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1. Opening of the session (16:30 CEST 8th October 2015)
The chairman welcomed the delegates.
Eric Turcotte volunteered to act as secretary.
2. Approval of the agenda and registration of documents
	S4-AHI527
	Proposed agenda for MBS SWG ad-hoc #50 conference call on MEPRO - TRAPO
	MBS SWG Chairman (Ericsson)
	2
	approved


Agenda approved

TDoc allocation agreed

3. Reports and liaisons from other groups

4. MBMS Extensions and Profiling (MEPRO)
4.1. Usage of MBMS as a transport protocol including a URL form (TRAPO)
	S4-AHI530
	Proposed MBMS URL Forms
	Apple
	4.1
	noted


David presenting

· 2 variants introduced. May not need both

· Common between 2 variants in 1 place

· presenting the DNS part

· domain name server used to resolve the name to an address MUST be ‘sensitive’ to the network on which the terminal resides, i.e. MUST return a result that is valid for that network

· A normal address lookup is done; the result is an IPv4 or IPv6 multicast address

· In the case of IPv4, the address is of the form 0xE1xxxxxx where xxxxxx is the 24 bits MBMS Service ID. Since the name resolution detected and used the information as to what network the terminal is on, this is an MBMS Service ID valid for the PLMN-ID (MNC/MCC) of that network; the TMGI is just the terminal’s known PLMN-ID and this MBMS Service ID.

· Can the USD can be found based on TMGI?

· Thorsten: SA1 it is possible to have multiple user services on the same TMGI. In Rel-12, a single USD may have multiple FLUTE session, a single USD file may point to multiple (...)

· David: 

· Thorsten: May be more straightforward to use the serviceId

· David: Can add serviceId after the hostname

· Thomas: My concern, reading the first part, 

· Imed: DNS resolution, why did you not use the SRV records? You are trying to resolve to a service, need more than multicast IP

· David: Will look into the SRV record more closely. What would you put in SRV record

· Imed: multicast address, port number, and more info based on service. Layer 4. Gives you flexibility. Great if we can do this through DNS resolution, much cleaner

· Thomas: DNS resolution means you have a multicast connection.

· Imed: What sdo you mean?

· Thomas: In current deployment you know what it means to have a connection. Resolving through DNS is too far from reality

· Imed: Some UE may have LTE, but not LTE broadcast, so that would be strange.

· Thomas: Issue is that not only you need to have the USD as an entry point, but you need something else. Not convinced at this point.

· Thomas: Looking at USD should correspond to a URI.

· Imed: Understand your concern. Our contribution makes it simpler. If you want to make the functional URL scheme, that is another thing.

· David: If you have a host name, the only thing you can do is to do a DNS resolution

· Thomas: The whole thing is initiated through USD

· David: You have a different way in your head 

· Thorsten: Use serviceId and the other parameters.

· Imed: Many ways of doing this

· Fred: Thomas: assume unicast connection always?

· Thomas: Yes. The only thing we have today is the USD. Now you have other thing

· Fred:host name resolution can be done locally in the client

· Imed: Our contribution proposes a URL

· David: Thomas is concerned about DNS resolution because of the unicast transaction

· Thomas: Simplest way is make that a URI not a URN.

· David: URI makes life much harder

· Charles: Looking at 877 from last meeting. You said that after the double //, .. serviceID could be passed to the middleware to find the USD.

· Thomas: Issue is that the serviceId are URN. People don’t share this today. Going to DNS makes you get a sharable URI. Suggests URL structure for serviceID instead

· David: Don’t understand how this would work. Need to see a written contribution

· Thomas: Need to write it down. Doing a unicast resolution seems to be overly complicated.

· David: Pending open questions in section 5. Welcome e-mail exchange on this.

· Thomas: On 401, why do you assume it is delivered over the air? If going out of coverage, I would deliver 404.

· David: Would be nice to send the status code that correspond to the situation.

· Imed: What API is used between the protocol handler and the application. Different browser define different API. It is browser specific.

· David: Should be possible to signal over broadcast that a resource is not available anymore, look at another location. This is independant of URI forms.

· Fred: Anything else on status code?

· Thomas: The USD or sevice offer has a lot of this information. You could issue a redirect doing it locally. Would like to understand this

· David: Will send something on the MBS reflector.

· Charles: looking 4.3.3.4, URL handler. Beginning talk about leveraging middleware. It utilizes the MBMS functions. But you talk a lot about “it should…, it sgall…”, is it the URL hadler. 334.2 after point b “it then check the serviceid…:

· Davidl: MBMS URL handler

· Charles: There is a lot of things you define here. You seemed to have bundled the URL handler and the MBMS handler.

· Dave: I will improve this text in next revision.

· Charles: Is the URL handler a front end of the MBMS client?

· David: Yes.

