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7.1
Opening of the session: Monday 15 May, afternoon

The PSM SWG chairman Mr. Frédéric Gabin (NEC Technologies) opened the meeting and welcomed the newcomers to the meeting. Mr. Alastair Angwin (IBM) and Mr. Per Fröjdh (Ericsson) were appointed co-secretaries.
7.2
Approval of the agenda and registration of documents
The chairman presented the proposed agenda TD S4-AHG259 and document allocation in TD S4-AHG259R1, which were approved.
7.3
Reports/Liaisons from other groups/meetings

The chairman reminded the participants of the need to get Change Requests correct in all details for subsequent approval and implementation into the specifications. He requested that TD S4-060262, TD S4-060220, TD S4-060174, TD S4-060175, TD S4-060176, TD S4-060177 are checked to ensure they reference the right specifications including in the document header to avoid problems.
7.3.1
3GPP working groups
7.3.2
Other groups

TD S4-060187 LS from W3C SVG WG on Liaison Statement on incompatibilities between the FDIS of LASeR and SVG Tiny 1.2 was presented by Mr. Suresh Chitturi (Nokia). SA4 was not copied on the reply from MPEG to this LS. This LS Provides update on SVG Mobile 1.2 specification progress and information regarding the ongoing dialogue with MPEG regarding compliance with SVG. SVG Mobile 1.2 should be Candidate Recommendation soon. It describes the areas of concern being addressed with MPEG regarding MPEG 4 Part 20 (LASeR). It concludes by requesting how to get LASeR consistent with SVG.
Mrs. Gaëlle Martin-Cocher (Streamezzo) commented that MPEG has a process to resolve this and has said so to W3C. MPEG has processed this LS and made some proposals to address it. She also pointed out there are some contributions relating to aspects raised by this liaison.

The chairman pointed out that SVG mandates JPEG and PNG, while 3GPP only mandates JPEG. It was clarified that although SVG is referenced by 3GPP, the codec support is specifically excluded. It was suggested that this was a potential problem as servers can reasonably assume support for PNG or JPEG given a user agent advertises support for SVG. Modifications to 3GPP TS 26.234 would be required if alignment was required. It was also pointed out that SVG does not describe any other codecs in their SVG specification (e.g. video codecs) although 3GPP does. So the 3GPP specification is more complete in that respect. The LS was noted.
Then, a discussion followed as to whether SA4 needed to respond. It was suggested to rather send a specific request to be kept up to date by being in copy of the communication between SVG and MPEG. It was agreed that SA4 would like to be kept informed (a change of approach from the previous approach). Mrs. Gaëlle Martin-Cocher (Streamezzo) requested this change to be noted as Streamezzo needed to provide an input the progress rather than MPEG sending LSs to keep SA4 involved. Mr. Suresh Chitturi (Nokia) volunteered to prepare the draft LS (TD S4-060301) asking for SA4 to be kept on copy of the exchange between W3C SVG and MPEG LASeR.
Later, TD S4-060301 DRAFT LS on LS on Incompatibilities between SVG Mobile 1.2 and LASeR was presented by Mr. Suresh Chitturi (Nokia). Mrs. Gaëlle Martin-Cocher (Streamezzo) suggested to use more a positive title and not state that there are outstanding incompatibilities. Some other concerns were raised as well and the LS was edited online by the chairman. The LS was then updated to TD S4-060321 DRAFT LS on compatibility between SVG Mobile 1.2 and LASeR which was to be reviewed during SA4 plenary.
TD S4-060197 Liaison Statement from ISO/IEC/JTC1/SC29/WG11 (MPEG) on ISO/IEC 14496-20 (LASeR) was presented by the chairman. This LS was essentially the same as that received at the DIMS ad-hoc but with the attachment (FDIS and FPDAM 1). The chairman asked if this amendment covers the changes reflected by the W3C comments. The answer was that amendment contains new features and alignment with the SVG. The LS was Noted.
TD S4-060295 Liaison Statement from BAC-MAE of the Open Mobile Alliance on RequestForComments-on-MobileDomainSMIL was presented by Mr. Alastair Angwin (IBM). SA4 is responsible on the network specifics for MMS, i.e. SMIL and also media codecs and formats. Nothing was done for some time in SA4 on this matter but it was considered worth looking at. This document was postponed until SA4#40. It was agreed to draft an initial response to offer an answer at the next meeting. Mr. Olle Franceschi (Ericsson) volunteered to draft it. (see TD S4-060302 reviewed at SA4 plenary). 
7.4
Release-6 work and maintenance of other earlier releases 

