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4.2
Report of MBS SWG ad-hoc #38 conference call on MI (8th September 2014)
1. Opening of the session (16:00 CET 8th September 2014)
The chairman welcomes the delegates. Secretaries kindly agreed to take notes on
http://pad.w3c.br/p/3GPP_SA4_MBS_2014-09-08 

2. Approval of the agenda and registration of documents
472a, 472R1a
	S4-AHI472
	Proposed agenda for MBS SWG ad-hoc #38 conference call on MI (8th September 2014)
	MBS SWG Chairman (Ericsson)
	2
	approved


Agenda S4-AHI472 was approved.
Document allocation in S4-AHI472R1 is agreed.
3. Reports and liaisons from other groups

4. MI_MOOD
	S4-AHI473
	MooD Service Initiation Call Flows
	Qualcomm Incorporated, Huawei Technologies Co. Ltd
	4
	S4-AHI475


S4-AHI473 was presented by Charles (Qualcomm) and Zhiming (Huawei).
Option 1A already agreed in TR
Section 2 - Service initiation procedures
Comments on section 2
Imed: Wondering why we go back to 200 in Step 15. It is a hidden redirect. Why are we coming back to this? Not logical for the client to look in every response for this.
Charles: 2 things I can say. CR agreed on MooD header, when we have content we don't want e.g. long file, then we allow 3xx. But for short files, 200 is an enhanced function we do for the client to enable continuity we wanted. Compatible with Option 1A. 
Imed: 2 solutions for this: temporary URL for the segment, or 2) gives re-direction which points to MBMS and will use proxy server. Should not continue serving the same content with 200 entity body. Both options should be enabled
Charles: we can add another example.
Imed: For the case of 200, introduce a double round trip time. Logically, it is a redirection, and it is counterintuitive to use 200 in such a case.
Charles: No - it's the 300 response, which causes the local HTTP proxy to fetch the Segment indicated by the redirected resource location, that will cost an extra HTTP request/response round-trip delay. The 200 response, by providing the requested Segment along with the MooD header, avoids that RT delay.
Charles: We want to avoid break before make. If the 300 redirection were to instead point to MBMS delivery, then until the MBMS client has been activated and becomes ready to receive on MBMS bearer, content delivery becomes halted.
Charles: Suggest to have the 200 option in addition to the other
Charles: add a call flow to show 300
Imed: agreeable
Imed: URL matching
Charles: MBMS client does the matching
Imed: Why is the MBMS client has to do this?
Charles: May not be necessary. OK to remove that step if really necessary
Imed: Should be made optional at least. MPD may be a BM-SC customized MPD.
Charles: Let me check internally first. Need some more work anyway
Imed: matching base URL may be more appropriate
Peter: Step 11, what is between 2 steps: 
Charles: Only transmit function. Receive function ready only in subsequent step
Peter: This is what is shown in other flow
Charles: Different case/situation.
Peter: In step 2 HTTP Proxy appears 2 times. Delete the first HTTP Proxy cache
Charles: There are 2 HTTP Proxy cache. One in the UE an
Peter: Step 5, second sentence says the same thing in different wording. Means the same thing
Charles: Because the UE has all the combined functions. If only the UE , it includes the other functions. 
Peter:Step 5 parenthetical statement unclear.
Charles: we have the MooD MO to send only the MooD eligible content
Peter: OK.
Charles to clarify the text
Peter: Step 5 or 6, who detects high demand function? Make it clear that it is the proxy server function
Thorsten: I heard that only a subset of traffic is routed through the proxy?
Charles: We say in the current MooD MO, in TS 26.346 section 12?
Thorsten: Almost impossible. How is the network routing only subset of the traffic to the Proxy Server?
Imed: It is the client that does it
Imed: Proxy Automatic configuration, would be the easiest way. Every operating system supports this.
Thorsten: Not seen that in older version of OS. Perhaps different for HTTP Proxy.
Imed: Can be configured at OS by PAC file
Thorsten: If it is system wide, it is for all traffic
Imed: HTTP proxy will do it for you. PAC file is the easiest way for doing this.
Zhiming: Once the proxy server detects hight attachment rate, this is the assumption, but not indicated in flows 1 and 2.
Charles: That is what triggers the BM-SC to enable the broadcast
Charles: Not all content will hit that proxy server, only selected/subset of traffic, probably based on agreements between content provider and operators
Eric: No reference is made to the UE location, and the location to broadcast, probably missing in steps 8a or/and 8b
Charles: Agree to add clarifications to that effect
Zhiming now presenting flow 2
Peter: Step 6 
Zhiming agree to clarify step 6
Peter: What is AF?
Zhiming AF is Application Function.
Peter: Step 6, no need to have alternative. Align with ste
Eric: Step 2 how to select the location or UE Capability
Zhiming: Will clarify to align with agreed CR
Eric: Note in step 9 should apply to the overall flow, rather than only 1 step
Zhiming: Agreed
Imed: Step 6a, seems to be an individualized check. Routine you do periodically. Its place could be 11a, rather than 6 a
Zhiming: Agree, will modify this.
Fred: A revision is expected for this document. What do you thing Charles/Zhiming for having a revised TDoc for next call
Zhiming and Charles agreed.
Fred: New TDoc number allocated for revision: S4-AHI475
S4-AHI473 was to be revised in S4-AHI475 and handled at a future meeting.
5. MI_EMO
	S4-AHI471
	Common aspects in the FLUTE enhancement discussion
	Samsung
	4
	Noted


