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1.
Opening of the session (16:00 CEST 22nd Sept 2015)

The chairman welcomed the delegates.
Eric Turcotte volunteered to act as secretary.
2.
Approval of the agenda and registration of documents   

	S4-AHI523
	Proposed agenda for MBS SWG ad-hoc #49 conference call on MCPTT
	MBS SWG Chairman (Ericsson)
	2
	approved


Agenda is approved

TDoc allocation is agreed

3.
Reports and liaisons from other groups       

None

4.
MCPTT

	S4-AHI524
	Media handling within MCPTT
	Ericsson LM
	4
	S4-AHI526

	S4-AHI526
	Media handling within MCPTT
	Ericsson LM
	4
	postponed


presented by Thorsten

· Thorsten mention he is available for the first 1 ½ hour

· Thorsten presents revisions from last meeting

· Charles: May be clearer to make the difference between business requirements and technical requirements, with respect to support of multiple MBMS bearer on the UE.

· Michael: paper says that MBMS bearer is made in SA4 MBMS, but the decision is done in MCPTT Server. Decision on switching between unicast and broadcast is part of MCPTT server/SA6. How do you plan to communicate this to SA6

· Thorsten: In the past we have handled this via LS. Other ways is to include SA6 people in our MBS MCPTT work. May be that SA4 needs to talk to SA6 on 

· Fred: What text in the paper are you referring to?

· Michael: From 23.468. Movement between unicast and broadcast is already specified in SA2. 

· Fred: Which criteria for GCSE to switch between unicast and broadcast.

· Michael: Refering to 26.468, the procedures are described.

· Thorsten: Last mtg, there were SA6 delegates, and that UE monitors MBMS traffic. Here we are looking into stage 3 aspect. Now it seems that after stage 2, everything is done.

· Fred: purpose to invite SA6 delegates was to exactly discuss how the stage 2 may be needed to change, if SA4 has good arguments.

· Laurent: There is already material specified in 23.179 about this.

· Thorsten: Intent is to start looking at the media aspect. Try to make it clear that MCPTT server makes the decision. SA4 needs to study how to realize an interruption free switching.

· Charles: The current wording in 524 is aligned with what is done in SA2/SA6, as stated by Michael.

· Thorsten: Let’s continue. 

· Peter: On section 2, new part, the MCPTT client monitor MBMS bearers to detect if there are overrides. Is it the intent that floor control messages will be sent on  unacknowledged broadcast? Could SA6 people answer?

· Karl: Was it a concern that you need multiple reception, because you have no acknowledgment?

· Thorsten: Will take a note about the issue of flour control messages that may be sent unacknowledged

· Peter: There are overriding requirements, to change to there are requirement to overriding?

· Thorsten: Corrected online.

· Peter: second sentence has the same issue.

· Michael: sentence above that says that MCPTT requires multiple MBMS bearers. After that, it is assumed that ProSe relay UE will be able to handle both broadcast and unicast bearer at the same time.

· Thorsten: Then it is a Rel-13 UE.

· Michael: This was discussed and the capability for the UE to implement both unicast and broadcast is an implementation issue. 

· Fred: Will be useful to have this information in the document/TR

· Thorsten: Added text online in section 2

· Fred: Can we agree section 2 to the TR. Let's go with agreement to include section 2 as edited online, to be included in the TR.
· Thorsten: 

· Michel: May need multiple BM-SC, and handoff between BM-SCs in the deployment considerations. You need to say some ideas how this will be covered. Movement out of a BM-SC coverage should be indicated.

· Thorsten: What you said sounds very relevant. Many functions are moved into the MCPTT server. BM-SC only gets the IP packets, not knowing the information about the user, and individual service. What you have said needs to be considered. Multiple BM-SC server can be connected to an MCPTT server.

· Michael: Nov mtg in Anaheim, would be good to have some architecture discussion between SA2/SA6 and SA4.

· Charles: When you talk about deployment considerations, we understand that all terminations have been moved to MCPTT Server. Is this more a Rel-14 issue? Or is it something we want to do in Rel-13.

· Thorsten: Rel-13 is not completed yet. Intend is to bring a discussion paper at next meeting on deployment considerations. Not sure it is necessary to duplicate the MBMS Client/server functions. First, understand the architecture impact, and understand the implication 

· Dom: Previous comment from Charles: tend to agree with you. Architecture defined in 23.179 is the way that SA6 decided on architecture. Architecture already defined in 23.179 is already defined. Directive from SA was for SA4 to work with SA6.

· Thorsten: Yes, we work with SA6 and SA2 documents. Intent for this section is that we need to study this a bit more before going forward. Only stating that we should study it.

· Charles: Looking at this text, I can see how we could reuse some part of the MBMS client. Still can be possible in SA6. I am OK with the wording in 522 section 3.

· Fred: Any more comments on section 3? Can we agree to add section 3 to the TR? Section 3 is agreed to be included in the TR
· Thorsten presents section 4. Removed 1 instance of “MBMS Client” left.

· Dom: There are still MBMS Client instances remaining in the above text.

· TL: Was deleted online.

· Michael. section 4 4th parag. 3rd line, delete “In”

· Thorsten: OK.

