAML file contains the new easier approach.
· Richard - could the FlowDescription be a common data type, used also in policy part?
· Thorsten - yes.
· Richard - two-phase approach, first create session, then ask for recommendation. What if you want to vary the window, need a new session? Thorsten - OK to include the window in the request, so can be variable. So the window given on session initiation could be a default, overwritten by the second window. Thorsten will make this update.
· Imed - alignment with description, why need array of bitrates. Compare with ANBR method, where network just makes the recommendation without being asked by the UE. Should leverage the policy authorisation procedures. FlowDescription more generic, IP address not enough.
· Thorsten - will check 26.501, had thought the RAN provides the same info in a different way. Imed - don’t have to replicate.
· Jan Willem - window duration in response - can it be different from the one in the request, e.g. if only a shorter window is given. Thorsten - yes, this was the idea.
· Jan Willem - as discussed by email, how should the client interpret “in the next window”? Thorsten - from when the response is received. Jan Willem - on start-up the bitrate could be higher than the playback rate, i.e. go above the recommendation? Thorsten - if the network is busy then the client will not get the higher bitrate. Might need further discussion. Jan Willem - in any case need more clarity.
· Charles - recall issue about how the AF gets the real-time info from the RAN. There was an exchange with SA2, was there an answer? Thorsten - not sure we got a reply from SA2, but if only standardised interfaces shall be used then the same principle holds for ANBR-based approach. Imed - 26.501 is clear, we agreed no proprietary interfaces, it goes through policy(?). For ANBR want to use AT commands as standardised interface. Guarantee can only be given by PCF(?) 
· Thorsten - reached out to SA2 for boost. So far have not included this in this contribution, since so far only PCF path is known.
· Thomas - usable bitrates? Average over next 18 hours, or only instantaneously. Only makes sense with a window. Thorsten - yes, window is also given. Thomas - MPD is irrelevant. Need more precision, know from segment size and duration.
· James - usually can request minimum, guaranteed bitrates, can’t have reaction from RAN fast enough for application.
· Thorsten - see such questions also unresolved for the ANBR approach as well.
· Charles - with ANBR, RAN sends the info with bitrate and this is valid until the next message, so the window is just given by the RAN messages.
· Thorsten - needs to study this more.
· Thomas - recommendation vs. bitrate switch
· Imed - AF manages, SA2 informed boost won’t be in time.
· James - network not capable of predicting what it can do in the future. It could know about a location and particular congestion, or statistics.
· Frederic - need to move on with other contributions, so note this now and expect a new contribution for #109-e.

986 is noted.


	S4-AHI971
	Updates to the RAN-based Assistance Proposal
	Qualcomm Inc.
	4
	


· Presented by Imed
· Foresee liaison with CT3 on AT commands and ANBR.
· Richard - had suggested some editorial improvements, will check again (resent to Imed).
· Thorsten - AT commands are request-response, but last time discussed event-based interface. So will the standardised method miss this? Imed - valid point, but it’s a problem for CT, include it in the liaison exchange.
· Thorsten - no need to go via PCF. Imed - yes, can vary rate within the range of the agreed QoS. Indeed this aspect needs to be added.
· Gunnar - event with AT command - could achieve it by hanging till response received(?) Imed - yes, might need some different way.
· Thorsten - no info on how the session handler decides what to ask for. Imed - tried to describe this in the last section. Essentially it’s from the app. Don’t need to specify how that decides, but also should not give a blank cheque for app to request boosts.
· Thorsten - time window? Imed - refer to 38.321, need to check.
· Paul - issue with ANBR indicating bitrate via an index to a table, which has limited entries available. We already got confirmation from RANx that they will extend the range upwards, but as we raise the bitrate requirements for streaming and XR the gaps between each index get bigger and bigger, meaning there is doubt that the next increment will be within the QoS level. Imed - agrees it needs to be checked.
· Thorsten - unclear how the player interacts with the ANBR method. Imed agrees such guidelines would be helpful.
· Richard - understands bitrate recommendation is more useful for steady-state operation, not so much for start-up.
· Paul - seeing different interpretations of what the AF-based approach is trying to do. It was originally specified using SAND messaging, whereby experiments and evidence was given in the FS_SAND TR. All we are doing now is transferring that feature to using protocols of 5GMS.
· Fred - time is up, note this now. Need to find a way forward generally with network assistance.

971 is noted.


	S4-AHI967
	M1d Procedure for Dynamic Policy Provisioning
	Ericsson
	4
	


Revised to

	S4-AHI987
	M1d Procedure for Dynamic Policy Provisioning
	Ericsson
	4
	



Noted without presentation.

	S4-AHI968
	API for Service Access information acquisition
	Ericsson
	4
	


Revised to

	S4-AHI988
	API for Service Access information acquisition
	Ericsson
	4
	



Noted without presentation.


	S4-AHI970
	Updates to the Dynamic Policy Configuration Procedure Proposal
	Qualcomm Inc.
	4
	



[bookmark: _heading=h.30j0zll]Noted without presentation.
[bookmark: _heading=h.uwh8xvpuqu6v]TS 26.511


5.  Review of the future work plan	

6.  Any Other Business

	
[bookmark: _heading=h.fds4yojco2yb]7.	Close of the session (23:59 CEST)

[bookmark: _GoBack]The chairman thanked the delegates and closed the call.
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