7.4.1 (Extended) Packet Switched Streaming Service  

TD S4-060287 RTSP Extensions To Enhance Media Player Interactivity from ‘3’ was presented by Mr. Hashem Madadi (‘3’) . This is meant to be optional, and for Rel-7. Also comments from other that it could be done in a better way. 

Ericsson supported the idea, is this a PSS or an MBMS unicast issue? If PSS then we need PSS extensions. 
NEC DIMS should be taken into account. 
Vodafone: not only for DIMS but others as well. Should it be pure PSS or MBMS or whatever, the transport should be handled separately from what is transported. 
Nokia: there is a new version of RTSP under development. The set-param is an area which will be updated. RTSP is to use something that changes the status of the other side. 
The idea was agreed for Rel-7 and the document was noted.

7.4.2 MBMS User Services







TD S4-060306 CR 26.346-0047 Correction the description of  FDT Instance data elements (Rel-6)  (updated from TD S4-060174) from Huawei was presented by Mr. Hua Huang (HuaWei). 
Ericsson, two things not agreeable 7.2.9 making things optional,  In IETF optional that’s why the schema is as but the text needs to define something else, the inconsistence is by purpose. Unsignedint changed back to string in the XML schema.  
The document was updated into TD S4-060316 and agreed to be presented to plenary.
TD S4-060307 CR 26.346-0048 rev 1 Correction for the FEC block construction and example (Rel-6) (updated from TD S4-060175), from Huawei was presented by Mr. Hua Huang (HuaWei). 
Ericsson asked to wait for some feedback from Digital Fountain. This document was postponed to the plenary.
TD S4-060238 CR 26.346-0049 MBMS Security function alignment (Rel-6) from Ericsson was presented by Mr. Thorsten Lohmar (Ericsson). It was updated to TD S4-060318.

TD S4-060318 was then agreed without review.
TD S4-060305 CR 26.346-0044 rev 4 on Scalable MBMS multicast session joining and leaving (Rel-6) (from TD S4-060262 and earlier TD S4-060108), from Nokia and Ericsson was presented by Mr. Ramakrishna Vedantham (Nokia)
Vidiator, is this really a R6 issue, the feature is good but does it belong to R6 ?
NEC this is a good optimization but too late for Rel-6. 
Huawei, change to R7 and change to B. 
Vidiator how is scalable handled at bearer level does this have impact on it? 
Ericsson, this was discussed in Prague with the RAN group and they are not able to do anything since they do not look into the content. 
NEC, there are some overload mechanism in the network already. 
Ericsson, SA2 think that this is a Rel-6 feature and we need to inform them.
The document was postponed and then postponed again to the plenary.
TD S4-060269 Media Synchronization in 3GPP packet switched services, from Philips was presented by François.

NEC is this possible to mandate from day one for MMTel? Yes. MBMS is this on R6 or R7? MBMS in R6, for PSS in R7. 
Ericsson: RTP time stamp increases with clock. There is wrap around every 13 hour. 
Philips the SR will still be there just for the initial delay. 
NEC what about the live streaming? Philips the delta should be null. 
NEC there will be drift overtime in the live streaming. 
Philips there is no drift since everything is referenced to the wall clock time. 
Ericsson, there is also a problem with wrap around. 
Philips, it is already possible to have an offset that is null.

The proposal was not agreed and the document was noted. 

TD S4-060270 CR 26.346-0052 Media Synchronization in MBMS (Rel-6) from Philips, was presented by François.

Nokia is this only for the initial delay, the SR reports are used later in the session. 
Ericsson, this implies that the sync is kept during all the session since late joiners should be able to sync as well. 
Vidiator according to IETF SR reports are needed. 
Nokia, some figures would be nice to show how long time it takes before the sync is received. 
NEC is it not better to have a SR in the beginning of the session ?