S4-AHI471 was presented by Imed (Samsung).
Object flow seems to be a divergence
No relationship to application, but TR 3.1 clearly say that object flow are linked to application.
Intend to mimic HTTP responses
Having dedicated session for object flow
Downside may be that you have to go back and fetch the USD fragment to detect new object flows
Arguments of splitting TOI vs using Grouping
Common Metadata should be on the FDT. We want to mimic HTTP. 
We should support flexible solution. Information may be common in some cases, but Object specific in other cases.
Thomas: Where are we in the document?
Imed: 3.1. Presentation is what I have in my mind, not exactly what is in the TDoc
Thorsten: why do we have 16 bit limitations on TOI? Is only a "should". The "shall" is on the TSI.
Presentation finished. Fred. Thanks Imed. Comments?
Thomas: We clarified that TOI is not limited to 16 bits. Enabling TOI splitting allows backward compatibility. Not clear how Grouping helps you for this.
Imed: Allowing multiple deliveryMethods is there since release 6. The linkage to the application is added in Release 12. It is about making it usefull. 
Thomas: If we can agree that a TSI is an alternative to the 
Imed: problem: how does it work when new object flows pop up. How do I discovered a new deliveryMethod for example? 
Thomas: Why do we have to do this at all? What do we gain here? Splitting of the TOI is what we have to specify.
Imed: We have 2 things, one describing the , and one describing the Metadata
Thomas: What we want to achieve is to make use of the common things to enable predictive FDT
Imed: You split the TOI, so how do you identify the first part of the TOI
Thomas: Object Flow Identifier
Imed: We need to identify the object flow, by looking at the LCT.
Thomas: How to do predictive FDT?
Imed: Nothing to do with it.
Imed: 2 options, use the Grouping or the other solution
Thomas: You want to enable Grouping for LCT, but that is a different thing.
Imed: How do we identify new Object Flows?
Thomas: Still missing. Grouping has different functionality, different problem
Thorsten: If you send file, and use TOI is used. If you send multiple streams, can not use existing TOI here
Imed: Agree. That is why we have the Grouping solution
Thorsten: Grouping is for another purpose
Thomas: An object flow needs to serve a purpose. It uses a common set of metadata. This is how you apply it to an object flow. You have an overloaded definition of an object flow. Grouping is for another purpose. Why do we mix the 2 issues?
Imed: We want to use common metadata. When you say you add semantics to it. Grouping is a mechanism to link related objects. It is a pure transport thing. Same concept. 
Fred: How do we move forward with this?
Thomas: If we call an object flow identifier
Imed: The problem is the consequences of splitting the TOI. How to identify an object flow
Charles: One definition I am hearing is that it represents a consecutive DASH segments. I don't see multiple different type of content in an object flow
Imed: We should not restart this discussion.
Charles: Usage of template or predictive information makes it difficult to construct a flow with common data/template
Imed: People have built different understandings. In DASH you may have segment list with common parts
Imed: We need to discuss offline. We need to analyse the use case carefully
Fred: Time flows... End of the call is reached. Let’s note this document. Further offline is welcome, please feel free. 
Imed: Can we have new documents for next call?
Fred: Yes, we can. I have the feeling that the discussions are useful
S4-AHI471 was noted.
	S4-AHI474
	Zapping Portal Services, solution text
	Sony
	4
	Postponed




