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Report of MBS SWG ad-hoc #44 conference call on MBMS Extensions and Profiling (MEPRO) – 12th June 
1. Opening of the session (16:00 CET 12th June 2015)
The chairman welcomes the delegates. Secretaries (Eric and Charles) kindly agreed to take notes on https://docs.google.com/document/d/1uA5COUtZ2bYjhX3vLALN5qvM6VXRGB6c4SrNId-wQQk/edit?usp=sharing 
2. Approval of the agenda and registration of documents
506a, 506R2a

	S4-AHI506
	Proposed agenda for MBS SWG ad-hoc #44 conference call on MBMS Extensions and Profiling (MEPRO) – 12th June 2015
	MBS SWG Chairman (Ericsson)
	2
	


Agenda S4-AHI500 was approved.
Document allocation in S4-AHI500R2 was agreed as amended from R1 (Tdoc S4-AHI504 withdrawn).
3. Reports and liaisons from other groups
507n (not for agreement)
	S4-AHI507
	Report of MBS SWG ad-hoc #43 conference call on MBMS Extensions and Profiling (MEPRO) – 21st May 2015
	MBS SWG Chairman (Ericsson)
	3
	


Report in S4-AHI507 was noted.
4. MBMS Extensions and Profiling (MEPRO) 
Service Announcement Profile for live DASH and non-real time File Delivery (SAPRO)

	S4-AHI508
	CR 26.346-0454 rev3 Service Announcement Profile for MBMS (Rel-13)
	Ericsson LM
	4
	


Thorsten presenting
· Explains revision mark approach

· addressed offline comments received

· more clarification is included

· Latest updates are discussed

· MPD IS recommended to be available through SDCH. Results from offline with Imed.

· Cedric: If you want to improve/decrease zapping time, any information on SDCH available in advance would help. Having the information before zapping helps to improve the zapping time.

· Cedric: In some deployment, you may not have the MPD available in SDCH, but as soon as it becomes available it should be made available. There are cases like these to consider. 

· Thorsten: May have MPD URI in SDCH, but it is not available yet on SDCH.

· Thorsten: To add the rational to reduce zapping/tuning time

· Charles: Agree that all metadata fragment appear periodically on SDCH, and that may be much too long in certain cases, that is why you may need to have it inband.

· Imed: I don’t want to recommend to just read the Multipart Mime file, and ignore it if not usefull to me. Prefer to remain silent on this. We had agreement in last call that if we don’t have it on SDCH, we go for inband.

· Thorsten: OK, we are all on the same page.

· Imed: We should probably allow to configure the bootstrap URI using OMA DM

· Thorsten: If we use OMA DM we need to define additional MO

· Charles: OMA DM is not defined in our profile/spec 

· Imed: You use some XML not standardized today

· Thorsten: We use multipart mime (section 4).

· Thorsten: We use OMA DM for MooD related and QoE related functions. Should we extend OMA DM for getting MBMS bootstrap information from

· Imed: Good alternative, we implement OMA DM for other things today.

· Charles: Would like to check internally.

· Thorsten: Do we make one alternative mandatory, and the other optional? And there is also the question of adding another alternative, but that is a separate question for me.

· Thorsten: Adding OMA DM for this should be a CR to Rel-13 before.

· Fred: Do we agree to have alt d) as the default one? and all the other alternatives will be optional.

· Imed: misleading, you download service announcement for SDCH, not for download.

· Imed: OK, it is clarified in the CR text.

· Thorsten: There were some discussions on the 15 min periodicity for reading the SDCH. It is possible to configure this parameter, as part e.g. bootstrap information. We don’t have such a fragment or file defined in the standard. Should we start in a separate CR, for containing such fragment containing this kind of information? 

· Imed: We discussed this earlier. We should not quote any number.

· Thomas: From the spec point of view, we can not mandate anything here. Is the requirement on the sender, or the receiver? 

· Charles: We have a method: datacasting services. I wanted to say the start/stop and recurring which may be used.

· Imed: We don’t have a similar use case. 

· Thomas: Can we say that the Tx shall not change every so often?

· Imed: No

· Thorsten: We should not put a hard number in the client?

· Imed: Agree

· Thorsten: Operator needs to have an understanding of the network in terms of service announcement updating.

· Imed: disagree to have this controlled by the operator.

· Charles: datacasting service has similar use case.  I don’t see why we could ne use this.

· Imed: We also have keep updated service.

· Thorsten: Modified online text agreable?

· Imed: Yes, fine.

· Thomas: We have a “shall” for a very vague statement. Should be softened. 

· Imed: Need to look at existing methods for dealing with this.

· Thorsten: “should” fined for me. Would like to receive text suggestion. Lets park it for now.

· Thorsten: presents X.2.3. No comments.

· Thorsten: presents X.2.4. No comments.

· Thorsten: presents X.2.5. No comments.

· Thorsten: presents X.2.6 No comments.

· Thorsten: presents X.2.7 No comments.

· Thorsten: presents X.2.8

· Imed: We discussed offline the SA file, if it should be the only way. Having a single file per service for all services in the area may be difficult if we use the multipart mime. 

