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Executive Summary MBS SWG ad-hoc #35
The MBS SWG had a conference call on July 2nd 2014 from 4pm to 6 pm CEST. There were 13 participants. The MBS SWG was assigned for this conference call 6 input contributions, among which 4 of them were resubmission from the last SA4#79 meeting. The conference call only focused on MI-EMO related contributions.

The conference call was chaired by Mr. Gilles Teniou (Orange) who stepped in as interim chair for the absent acting MBS SWG chairman.    
Due to lack of time, not all the documents could be disposed sufficiently. The non-reviewed documents are therefore added by default to the agenda of the next conference call #36 in July 22nd 4 to 6 pm CEST.
Eric Turcotte (Ericsson) kindly volunteered to act as the scribe. The minutes were taken online through a collaborative portal and could be checked and modified by all the participants during the call.
We had only time to review 3 MI-EMO documents:

· A contribution on the usage of multiple FLUTE sessions was presented and discussed but no conclusion could be draw due to connection problems on the presenter side. The document was then noted and the concerns were listed into the minutes for further offline considerations.

· A contribution on the upgrade of the LCT RFC to a more recent version was agreed at the MBS conference call level. One source company representative experienced connection problems and could only express comments offline. The chairman hence decided to move forward as the agreement could be reach among the 12 participants. 

· The last contribution was related to additional FLUTE enhancements for which a debate happened regarding the timing interpretation of packet reception. Same clarification was requested, and then the document was noted and a revised version is planned to be presented at the next conference call.

The remaining documents which have not been presented due to lack of time are by default added to the agenda of the next conference call #36, scheduled on the 22nd July, 4 to 6pm CEST.

Meeting Minutes
1
Opening of the meeting

M. Gilles Teniou (Orange), MBS SWG acting chairman, welcomed the delegates and opened the meeting.

Eric Turcotte (Ericsson) kindly volunteered to act as the secretary. The minutes were made available online through the collaborative portal: http://pad.w3c.br/p/3GPP-MBS-MI-EMO-2014-07-02
2
Approval of the agenda and registration of documents

460R2a
	Tdoc number
	Title
	Source
	SWG Agenda Item
	Replaced by
	SWG Status
	SA4 A.I. for Tdocs presented at SA4 plenary*

	S4-AHI460R2
	Proposed agenda for MBS SWG ad-hoc #35 conference call on MI_EMO (2nd July 2014)
	MBS SWG Chairman (Ericsson)
	2
	
	Agreed
	-


Gilles Teniou (Orange) presented S4-AHI460R2 Proposed agenda for MBS SWG ad-hoc #35 conference call on MI_EMO (2nd July 2014) from the MBS SWG Chairman. It was approved.
3
Reports/Liaisons from other groups/meetings


	Tdoc number
	Title
	Source
	SWG Agenda Item
	Replaced by
	SWG Status
	SA4 A.I. for Tdocs presented at SA4 plenary*

	S4-AHI455
	Report of MBS SWG ad-hoc #33 conference call on MI_EMO (10th June 2014)
	MBS SWG Chairman (Ericsson)
	3
	
	-
	-

	S4-AHI459
	Report of MBS SWG ad-hoc #34 conference call on MI_EMO (10th June 2014)
	MBS SWG Chairman (Ericsson)
	3
	
	-
	-


The previous conference call reports were not available yet. The MBS SWG chairman indicated offline that they will be reviewed during the next conference call on July 22nd.
4
MI-EMO



449n, 452a,454n
	Tdoc number
	Title
	Source
	SWG Agenda Item
	Replaced by
	SWG Status
	SA4 A.I. for Tdocs presented at SA4 plenary*

	S4-AHI449
	Usage of Multiple FLUTE sessions
	Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd
	4
	
	noted
	-

	S4-AHI450
	Signaling Object Flow Characteristics
	Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd
	4
	
	-
	-

	S4-AHI452
	MI-EMO: Upgrade to RFC5651
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	4
	
	Agreed
	-

	S4-AHI454
	MI-EMO: Other FLUTE Enhancements
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	4
	
	Noted
	

	S4-AHI451
	Guidelines on HTTP Redirection for DASH-over-MBMS Service with Unicast Fallback
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	4
	
	
	

	S4-AHI461
	MI-EMO: FLUTE FDT Instance Descriptor file distribution
	Ericsson
	4
	
	
	


S4-AHI449
Imed Bouazizi  (Samsung) presented “Usage of Multiple FLUTE sessions”.
Thorsten: TR which works with netmask, and use netmask as sub-flow identifier. Is this another solution?

Imed: netmask documented as a possible solution. 