· Thorsten: 2nd form. 1st form is to work with the serviceId, and protocol handler check if it finds the serviceId… Other form, DNS form, encode all the info to make the USD obsolete, and encode the info in the URL

· Dave: Yes, trying to bootstrap only with the URL; which contains hostname instead of serviceID

· Thorsten: Need more that multicast address to start reception. Ports, and all the info from USD

· David: From the TMGI I can get all the information to point to the right place.

· Thorsten: If you have an SACH, that ...If you have only the TMGI, we should say what further service announcement information may be found. 

· David: You can look on the channel itself to get the service announcement.

· Thorsten: You probably need to have UDP port to capture the information.

· David: You can define a default port. OK thanks. I will add that.

· Fred: Suggest to note this document

· Fred: Document is NOTED.

· Charles: Dave, win the DNS form, you put a hostname, and come back with an IP address that contains a TMGI

· David: It is the serviceId, the 24 bit thing.

· Charles: That is an entry point to the USD?

· David; We have not talk about USD at this point. We know it is a FLUTE session.

· Charles; Use this as a pointer to the MBMS 

· David: Yes

	S4-AHI528
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Imed presenting

· backwards compatible way to have the URL scheme. Follows the guidelines in IETF documents.

· David: I don’t understand. Don’t agree to 2, 3 and 4, seem to be mistake.Putting https, http or rtsp in URL is not correct.

· Imed: You need to be able to redirect to unicast.

· David: I don’t agree. You do this via re-direct. That is a design question

· Imed: Need to redirect to unicast, if broadcast does not work. You are not following the IETF rules for not restricting the path, and authority

· Thomas: Share David’s concern. We need to do both.

· Imed: This is not about communication, it is about finding resources. MBMS URL and its handling shall follow this. Do you disagree to fall back to unicast?

· Thomas: This is already there. It does not matter to the MBMS service part.

· Imed: You are the middleware, you try to fetch the broadcast, and don’t find it. What do you do then?

· Imed: You get a URL and you try to find it in USD. You check all the file scheduled for delivery and try to match against all the the file to be delivered.

· Thomas: We can not make the API stuff separate from this. Questions how the application communicate with the middleware. API need to be aligned, can not be misaligned

· Imed; So many API to communicate with the URL handler, that we should stay out of that.

· Thomas: Don’t understand

· Thomas: If you issue a get request, what would happen then?

· Imed: API is not HTTP.

· Thomas: Need to explain it better.

· Imed: Do your homework, and check what are the API out there. Not HTTP

· Thomas: API in the context of MEPRO does not exist

· Imed: You can not assume that the API will be HTTP

· Thomas: In the case of HTTP, it is clear what you get

· Imed: Concern is that MBMS middleware getting the URL handle this.  David proposal violates IETF rule

· Imed: You define a URL that has a serviceId

· David: I don’t brake any IETF rule

· Imed: You should not define query parameter

· David: I am not breaking any IETF rules, I have been very careful on this.

· Imed: get the serviceID and from there you go to the SACH and get the SDP from USD and start receiving

· David: How do you do bootstrapping?

· Imed: All resolution done locally, through fake URL.

· David: Where is the label of your resources in your scheme

· David: You need to named all the resources from your MBMS channel.

· David: Look around all possible USD to find the file. What about if it appears in many USD?

· Imed: The earliest should be the one you go for.

· Thomas: Concern about, make work on API, and moved to a direction that we have API that are specific to service, that is well understood. This approach here is moving in different direction. We should focus on what the API provides, and move in that direction.

· Imed: Point taken. But I don’t see the link between the 2. That API is not under your control

· David: You are refusing something that no one is trying to do. Why are you making that point?

· Imed: Thomas is making that point

· Thomas: Why the service API would not be usable in a browser environment. It has not been implemented because it does not exist today.

· Imed: No problem to use a new API to use this. But browsers today are using certain APIs, and you don’t have control on those.

· Thomas: What do you mean by existing? Do you want to use web socket?

· Imed: No. 

· Imed: Futile to define an API for this, no one will use it.

· Thomas: You can not say this.

· Imed: I am open to this. You are the MBMS middleware, we need to define what you do when receiving this URL.

· Thorsten 4.2.4 step 3 concern. Need to search all USD all files, seems to be uge effort.

· Imed: This is a simple SQL query, no effort.

· Thorsten: hum.

· Document 528 is NOTED

· Charles: Would be good if Imed can provide more background and examples to help understanding

· Imed: My approach is a fake URL, local resolution. 

· Fred: DNS resolution may be a good approach.

5. Review of the future work plan
Next calls on MCPTT:

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

6. Any Other Business
None



7. Close of the session (18:00 CEST 8th October 2015)
The chairman thanked the delegates for their participation and inputs.

The chairman closed the call. 
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