Nokia 5 seconds is really the upper limit, 1 or 0.5 is probably better. 
Ericsson this is a category B CR (also supported by NEC). 
PSM recommended to reject the CR.
TD S4-060286 CR 26.346-0053 Minor FEC Clarification (Rel-6) from Digital fountain, was presented by the chairman. Some updates on the coversheet were felt required and edited online. It was updated in TD S4-060319
TD S4-060319 CR 26.346-0053 rev 1 FEC correction (Rel-6) was agreed without review.
7.5
Release-7 work

7.5.1
Dynamic and interactive multimedia scenes (DIMS - SA4)


TD S4-060200 MPEG4 part 20 based specification for DIMS from Streamezzo was presented by Mrs. Gaëlle Martin-Cocher (Streamezzo).  This contribution provided a proposed draft technical specification based on DIMS following on from the PSM ad-hoc on DIMS meeting. It includes text and figures from the draft architecture discussion document from previous meetings. It adds text regarding the LASeR scheme for scene format etc. It provides a list of the LASeR scene extensions beyond SVG, script, compression, packaging, aggregation, error resilience transmission, etc. It covers inputs for all the relevant sections previously identified. 

Nokia expressed a general concern over the approach of providing such a comprehensive input including the amount of copied material from their own input contributions. 

The chairman said this is not uncommon to provide inputs which are comprehensive and with copied material rather than referenced, which may be preferred. 
Streamezzo claimed the input was intended to put something in front of people to focus people views on the areas of concern. The inclusion of some of the MORE proposal in this document without soliciting concurrence to do so raised concerns. Mr. Suresh Chitturi (Nokia) asked to point out the substantive ideas from MORE contained in this proposal. A number of areas were highlighted including figure 1 in section 4, section 14 etc. but these claimed to be already in LASeR.
Streamezzo claimed the proposal tries to address all the wishes of MORE and LASeR with some choices and the authors are to be complemented. Some concerns regarding the lack of clarity e.g. section 10 (LASeR binary, XML, gzip etc) and others. It seemed all clients have to support all. 

A discussion took place on the genesis of some aspects, e.g. timetext as the source, but their inclusion in the current input. Questions were asked about the comparison of a LASeR and MORE based approach to address the requirements.
The chairman said he was disappointed to only have one input to the action item so comparison could not be made between proposals. The chairman acknowledged it is not good practice to copy parts of proposals without at least a reference but said this was not the intention.
The chairman referred to the DIMS Functional Components document and how this was a means to focus the inputs from the proponents of the technologies. The chairman asked if the MORE proponents could prepare an input regarding this. Mr. Suresh Chitturi (Nokia) suggested the existing MORE documentation provides enough information. Mrs. Gaëlle Martin-Cocher (Streamezzo) stated from her perspective the MORE proposal misses some areas. 
The chairman said he was not sure the existing MORE documentation is easy to relate to the functional components. If it was easy he would welcome it being done overnight and take it tomorrow. Mr. Suresh Chitturi (Nokia) agreed to produce the input in TD S4-060303.
The chairman asked Streamezzo to update TD S3-060200 to reflect MORE by reference and state some aspects where used. (Mrs. Gaëlle Martin-Cocher (Streamezzo)  to produce S4-060304). Mrs. Gaëlle Martin-Cocher (Streamezzo) agreed to perform the update. TD S4-060200 was updated in TD S4-060304.
Later, TD S4-060304 MPEG-4 part 20 based specification for DIMS from Streamezzo, Alcatel, Bouygues, 3, France Telecom was presented by Mrs. Gaëlle Martin-Cocher (Streamezzo) . It provides reference to MORE and a statement regarding figures and text being used. The document was considered during the DIMS selection discussion and then noted.
Later, TD S4-060303 MORE answers to DIMS Functional Components from Nokia, Ericsson was presented by Mr. Suresh Chitturi (Nokia). It provides the MORE proposal mapped to the functional components. 

Question raised regarding quality feedback metrics. In response it was suggested this is studied to define the parameters needed for the content types being used, e.g. scenes, updates etc.

The chairman commented regarding established practice which would be through PSS. Subsequently commented there are requirements for this but refuted as they were rejected. Thus it might be possible not to specify anything but it is still worth considering. The document was considered during the DIMS selection discussion and then noted.