· Charles: Question on section 4 4th parag. On the fact that not the same UDP port may be used

· Laurent: If you are in unicast, the MCPTT client decides on the port. In broadcast, it is the Server deciding.

· Thorsten: When sending IP flow over MBMS bearer, there are still UDP port and RTP sessions. What you refer to is the MB2 port.

· Laurent: UDP port and RTP port provided to the client, are not relevent for the server.

· Thorsten: Not sure we are talking the same thing. 

· Dom: Agree with Thorsten.

· Laurent: 

· Thorsten: That is service announcement, to provide the access information to the MCPTT client. 1 UDP port for UDP and 1 UDP port for RTP.

· Laurent: No RTP information provided by the server to the MCPTT Client.

· Thorsten: Clear from stage 2 that this is how it works

· Laurent: Can we refer to relevant stage 2 specification?

· Fred: RTP is mentioned in CT spec.

· Laurent: IP multicast address can not be carried to the MCPTT Client from the MCPTT Server

· Thorsten: 2 issues: provide the information to the MCPTT Client. 2) setting up transport protocol. Do you have another protocol for carrying this?

· Keith Drage: What CT1 is discussing at the moment, signalling protocol will be the service announcement , and port information will be included. SAP is considered.

· Dom: 

· Thorsten: For on network, using SAP is redoing everything what SA4 has done before. Need to add call flows to section 4. Thorsten presents section 4 last parag.

· Charles: First sentence can be modified slightly. Each MBMS Bearer may be provisioned.

· Keith: You seem to be making assumption that fall under CT1 scope. SA4 comes in when it comes to codec stuff. For point to point stuff, CT1 will define. Some agreement with CT1 will be needed

· Fred: We always discussed with CT1 for media handling part.

· Thorsten: For MBMS it is all in SA4 specification. For MCPTT, there may be overlap. 

· Keith: Need to sort out the overlap between CT1 and SA4.

· Thorsten: PCPS references many parts of MBMS User Services. Multi carrier is not specified, today in SA in XML structure.

· Fred: We keep section 4 as FFS

· TL: Need new TDoc number, will include

· Michael: Section 2. Similar to changes in section 4, there is one  instance of MBMS Client below the figure.

· Thorsten: Agree to remove.

· Document was to be revised. Agreed amended section 2 and 3 to be added to the TR.

5.
Review of the future work plan

Next calls on MCPTT (excluding codec matter):

Oct. 9th 16:00-18:00 CEST

Possibility exists to schedule additional calls on MCPTT if needed. Think about this before next call on MCPTT.

Next calls on MEPRO:

Oct. 8th - TRAPO 16:30-18:00 CEST

6.
Any Other Business  

The chairman pointed to the following SA#69 decision:
“Proposed guidance from SA to SA4 on coordination with SA6 on MCPTT
Since SA6 has considerable Public Safety expertise and was given the ultimate responsibility on architecture for Mission Critical Applications, SA requests that SA4 regularly coordinates MCPTT work on SA4 TRs and TSs (including TR 26.879 and TS 26.179) with SA6.
For example, in addition to questions raised by SA4 in S4-151218 liaison to SA6, areas of discussions between SA4 and SA6 could include architectural assumptions, realization of user plane delivery, issues related to static and dynamic setup of multicast bearers, service announcement and UE to BM-SC communications, specification of MBMS areas of service, performance in Public Safety environments, and use of MCPTT codecs.”
A related action point was given to SA4:

AP 69/1:
TSG SA requests that SA WG4 regularly coordinates MCPTT work on SA WG4 TRs and TSs (including TR 26.879 and TS 26.179) with SA WG6 (see TD SP‑150575).

7.
Close of the session (17:35 CEST 22nd Sept 2015)

The chairman thanked the delegates for their participation and inputs.

The chairman closed the call. Thanks very much to Eric for taking minutes.
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7. Close of the session (18:00 CEST 22nd September 2015)
_____________________

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 #49 Document List

	TD No.
	TITLE
	SOURCE
	Agenda Item
	Replaced by

	S4-AHI523
	Proposed agenda for MBS SWG ad-hoc #49 conference call on MCPTT
	MBS SWG Chairman (Ericsson)
	2
	

	S4-AHI524
	Media handling within MCPTT
	Ericsson LM
	4
	S4-AHI526

	S4-AHI525
	Reserved AH48
	
	
	

	S4-AHI526
	Media handling within MCPTT
	Ericsson LM
	4
	


Participants:

Eric Turcotte (Ericsson)

Alan Wilson (Arris)

Michael Dolan (Alcatel-Lucent)

Peter Sanders (one2many)

Frederic Gabin (Ericsson - Chair)

Thomas Stockhammer (Qualcomm)

Charles Lo (Qualcomm)

Cedric Thienot (Expway)

Thorsten Lohmar (Ericsson)

Karl Hellwig (Ericsson)

Laurent Pison (Airbus)

Dom Lazara (Motorola Solutions)

Keith Drage (Alcatel-Lucent)

�	M. Frédéric Gabin


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


	+33 6 78 44 85 75







Page: 1/7


Page: 6/7