	S4-AHI467
	CR 26.346-0427 rev1 MI-EMO FLUTE Enhancements  (Release 12)
	Ericsson, Qualcomm, Expway 
	4
	Postponed


6. Review of the future work plan
Next MB SWG ad hoc conference call planned 30th September 2014.

7. Any Other Business



8. Close of the session (18:00 CET 8th September 2014)
The chairman thanked the delegates and closed the meeting.
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8. Close of the session (18:00 CET 8th September 2014)
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Tdoc “colour code”: 
black = submitted for the meeting by the TDoc submission deadline


gray = submitted for the meeting after the TDoc submission deadline


blue = postponed from an earlier SA4 or SA4 MBS SWG meeting 


red  =  covered during this meeting


strikethrough = withdrawn

Conclusion codes:


a
= agreed/approved


n
= noted

u
= updated

r
= rejected


p = parked (reviewed, but pending further review or conclusion)

pp = postponed
Note: These conclusion codes appearing in the agenda are only informative and are given only for cases where such “simple conclusion” exists. Please refer always to the main body of the meeting report for precise and complete explanation of decisions for each document. 

Other notations:

* = allocated under more than one agenda item

-> = replaced by, [or] action follows 
TSG SA WG4 MBS SWG ad-hoc #38 Document List

	TD No.
	TITLE
	SOURCE
	Agenda Item
	Replaced by

	S4-AHI472
	Proposed agenda for MBS SWG ad-hoc #38 conference call on MI (8th September 2014)
	MBS SWG Chairman (Ericsson)
	2
	

	S4-AHI473
	MooD Service Initiation Call Flows
	Qualcomm Incorporated, Huawei Technologies Co. Ltd
	4
	S4-AHI475

	S4-AHI474
	Zapping Portal Services, solution text
	Sony
	4
	

	S4-AHI475
	MooD Service Initiation Call Flows
	Qualcomm Incorporated, Huawei Technologies Co. Ltd
	4
	


TSG SA WG4 MBS SWG ad-hoc #38 Participants List
Frederic Gabin (Ericsson, chair)
Peter Sanders (ONE2MANY)
Eric Turcotte (Ericsson, scribe)
Zhiming Li (Huawei)
Thomas Stockhammer (Qualcomm, 2nd scribe)
Imed Bouazizi (Samsung)
Arthur Cyrankiewicz (Deutsche Telekom AG)
Thorsten Lohmar (Ericsson)
Gille Teniou (Orange)
Charles Lo (Qualcomm)
Ozgur Oyman (Intel)
Ed O'Leary (Rogers Communication)
Cedric Thienot (Expway)
Paul Szucs (Sony)
�	Frédéric Gabin, Ericsson


	� HYPERLINK "mailto:frederic.gabin@ericsson.com" �frederic.gabin@ericsson.com�


	  +33 678 44 85 75