TD S4-060226 DIMS Technical Usage Scenarios from Nokia was presented by Mr. Suresh Chitturi (Nokia). The intent is to present some technical usage scenarios to document the cases often jumped into during the discussions during the technical discussions. It assumes SVG Mobile 1.2, content update and optional compression. It covers: point to point download and play; broadcast download and play; download and update (pull); download and update (push); point-to-point streaming; multi-cast/broadcast streaming.
Clearly useful to help the understanding of DIMS but should it be codified in some way. Not clear documenting it is necessary. A clarification was sought regarding <prefetch> and point to point download and play. Not considered at odds. The document was noted.
TD S4-060280 Technical use case for LASeR/DIMS from Streamezzo was presented by Mrs. Gaëlle Martin-Cocher (Streamezzo) and Cédric Gegout (Streamezzo). Generally considered a useful background input, like TD S4-060226. Noted.
TD S4-060201 LASeR scene extension conformance to SVG Tiny 1.2 Conformance criteria from Streamezzo was presented by Mrs. Gaëlle Martin-Cocher (Streamezzo). It tries to explain the work in MPEG to address the list of incompatibilities with SVG raised by the W3C. The resulting update to LASeR will be conformant to SVG and its extensibility. Mr. Alastair Angwin (IBM) asked for clarification regarding the backwards compatibility since element/attribute names reuse was one of the problems. Mr. Jean-Claude Dufourd  (Streamezzo) says this is addressed through the corrigendum which is being balloted now. The bug fix to the spec should result in no approved version of LASeR v1 with this bugs. Ms. Elin Röös (Ikivo) pointed out she has questions regarding the extensions and wants clarification. Media Clipping is one example where the SVG specified approach could be used. Likewise the criticism of script and use of hardwired approaches is concerning. Asked if the conclusion is verifiable, i.e. agreed by the W3C. Regarding the latter point there has been dialogue between MPEG and W3C and 3GPP.regardingthe scene extensions etc was to meet the MPEG requirements. Mr. Suresh Chitturi (Nokia) agrees there is a need to ensure that W3C and MPEG agree the alignment and legitimacy of extensions. Noted.

TD S4-060203 DIMS candidates comparison from Streamezzo was presented by Mrs. Gaëlle Martin-Cocher (Streamezzo). It provides a comparison between LASeR and MORE in their respective approaches to meet, or not, the requirements. Areas questioned include clipping, document updates and the limitations of REX, streamability, 3gpp file format, etc. Mr. David Singer (Apple) questioned some of the detail of this comparison. Sees no show stoppers though. Ms. Elin Röös (Ikivo) commented that REX is more than updates, its about remote events. Considers it unfair regardingthe maturity. In response to a question from Mr. Jean-Claude Dufourd  (Streamezzo) regarding the maturity DOM3 was cited. The claims regarding LASeR and MORE update messages questioned. Questioned the comments regarding REX in the last para of 3.3. Also the claims regarding XPath efficiency and necessity questioned; the REX needs are only a lightweight subset. Considers the cost of authoring comments questionable.  
Cedric gegout (Streamezzo) clarified the use of RefreshScene and its appropriateness. Likewise commented on XPath. Claimed the need to be focused on efficiency (of implementation etc). Mr. Suresh Chitturi (Nokia) commented regarding the need for efficiency, XPath etc. Discussion regarding the cost of REX updates. Documents claimed questioned. Discussion on its operation. Alastair wanted to take a bigger view of cost, like reuse of existing device functionality and minimum extras to meet the DIMs requirement which would be future proof rather than taking a limited view. Mr. David Singer (Apple) questioned relying on REX today. Seems to have a lot of work to be done to reach a candidate recommendation. Noted.
TD S4-060204 LASeR/DIMS implementations from Streamezzo, ENST and ETRI was presented by Mrs. Gaëlle Martin-Cocher (Streamezzo) , and Young Kwan Lim provided some additional input. Provides insight into existing implementations of LASeR, reference implementation size, etc. 

Comment regarding the ENST implementation that it is not fully compatible with SVG etc as it is not a complete implementation. Replied that the implementation covers the stable parts. 