Charles, Thorsten: very difficult to hear what Imed is saying (bad call quality)

Thorsten: 

Imed: view the TR as 1 possible solution. Can be an enhancement to the existing solution.

Charles: asked for further explanation of option 1

Imed: Application specific.  

Charles: under deliveryMethod, you add a  ContentRelationshipType

Imed: FLUTE receivers use the reference to know the application reference.  Might need to be added to what Qualcomm has proposed.

Thorsten: Reference to multiple FLUTE sessions, SDP contains multiple sessions, multiple TMGI

Imed: No change to that. 

Thorsten: Wants to have multiple deliveryMethods, does not understand. 1 SDP file described 1 FLUTE session, so 1 TSI. If we start using multiple FLUTE sessions it’s confusing. Could understand using multiple download sessions.

Imed dropped the call. 

Imed: rejoined

Thorsten: Would be clearer to talk about multiple download delivery sessions

Imed dropped the call again

Thomas: Closely aligned with what has been previously submitted. What is the use of the grouping function, in relation to the initialization segment? Why is it necessary? Does not understand the benefits, and why a new header extension.

Imed rejoined. 

Imed: Grouping is not new. Only way is to include in the FDT. Proposal is to add semantic to the grouping. For the initialization segment in-band or out of band.

Imed dropped the call again

In the absence of the presenter of the contribution at the time of concluding on the document, Gilles Teniou invited those having comments to raise them and minute them for offline considerations.

Thorsten: Comment about backward compatibility. Solution only for post Rel-12, but concerns for rel-11 and older UEs.

Thomas: MD5 can derive at the receiver. Do we have a necessity to deliver the MD5?

Cedric: For option 1, is there an efficiency issue, for in-band. May be inefficient to open an FDT for only 1 file?

S4-AHI449 was Noted.
S4-AHI450
The document could not be presented due to the absence of the source company representative.
S4-AHI452
Thomas Stockhammer (Qualcomm) presented “MI-EMO: Upgrade to RFC5651”. a revision of S4-140582

Thomas: Proposal to update the latest LCT RFC.  We can define extension headers and use IANA registration mechanisms as is. 

Eric: looks OK and backward compatible to use the new LCT RFC.

Imed: disconnected from the call. Sent e-mail:

Now that the bridge refuses to let me connect, I wanted to raise the following 2 points:

1) This contribution was dealt with during the meeting and the call was for contributions that were not discussed

2) We can still register header extensions against the new RFC and use them with the old RFC. This is by far less severe than breaking a rule which says use the experimental RFCs together and the standard RFCs together.

Thorsten: Cannot understand Samsung arguments (raised during last SA4 meetings). TS 26.346 has excluded those features in Rel 6, which lead to the version increase in IETF.

Gilles: The debate on the update of the LCT RFC already happened during the last SA4 meeting. Are you sure that upgrading the LCT RFC does not break the dependencies with ALC and FLUTE and by consequence MBMS?
Thomas: Does not see any issue to only the LCT RFC, not the ALC nor the FLUTE RFC.

Gilles: The connection problems from Imed to the audio bridge are painful. For those present on the call, there is an agreement for the upgrade of the LCT RFC as the preferred solution. Hence the contribution can be agreed following the section 3 proposal, i.e. in the existence of concerns with the upgrade of the LCT RFC, the alternative proposal in section 2 will be added into the TR as a working assumption.

S4-AHI452 was Agreed.
S4-AHI454
Thomas Stockhammer (Qualcomm) presented “MI-EMO: Other FLUTE Enhancements”

Thorsten: May have a problem with the SCT in MBSFN operation. A certain offset is included. SCT contains the time at the sender, when sending the packet. 

Thomas: Who is the sender?
Thorsten: BM-SC. UE may receive with 10 sec. delay, extreme scenario. 

Thomas: BM-SC includes the FLUTE sender. Proposal in section 

Thorsten: Concern with second sentence. May be an unknown time offset between "time at the sender" and "time when receiving the packet"

Thomas: It’s in the current spec.

Thorsten: Current spec is +/-1 sec.

Thomas: In spec, DASH section, why do we have a problem? In section 5.6 of TS 26.346, it seems to be a problem with the existing spec that needs to be corrected

Thorsten: SCT provides another time, can we assume all MBMS UE implements SIB16, and are precisely time synchronized?

Thomas: If BM-SC has created offering with say 1 sec. delay, and the radio introduce say few seconds delay, it is already broken.

Thorsten: Problem in the sentence "shall be sufficiently accurate such that a DASH client relying on this time source ". SCT value describes the time at the sender when sending the packet, and not at the receiver, when receiving the packet.

