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Minutes for MBS SWG ad-hoc #98 conference call
1.     Opening of the session (16:00 CET)

As agreed during SA4#97:

	SA4 MBS SWG

Telco on SerInter (08 March 2018, time 16.00-18.00 CET, Host: Qualcomm)
	·         ­Review interaction between DASH-IF and 3GPP SA4 on service interactivity API development

·         Discuss/agree on additional contributions to SerInter

·         Review status of targeted technical work completion at SA4#98

Document submission deadline: 06 Mar 2018 @ 23:59 PM CET to 3GPP SA4 reflector


MBS SWG Tdoc list available at:

https://docs.google.com/document/d/1fxR8-yC77SvoGdAeCTFjCROHAI5r8eYgIvfkucdwkNM/edit?usp=sharing


 

Participants: Frédéric Gabin (Ericsson, MBS SWG chairman), Charles Lo (Qualcomm), Gunnar Heikkilä (Ericsson), Simon Gunkel (TNO), Paolo Usaï (MCC), Paul Szucs (Sony), Ed O’Leary (Rogers), Thomas Stockhammer (Qualcomm), Vang So (NAB)

2.     Approval of the agenda and registration of documents                              


Agenda is approved.

Registration of documents is agreed.

3.     Reports and liaisons from other groups               

DASH-IF will respond to SA4 but no Liaison received yet.                                      


4.     SerInter (Service Interactivity)

	S4-AHI777
	Use Case and Call Flow Example on Interactivity Events, User Engagement, Measurement and Reporting

	Qualcomm Incorporated
	#98
	4
	


Charles presented the document.

After intro

Gunnar: the app is doing the main program rendering ?

Charles: yes.

after diagram

Gunnar: assumption is that everything is handled by the app like events and media. After clicking there is video being played. That video is also handled by the agent.

Charles: this is implementation specific. During study we made a distinction between native/web apps. In a browser based web app the app may display the link. The user clicking could lead to the browser playing some of the content. Not totally clear with the choice. It could be possible that the app may or may not be aware of subsequent clicks. Depends if the web engine provides this to the app or not. Very implementation specific.

Gunnar: need to understand how these events are caught depending on use cases.

Gunnar: the configuration in the mpd passes through DASH client to app but the client won’t do anything with it ?

Charles: correct.

Gunnar: in the other direction whatever metrics will be passed transparently.

Charles: correct. The client is only doing relay.

Paul: in steps 8 and 11, the content is that the data structure discussed at SA4#97?

Charles: yes.

Paul: populated by the app? [yes]

Paul: do we understand the split between the app and the UI that the app is running? IS it independent ? undetermined ?

Charles: in case the app is not web based, i.e. native, it would have its own way. Could also be browser based. Depends on implementation.

Paul: interactivity usage is independent of the UI then.

Charles: yes.

Paul: this use case is all around advertising.

Charles: in #1 it could be a commercial and may also not be targeted at all.

Paul: any other type of use cases ?

Charles: it could also be informational i.e. statistics of a player. add insertion is important to service providers.

So (NAB): this is an interesting topic. NAB is doing work on this. We need to catch up offline. We’re using IAB standards to address a lot of what is mentioned here. We did not re-invent any wheel and re-used existing standards. Something to think about.

Charles: we have SP, infra vendors etc. we would benefit from that. May consider liaising to ATSC. 

Fred: please clarify is it NAB or ATSC ?

So: NAB work may be pushed to ATSC eventually.

So: trying to use DASH in ATSC. Going through a lot of trouble to have DASH to work on broadcast. on OTT we can guarantee that segments have good boundaries. In broadcast you may cut segments and have timing problems. DASH in ATSC needs to be looked at harder.

Charles: we’ve looked at interactivity on both unicast and broadcast.

So: the issue is only on broadcast. You don’t know when users exactly tune in in the stream.

Charles: what you mean is that interactivity events meant for a particular segment may not apply correctly.