Question whether the ETRI implementation is based on the reference implementation. Yes but with some changes to deal with the porting. Question whether the implementations are interoperable. Both plan to use the test suite etc.

Question whether the implementations are interfaced to transport protocols, e.g. streaming and broadcast. Yes, though regarding use of protocols etc.

Discussion regarding DMB. No discussions yet regarding migration to DIMS.

Discussion regarding the footprint. The additional elements and migration might add 20%, uDOM will add more still especially given its a retro fit. Also uses protocols and other services from the underlying java environment.

The chairman asked if the group could agree on the conclusion. Discussion on this and proposed we could agree this document provides evidence of the existence of LASeR v1 implementations but these are difference from the current LASeR v2 based proposal. This amended conclusion, i.e. document S4-060204 provides evidence of the existence of LASeR v1 implementations, was agreed. The document was noted.

TD S4-060206 SAF use cases and comparison to other packaging format from Streamezzo was presented by Mrs. Gaëlle Martin-Cocher (Streamezzo) . It provides some use cases to show the benefit of SAF to 3GPP specifications. It Concludes SAF improves the 3GPP framework capabilities.

Clarification was sought as to whether SAF was being proposed as a replacement for 3GP. Claimed it is complementary rather than replacement.

Questioned as to why we would want this additional layer of complexity.
Question as to why this is being discussed. Wasn’t the proposal for SAF as an alternate packaging format disposed of at a previous meeting
Discussion and review of previous minutes and associated document.

Proposed this document is noted until determination of the direction for DIMS is established since a LASeR based solution could work with or without SAF. The document was noted.
TD S4-060225 MORE Technical Proposal for DIMS from Nokia, Ericsson was presented by Mr. Suresh Chitturi (Nokia). It provides an update on the MORE proposal. The changes are called out using red font. It clarifies: what is meant by scene, i.e. a representation of a fully compliant SVG document; temporal management of scenes and updates; random access points (tune-in etc); etc.
Question regarding the new text just before section 7. Claimed the updated should be applied according to their time stamps. Replied this is the case where no temporal transmission of updates is provided.

Discussion of cases where this is possible given 3GP file format and RTP have timestamps, The example given was HTTP with REX since REX does not have a timestamp. Suggested a little more work to explain when this might happen would be welcomed.

Section 8.2 “Random Access points”. Claimed the RAPs are only for scenes not for updates.  Can be a scene or scene update which is a complete scene. Also claimed the DRAPs introduces a undesirable latency. Needs clarification or examples showing it works.
The document was noted.

Mr. Per Fröjdh (Ericsson) offered to show a couple of slides to illustrate the use of DRAP (submitted later as TD S4-060310). 

TD S4-060310 Distributed Random Access Point (DRAP) from Ericsson was presented by Mr. Per Fröjdh (Ericsson). It claimed DRAP to be a true superset of the RAP. Can include references which are claimed to be able to reduce bandwidth and use the same mechanisms as REX and DOM.  Its an exchange of latency for bandwidth. Suggested the DRAP equates to an early scene RAP, i.e. fake nodes. Claimed it is a little safer this way in case of packet loss. Suggested the tradeoff is not really significant to LASeR spreading out the access points. Claimed the processing of DRAPs is more complex than a simple scene replace. Would need to evaluate this tradeoff and impact more, perhaps with further inputs describing it. 

Suggested the DRAP approach is interesting but might be the subject of the refinement phase. However it is part of the proposal now even though it was not included in the technology evaluation.
The chairman suggested that given this DRAP approach is new it might be considered as part of the refinement phase given the original call for technology inputs etc which is now over. Claimed that this approach might be considered generic and therefore could apply to either technology proposal.

Question asked how this could be applied to a LASeR based approach given the status of the document. Response is that it could be done using the capabilities of LASeR amendment 1.

Discussion on the dissimilarity and prioritization and the way errors are resolved. Computing the priority for samples can be used to determine the strategy to deal with the error, e.g. request retransmit, conceal etc. 
Question as to who can set the priority for the priority field. Its done at the packetisation phase but who sets the rules may be implementation specific.

Question as to how the receiver can detect the priority of a lost packet.

The document was noted.