· Thorsten: We can work on this, but we need to be clear. If we start splitting how the client detect changes in the multipart mime file. 

· Imed: If you use the first fragment to detect, I don’t see how it reduces complexity.

· Thorsten: If you use Envelope, you can know which fragment are changed. 

· Imed: Only for the same USBD, not across all USBD. Just with the multipart mime header, you can figure out. But you need to get the whole file anyway. 

· Thorsten: Ok to have multipart mime, but having multiple multipart mime.

· Imed: That is not an option. The only thing we need to agree is if we use MD5 for the versioning, or we use the fragment version.

· Thorsten: Suggest to park this point until the next meeting, and think about the implication of this new proposal. 

· Imed: I would like to think about it more. In the case of Reliance, we have multiple regional services.

· Thorsten: Not a single file from the network perspective, but looks as a single file for the device.

· Imed: Yes, in the local area you receive local, regional and national services. 

· Thorsten: If we have an SDCH, we need to identify multiple areas anyway. 

· Imed: Why do you think there is only one SDCH nationwide

· Imed: If you start introducing 5-6 services, it may introduce changes in many fragments. I am fine with multipart mime, but we should allow having 1 service per SA file.

· Thorsten: Are there any major other controversial issues from anybody?

· Imed: No stomach issue…

S4-AHI508 was postponed.

	S4-AHI502
	Service Announcement Use Cases
	Ericsson LM, Qualcomm Incorporated
	4
	


· Thorsten presenting

· Thorsten: Received few comments, which I included.

· Comments Use Case 1a)

· Imed: Still puzzled about advanced service announcement. Should I broadcast for the whole city, before the event, it a reasonable thing to do, please explain? Why not announcing to just inside the venue?

· Thorsten: It is not possible to only define it inside the venue. In typical deployment, we use a larger area than the venue, and we send the information in those areas. How the broadcast area is shaped is based on operator demands/settings. 

· Imed: You described the MCCH with MNC and ?

· Thorsten: In SA2 there is the concept of content dependant services. We don’t need to provision multiple SDCH. Completely possible to do  transparently. 

· Imed: You need to know in which area you are in

· Thorsten: Always use the same information. You get different information if you are in different areas.

· Thorsten: Service Area IDs are in the USD. 

· Imed: If you use the same frequency, it has to be the same content

· Thorsten: No. Same TMGI, same list of SAIs 

· Imed: So the frequency is different

· Thorsten: We said that the frequency in the USD is ignored, we use it from SIB 13

· Imed: We need to guideline this.

· Thorsten: So you agree to the use case?

· Imed: yes, as long as it can be.

· Thorsten: See section 5.1.6

· Imed: Let me check on this, and I will confirm at or before next meeting.

· Use case 1b comments:

· Imed: Same as 1a, so it should have the same treatment.

· Thorsten: Sa as 1a, but not limited to the venue.

· Imed: What is the difference?

· Thorsten: Which one would you agree, 1a or 1b?

· Imed: 1b seems to be the normal case. 1a needs further checking.

· Thorsten: Use case is a frame where we can discuss.

· Use case 2 comments:

· Agreeable

· Use case 3 comments:

· Agreeable

· Use case 4 comments:

· Imed: Not sure this is a use case

· Thorsten: Then where are we covering these operational aspects.

· Imed: Seems to be more requirements to derive from the other use cases

· Imed: I have some doubts. To what extent you want to have this the same procedures

· Thorsten: Explains that the workflow are the same, but you can identify the device classes. 

· Imed: Classes refers to periodicity, right?

· Thorsten: Yes.

· Imed: SDCH can be used for mix of NRT and DASH services. But i can not agree to same workflow.

· Use case 4 is not agreed, needs re-working.

S4-AHI502 was noted.
Profile for Download Delivery Method (excluding Service Announcement profile) – (PROD)

	S4-AHI509
	Pseudo-CR on Download Delivery Profile (PROD)
 
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	4
	


S4-AHI509 was briefly presented by Charles and noted.

Usage of MBMS as a transport protocol including a URL form (TRAPO)

MBMS API Set (API)

5. Review of the future work plan
SA4 MBS SWG telco on FS_IS3 planned Monday 15 June.

6. Any Other Business



7. Close of the session (18:00 CET 12th June 2015)
The chairman thanked the delegates and closed the meeting.
Agenda for MBS SWG ad-hoc #44 conference call
1. Opening of the session (16:00 CET 12th June 2015)
2. Approval of the agenda and registration of documents
506a, 506R2a

3. Reports and liaisons from other groups
507n (not for agreement)
4. MBMS Extensions and Profiling (MEPRO) 
Service Announcement Profile for live DASH and non-real time File Delivery (SAPRO)

501->508pp, 502n
Profile for Download Delivery Method (excluding Service Announcement profile) – (PROD)

509n

Usage of MBMS as a transport protocol including a URL form (TRAPO)
MBMS API Set (API)
504 (withdrawn)
5. Review of the future work plan
6. Any Other Business



7. Close of the session (18:00 CET 12th June 2015)
_____________________
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