Gunnar: in case people are zapping around.

So: right, you get blackscreen in those cases. What some people are doing is that they don’t use segments and input the decoder with whatever they have.

Gunnar: regarding Paul’s comment on content of the message, I understood that the DASH client will not care about content of configuration and metrics. Since th DASH client don’t care, is it good to specify this in the DASH specification? Could just be a container like QoE configuration container for the RAN.

Charles: we can handle this in the next document. The client has some role like sampling percentage and group ID. Don’t know about location though.

The document was noted.

	S4-AHI776
	Draft CR to TS 26.247 (Rel-15) Signaling and Reporting of Interactivity Usage in 3GP-DASH
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	#98
	4
	


This document was presented by Charles

Paul: too long definition in 3.1

Charles: agree.

Paul: can also suggest improvements.

Thomas: what is the main program in the context of DASH ?

Charles: the DASH content presentation.

Thomas: there is no main program definition in DASH. 

Gunnar: previous document: the DASH client might propagate box but all events are handled by the app. Those interactivity events are not DASH client behavior. Hence wondering where this should be specified.

Charles: we have to be careful on the definition then. The event is really a window allowing interactivity with the user. Let’s continue on this issue offline or via email. It’s for 26.247 and it should be appropriate there.

Thomas: wasn’t it that the metrics are reported through reporting [yes]. Now if you have both metrics and interactivity, would you what to send ?

Gunnar: in original 32 we had metrics separately from QoE reporting descriptor. Said that for aux we would have the attributes inside the descriptor. That is shown further down on table YY and XX

Thomas: I’m good if you looked into it.

Charles: Gunnar suggested the approach to not confuse both.

Charles: additional thoughts on privacy Paul?

Paul: not at this point

Gunnar: if we need to provide metrics which are sensitive then we need those and also describe how consent is actually obtained. We had email exchange on this topic. the DASH client will not look at the metrics. One solution is to not specify them at all and say they are all blind data. DASH client is not responsible for the data itself. Then we have no consent issue in 26.247.

Charles: if the app provides this to the DASH client then the app knows about consent and then it is safe for the DASH client to pass it on.

Gunnar: if you can solve the consent issue then I agree. .E.G via an API. But if we don’t have that then we should blind this totally for the DASH client.

Paul: support Gunnar’s questioning. Prefer to black box it as suggested. Would be too easy to fake by relying on the app.

Charles: with the MNO providing interactivity and the app I don’t see any issues by specifying a subset and then have an opaque extension.

Paul: as long as they are generic and neutral ok.

Gunnar: the URI is an issue.

Charles: would welcome more input on this from MNOs.

Under interactivity summary

Paolo: The style of titles in clause 14 and subclauses are almost all wrong ... also bullets are not all correct ...

Paul: delete the words “sites visited or ” for resource URI

Charles: ok

Gunnar: you could do different windows having nothing to do with the current app. I guess it’s implicitly out of the scope.

Charles: sure.

discussed consent.

Gunnar: you should get rid of the consent requirement or get rid of URI list.

Charles: I’ll discuss further with others and let’s take this at the next meeting.

Gunnar: need to clarify which ones are handled by DASH client and which are handled by the app.

Charles: let’s think about it more.

Paul: what is APN?

Gunnar: it’s the node you attach to. usually “internet”.

paul: unclear why it should care about it.

Charles: will fix xml until the next meeting;

Gunnar: we really need what part of the configuration needs to be understood by the DASH client. e.g. reporting time. I see some problem if you do it that way.

The document was noted.

It is expected that the rapporteur will bring a new draft CR at SA4#98.

5. 
Review of the future work plan           

The chairman encouraged completion of the parts of the work item that are not dependent on DASH-IF work.

6. 
Any Other Business                                                                                                


None.

7. 
Close of the session (18:00 CET)

the chairman thanked that participants and in particular Charles for the contributions and closed the call.
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