TD S4-060257 Concerns about use of similarity/dissimilarity information in MORE proposal from France Telecom, Orange, Apple was presented by Mr. Sylvain Devillers (Orange). It raises concerns regarding the similarity/dissimilarity proposal in MORE. Proposes it is not desirable for DIMS. Discussion on the use, the prioritization and means to deal with packet error conditions noted. More detail and examples etc needed to build a level of comfort. Noted.
TD S4-060258 Remote Events for XML from Ikivo was presented by Ms. Elin Röös (Ikivo). It explains REX in the context of DIMS and its current schedule. 

Requested to cite the IETF document using REX (WYDEX). The schedule was commented on with incredulity. It may be the plan in W3C but its inconsistent with part performance. The chairman commented that members who have dependencies in other organizations for their proposals should work to ensure they meet the 3GPP schedule. Applies to both. Argued the REX schedule should not be considered so at risk given it’s a small piece of work, its based on well established work etc.

The chairman asked Elin to submit an update with a TDoc number. TD S4-060258 was updated to TD S4-060317 which was noted.

Discussion on the DIMS Candidate selection (“Select, or identify the path to, SA4’s intended solution”)
Having completed the input documents regarding the candidates the chairman asked whether people were ready to make progress on moving forward with a selection. The options are: 
1) select the MORE based solution, 
2) select the LASeR based solution; 
3) to continue the analysis, 
4) define the solution by component selection.
It was proposed option 3) is not really an option. It could envisage a solution achieved through option 4) taking whatever we agree on from both proponents.

A number of members expressed a preference for option 4.

A number of members expressed support for option 4 given a choice of option 1 or 2 would be problematic which might be their original preference.

There was a comment that the approach need to minimize the differences between the mobile and fixed approaches. If there are reasons for not doing something strictly with the W3C specs as they are then they need to be good and ideally we should work with the W3C to fix their specs for the betterment of fixed and wireless users. 

There was a desire expressed to minimize the number of options, i.e. no overlapping of solution for components.

The following was agreed by consensus in PSM:
The group agreed to start drafting the DIMS stage 3 specification based on the agreed functional decomposition. The editor of the specification is Mr. David Singer (Apple). The specification will be progressed thanks to contributions including text proposals. The intention is:

· To fulfill the agreed DIMS requirements

· To base the content of the specification on the 2 available proposals

· To focus on essential functionalities and avoid options

· To harmonize as much as possible the solution with OMA RME 
TD S4-060202 Draft DIMS specification for MBMS, PSS and MMS from Streamezzo was presented by Mrs. Gaëlle Martin-Cocher (Streamezzo) . It provides a baseline specification template with topics. The chairman proposed this is noted but can be used as a starter for a drafting session. The document was noted.
Given the agreement on the way ahead and TD S4-060202 the chairman asked for interest in a drafting session. A drafting session was arranged for Wednesday AM early after a schedule replanning. The objective was to produce a first draft specification with an initial structure and the maximum agreeable text. This draft would then be presented to plenary.
TD S4-060205 SMIL impact on DIMS specification from Streamezzo was presented by Mrs. Gaëlle Martin-Cocher (Streamezzo) . It Provides insight a conflict between SMIL and SVG. Discussion on the problem and ways forward. SVG and SMIL WGs are aware of the problem. Suggested the real impact may be very low as it is unlikely that the implementations would share sync code between SVG and SMIL. Suggested the problem of SMIL and RTP should show the problem today. 

Discussion on how to move forward. Suggested to liaise with W3C SMIL to verify there is a problem and if so how they plan to resolve. Requested SA4 agreed it’s a problem rather than submit a member document. Mr. Per Fröjdh (Ericsson) claimed his experts believe there is no problem but will check. TD S4-060205 was postponed pending inputs regarding above.
Later in the meeting, TD S4-060205 was addressed. Companies need time to understand if this is a problem. The document was postponed until next meeting.
TD S4-060224 Proposed DIMS baseline specification text from Apple Computer was presented by Mr. David Singer (Apple). It provides a spec-like input based on the commonalities of and discussions related to MORE and LASeR and some personal thoughts. It was considered a useful input to the drafting session. Noted.
TD S4-060199 Font consideration for DIMS from Streamezzo was presented by Mrs. Gaëlle Martin-Cocher (Streamezzo) . 