Thorsten: Tune-in delay longer

Thorsten: Segments are available as were planned. Need to be careful if the transmission delay is included in the SCT or not.

Thomas: Spec is clear (section 5.6)

The MBMS download session shall deliver segments such that the last packet of the delivered object is available

at the UE latest at its segment availability start time as announced in the MPD
Zhiming: Don't know which device will receive the content.

Charles: BM-SC knows about the content being delivered. BM-SC would adjust the AST to compensate the transmission delay.

Zhiming: no more than 200 msec. transmission delay, compensated by the receiver buffer.

Thorsten: Assume middleware does some adjustments. Put implicit FEC requirements. Delay for worse case UEs.

Thorsten: Talking about interface between DASH client and middleware in the client.

Cedric: Existing spec. says that AST has to be changed. Using the current spec. is for the UE middleware to change the AST.

Thomas: I have a guarantee from the sender, based on spec section 5.6 text mentioned.

Cedric: Need to think about it, if there is no backward compatibility issues.

Zhiming: How is the delay determined?
Thorsten: Explaining how it is determined.

Zhiming: For MBMS service support, we have timing information. If we change this approach, it is a change of semantics

Thomas: No change, please look at TS 26.346.

Zhiming: For the timing information, the publisher has the information. SCT value would be used by the client to change its timing. Text is a change to the approach in TS 26.346. Need to check this.

Thomas: No issue on addition in 7.2.7. Concerns with addition of TS 26.346 section 5.6 Thomas will check this.

Gilles: Zhiming, are you referring to the DASH availability at the client side?
Zhing: 2 levels of timing. In MPD from the publisher. In the LCT, in the FLUTE level. Just a middle box transferring the segment to the client. Should account for 2 different types of timing

Thomas: LCT is expressing UTC time. MPD is expressing 

Thorsten: If SCT to be used as receiver time, need to specify which time source takes precedent over another, e.g. SIB16, and LCT. Proposal is changing the semantics compared to the RFC.

Thomas: Happy to remove it. This is implicit.

Thorsten: OK if 2 amendments: 1) Inclusion of transmission delay, and 2) Usage of SIB16 timing source if available. 

Charles: Use SCT to determine transmission delay instead.

Zhiming: UE already know the delay from reception of segments? 

Thomas: Cannot get the transmission delay from any other place that using e.g. SCT compared to UTC from SIB16

S4-AHI454 was noted and S4-AHI462 was allocated as a revision.
4
Review of the future work plan
Next MBS SWG ad-hoc (#36) call 22nd July will address both MI_EMO and MI_MooD. No specific time allocation has been defined yet between those two work items.


5
Any Other Business
None during this conference call



6
Close of the session
 Gilles Teniou (Orange) closed the meeting at 6:15pm by thanking the participants for their attendance and work.
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Annex C - Documents status after MBS ad’hoc #35 on Mi-EMO
	Tdoc number
	Title
	Source
	SWG Agenda Item
	Replaced by
	SWG Status
	SA4 A.I. for Tdocs presented at SA4 plenary*

	S4-AHI460R2
	Proposed agenda for MBS SWG ad-hoc #35 conference call on MI_EMO (2nd July 2014)
	MBS SWG Chairman (Ericsson)
	2
	
	Agreed
	-

	S4-AHI455
	Report of MBS SWG ad-hoc #33 conference call on MI_EMO (10th June 2014)
	MBS SWG Chairman (Ericsson)
	3
	
	
	-

	S4-AHI459
	Report of MBS SWG ad-hoc #34 conference call on MI_MOOD (17th June 2014)
	MBS SWG Chairman (Ericsson)
	3
	
	
	-

	S4-AHI449
	Usage of Multiple FLUTE sessions
	Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd
	4
	
	noted
	-

	S4-AHI450
	Signaling Object Flow Characteristics
	Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd
	4
	
	
	-

	S4-AHI452
	MI-EMO: Upgrade to RFC5651
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	4
	
	agreed
	

	S4-AHI454
	MI-EMO: Other FLUTE Enhancements
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	4
	
	noted
	

	S4-AHI451
	Guidelines on HTTP Redirection for DASH-over-MBMS Service with Unicast Fallback
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	4
	
	
	

	S4-AHI461
	MI-EMO: FLUTE FDT Instance Descriptor file distribution
	Ericsson
	4
	
	
	

	S4-AHI462
	MI-EMO: Other FLUTE Enhancements
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	
	
	
	

	S4-AHI463
	Report of MBS SWG ad-hoc #35 conference call on MI_EMO (2nd July 2014)
	MBS SWG acting Chairman (Orange)
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