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 MBS SWG ad-hoc #96 conference call
1.     Opening of the session (16:00 CEST)

As agreed at SA4#96:

	January 22, 2018 (MBSSWG telco on FS_MBMS_IoT)

4pm-6pm CET

Expway Host
	·          Consider technical input contributions toward addressing the study item objectives and agree on pCRs to TR 26.850

Submission deadline December 18, 2017, 23:59 pm CET

 


Tdoc list at 

 HYPERLINK "https://docs.google.com/document/d/1wBvU-CJiq8jVU3emmlCZ9xis7V_V-9SXNbN6KQIqda8/edit?usp=sharing" https://docs.google.com/document/d/1wBvU-CJiq8jVU3emmlCZ9xis7V_V-9SXNbN6KQIqda8/edit?usp=sharing


 

Participants: Frédéric Gabin (SA4 MBS SWG chairman, Ericsson), Cédric Thiénot (Expway, WI rapporteur), Thorsten Lohmar (Ericsson), Tran Thai Tuan (Expway), Ralph Gholmieh (Qualcomm), Paolo Usaï (ETSI MCC).

2.     Approval of the agenda and registration of documents                              


	S4-AHI758
	Proposed agenda for MBS SWG telco #96 on FS_MBMS_IoT (January 22, 2018 4pm-6pm CET)
	SA4 MBS SWG Chairman (Ericsson)
	#96
	2
	


Conclusion: approved.

3.     Reports and liaisons from other groups                                                     


4.     FS_MBMS_IoT (MBMS User Services for IoT)

	S4-AHI765
	Discussion on the binary formats for MBMS IoT
	Expway
	#96
	4
	


Was presented by Tran Thai Tuan (Expway). This document is a revision and the presenter focused on the changes.

Comments at clause 2.1

Ralph: typo on EXI signalled by Charles.

Tran: had taken it from W3C website.

Ralph: confusing the name is not consistent.

Tran: they had changed the name at some point.

Ralph: have you looked at exact performance for smaller files ?

Tran: depends on the actual data in the file. We show the performances later on.

Comments at clause 3.1

Ralph: byte alignment on all fields or all message?

Tran: byte by byte.

Ralph: is it important at this level ?

Tran: it depends on the direction we wish to take.

Ralph: extensibility ?

Tran: in KLV we can define any keys e.g. for file repair within 256 cases.

Ralph: we have to define every message ? Big endeavour. 

Comments at conclusion

Ralph: binary ?

Tran: the specialize binary format for CAM and DENM messages.

Ralph: you don’t show how well they encode/Decode in comparison to each other.

Tran: data length ? We only show run time here.

Ralph: yes data length.

Tran: EXI is better than ASN.1

Ralph: it’s very important what the data size is as it impacts transmit time and uptime for the transmitter. The complexity of encoding and decoding impacts it less.

Tran: no info available.

Ralph: any recommendation on what to select ?

Tran: our view ASN.1 is a good choice but we’re open to other choices. 

Thorsten: about ASN.1 you mean PER right ? Compression efficiency are very dependent on the rules.

Tran: yes.

Thorsten: have you looked at other encoding rules ? in section 2.2 you only mention PER. What about others ?

Tran: in this evaluation we look at PER only. It would be good to clarify that in the proposal.

Thorsten: please clarify in the text every time you mention ASN.1 that it is PER Encoding Rule that you refer to. Then it’s an open question if PER is the most appropriate one  when considering others.

Tran: no answer on the last question.

Thorsten: in this context there are 3 parameters: extensibility, complexity, overhead over the air

Ralph: complexity might not affect encoding/decoding that much.

Thorsten: cpx is folded in to enc/Dec speed. You have opinion that bits over the air are more important than cpx.

Ralph: sure but also memory footprint is key as well.

Thorsten: contradiction between 1st and 3rd bullet ? What is binary encoding in the 3rd bullet ?

Tran: see note 2 of previous clause.

Thorsten: then it refers to CAM and DENM messages.

Ralph: is it correct that they use ASN.1 in V2X ?

Tran: yes.

Thorsten: ETSI ITS are still on CA and DENM.

Decision: noted. We expect a revision for SA4#97 according to comments received.

	S4-AHI766
	Pseudo-CR for announcement during wake-up periods
	Expway
	#96
	4
	


Was presented by Tran Thai Tuan (Expway). This document is a revision of 762 (agreed document) and the presenter focused on the editorial changes.

There were 2 additions:

1/ Paragraph bottom of page 2. 

Ralph: announced instead of created.

[other online edits]

Ralph: in the beginning carrousel might be ok for some class of devices. 

[changes done online]

2/ One sentence on top of page 2.

Decision: will be revised to S4-AHI769 which is agreed without presentation. The pseudo-CR will be presented to SA4#97 (pCR against v1.0.0 available on 3GPP website archive)

http://ftp.3gpp.org//Specs/archive/26_series/26.850/26850-100.zip 

	S4-AHI767
	Pseudo-CR for announcement of critical data delivery
	Expway
	#96
	4
	


Was presented by Tran Thai Tuan (Expway). 

Online updates were done to similar text from previous contribution.

Peter: waking up of a device. Either TX, or May need to receive something (e.g. paging). If critical it might need to use paging rather than wait in order to send something.

Tran: in PSM the network has no means to reach the device.

Peter: still, it’s more efficient to send a paging.

Tran: this solution can be generalized for any reasons.

Peter: unclear at the moment.

Frédéric: periodic TAU can also be de-activated so you should not rely on it.

Peter: exactly. We don’t see paging in the figures.

Tran: we will look into it.

Peter: that was also mentioned at the last meeting.

There are also questions from Qualcomm but Ralph had to disconnect.

Decision: noted. We expect a revision at SA4#97.

	S4-AHI768
	Pseudo-CR for reception report procedures
	Expway
	#96
	4
	


Was presented by Tran Thai Tuan (Expway). 

These changes are only proposed for the TR. Quotes would be better when citing other TSs.

Decision: noted. However the text is agreeable to the group. A revision will be provided to SA4#97.

Request to delegates to address the editor’s note.

5. 
Review of the future work plan           

Next session on this Work Item will be at SA4#97.

6. 
Any Other Business                                                                                                


None.
7. 
Close of the session (17:50 CEST)

The chairman thanked the participants and closed the call.

�	M. Frédéric Gabin
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