Ikivo: There are incorrect statements in section 2.3.e and 3.2. SVG can handle Arabic characters. You can use scripting to handle SVG fonts. The SVG fonts are not defined for quality but for small data size. We cannot discuss to use SVG fonts or not, they are part of the SVG specification. 
Streamezzo: SVG fonts are not sufficient. 
Nokia: SVG fonts are part of the specification. We have system fonts that vendors support and we should not add another technology here. Should not mandate vendors to use Open Type fonts.

IBM: Fallback is SVG, but you cannot rely on system fonts. We need to make sure that system fonts are the same on devices. 
Apple: In Timed text there is a way to specify alternative fonts, but for DIMS we have higher requirements on fitting things on a screen. 
NEC: What is the assumption today? Is there a fallback to SVG fonts? 
Nokia: You fallback to system fonts if nothing is specified. 
Streamezzo: Fonts are not addressed properly in current 3GPP specification. There is no predictability. Furthermore, fonts should be dealt with separately from DIMS. It’s a general issue and we need to have a separate work item to address this. 
IBM: So this should also address MMS, PSS etc? 
Streamezzo: We should make DIMS agnostic to the font system and address this elsewhere.

Real: Content creators are going to bypass this. They will use their own bitmap fonts (like images). We should allow content creators to use their own fonts. 
IBM: We should make sure that the content author can make a choice.

Apple: For consistence usage of fonts, you can use SVG fonts by downloading what you need. This is what happens in Flash, but it is expensive in bandwidth. 
IBM: The font problem is not specific to the mobile environment. The mobile domain may be the catalyst, but it would be desirable if the W3C could look into a solution. 
Streamezzo: We have specific needs in 3GPP that we should solve. No agreement in the room whether the font feature is actually broken.  

The document was noted.

TD S4-060320 DRAFT Dynamic and Interactive Multimedia Scenes TS from the editor, was presented by the editor, Mr. David Singer (Apple). It contained the output of the drafting session. Companies are encouraged to bring contributions with improvements to future meetings. The document includes a list of open issues that also can be addressed by contributions. The document was to be presented to plenary. Noted.
7.5.1
MBMS User Service Extensions (MBMSUSE - SA4)
TD S4-060236 Using MBMS User Services on Unicast Bearer Services from Ericsson was presented by Mr. Thorsten Lohmar (Ericsson). There was a discussion on how the BM-SC knows whether or not the UE is roaming. 
NEC: The local operator may offer a service. 
Ericsson: Here we assume that the home BM-SC is responsible and gives a session announcement. 
IBM: Is this for all users? 
Ericsson: Most users will not be roaming, maybe only 3 per cent. 
IBM: Is it supposed to be a smooth transition from MBMS to PSS when you are outside the MBMS service area.

Ericsson: The ambition should be there, but there is not a strict requirement. 
Real: Why specifically mention PSS, it should be possible to use any available method, including CS. 
IBM: CS (3G-324M) is better for QoS than PSS. 
Ericsson: We welcome further inputs on this. 
Vidiator: We shouldn’t mandate switching to PSS when there is an MBMS outage, as the MBMS may come back again. 
Ericsson: It should of course be possible to switch back to MBMS. 
It was agreed to put the proposal from Section 2 into the permanent document. The other proposals from the document were subject to some offline discussions (typos and comments from IBM and NEC) before they can be put into the permanent document. 
Noted. 

Note: Later on it was agreed offline that section 3 could be also put into the permanent document.
TD S4-060237 Using FLUTE within a RTSP session for MBMS User Services on unicast from Ericsson was presented by Mr. Thorsten Lohmar (Ericsson). 

Nokia: Why using FLUTE over unicast and not HTTP? 
Ericsson: You loose synchronization, when you may have congestion for HTTP and not RTP traffic. 
There was a long discussion on synchronization. 
Ericsson: We have an agreement from last meeting of putting FLUTE on unicast, but it seems that Nokia is challenging this now. 
Nokia: We propose to use HTTP instead. 
Chair: Nokia is welcome to bring a contribution if they want to challenge the agreement from the last meeting. 
Real: We question the assumption that synchronization is kept using the proposal in this document. 
It was agreed to be put in the permanent document with some re-wordings. Noted.

TD S4-060240 CR 26.346 0051 Modification of MBMS User Service architecture to enable unicast bearer usage (Release 7) from Ericsson was presented by Mr. Thorsten Lohmar (Ericsson). 
IBM: It will be confusing for readers to read about MBMS services over non-MBMS bearers.
NEC: Don’t agree. We have already made the distinction between service and bearer.
Ericsson: Yes, but there is a confusion when you only say “MBMS”. 
TD S4-060240 was subsequently updated to TD S4-060323. 
TD S4-060323 was agreed without review.
TD S4-060239 CR 26.346 0050 Modification of MBMS User Service procedures to enable unicast bearer usage (Release 7) from Ericsson was presented by Mr. Thorsten Lohmar (Ericsson). 
Nokia: Where is the definition of UMTS bearer? 
Ericsson: For instance in TS 23.107. 
Nokia: Can we add a reference? There is also an editorial issue in 5.3.4 to be corrected. 
Chairman: Nokia is encouraged to bring a CR with references.

TD S4-060239 was subsequently updated to TD S4-060324. 

TD S4-060324 was agreed without review.
TD S4-060267 CR Support of Progressive Download in MBMS from BenQ mobile was presented by Mr. Thomas Stockhammer. 
Ericsson: What do you do if you get losses and have to wait for repair? 
Ericsson: The user does not that it has received a file before it has been downloaded. In PSS the user presses a key and waits, but in MBMS the user does not press a key and is not aware that it is waiting. 
BenQ: But when you join the MBMS service, the user wants to start playing as soon as possible. 
NEC: You may also want to start playing a football clip with goals as soon as possible when it is being pushed. 
Apple: There is enough information in the movie box of a 3GP file to figure out when it is safe to start playing a file. 
Ericsson: A 3GP file can also include a Progressive download information box that gives recommendations on delays for various download rates

BenQ: But the information about the source blocking is not conveyed. 
A long discussion about alternative ways to do progressive download over MBMS. 
Chair: Can we include support for using the progressive download profile of 3GP files in MBMS? 
Ericsson: It’s not clear that this will work. 
BenQ: Willing to discuss offline if people don’t understand the solution. 
Ericsson: We don’t know if we need this. Can accept this as a study suggestion for MBMS in Release 7, but not more than that. 
Ericsson. Still we don’t know how to handle packet losses, or how much we gain from having progressive download. 
The document was noted.
TD S4-060325 Interactive MBMS services (Slides for S4-060274) from Nokia was presented by Mr. Ramakrishna Vedantham (Nokia)
Ericsson: Four out of five stages you propose to solve in OMA BCAST. Why not do them all in OMA BCAST? These are content related and not transport related. BCAST should have a look first. 
Nokia: We try to propose what’s missing in OMA BCAST. 
Ericsson: HTTP based feedback is covered by the WID, so this part of the proposal may already be covered. 
Nokia: But do we mention SMS and MMS? 
NEC: No need for scalability for this feature. In the case of feedback, users will most likely respond in a scattered manner. Don’t want to have feedback delayed. 
Nokia: The proposal is to spread transport of feedback, not the time it will be presented. 
NEC: But if you turn off the phone before it is sent, then it does not work anymore. 
Nokia: We separate the user interface from the transport. But there is no way to protect you from going out of coverage. The overall assumption is that you are in coverage. 
IBM: You need some sort of scalability if many users want to vote at the same time. 
Chair: Nokia is asked to talk to the companies that have concerns to the proposal. 
The document was noted. 

TD S4-060274 was then noted without review.
7.5.1
Other Release-7 issues

7.6
Postponed issues

7.7
Review of the future work plan (next meeting dates, hosts)

The chairman presented the latest DIMS schedule (TD S4-AHP268) and updated on line the new proposed schedule according to the progress achieved. A discussion took place on the need and possibility of a second PSM Ad hoc on DIMS before SA4#40. There was no agreement on this topic.
The new tentative schedule was to be provided in TD S4-060322 to be presented to the plenary.

7.8
Any other business
7.9
Close of the session: Wednesday 17 May, afternoon

The chairman thanks the secretaries and all the delegates for their active participation
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