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Report of MBS SWG ad-hoc #45 conference call on 3GPP Service Interactivity study item (FS_IS3) - 15th June 
1. Opening of the session (16:00 CET 15th June 2015)
The chairman welcomes the delegates. Secretaries (Eric and Charles) kindly agreed to take notes on
https://docs.google.com/document/d/1kfUmAirnrzf7AgDcQi4fWDnHBgoIW1ImhL7DAIj3yn0/edit?usp=sharing 
2. Approval of the agenda and registration of documents
	S4-AHI510
	Proposed agenda for MBS SWG ad-hoc #45 conference call on FS_IS3
	MBS SWG Chairman (Ericsson)
	2
	


Agenda S4-AHI510 was approved.
Document allocation in S4-AHI510R1 was agreed.
3. Reports and liaisons from other groups

4. FS_IS3 (3GPP Service Interactivity) 


	S4-AHI511
	Component Model for 3GPP Service Interactivity
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	4
	


· Presented by Charles

· Section 2

· Paul: What are the formats for the triggers? Applications themselves may be started?

· Charles: Yes, it could be even messages, and event messages may carry payload. In the case of DASH, can be used to initiate, associate to a particular schemeId. Another mechanism may be a web services, a track element may include queues. 

· Paul: OK, gives me an indication of where we are.

· Charles: Event mechanisms from MPEG DASH would be needed.

· Eric: Need to be coordinated with the alignment CR that Thomas S is working on.

· Paul: You mention 2 types of appli. 1)standardized platform, and 2) device platform. There could be common features between these 2. e.g. API, framework, etc..

· Charles: Correct, there are many functions that are not standardized. We want to support both. Configuration based on native application with JAVA. 

· Charles: I tried to be generic here.

· Eric: Are you asking to agree the edited contribution as shown on Lync?

· Charles: Yes, would like to, but would be OK for the document as submitted.

· Eric:

· Fred: Can we agree to the text as amended on the screen? Any objections?

· Fred: No objections. 511 as amended is agreed, to include in the TR.

S4-AHI511 was agreed with online modifications.
	S4-AHI512
	Proposed Architectures for Interactivity in DASH Service Delivery
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	4
	


· Presented by Charles

· Section 2.1

· Eric: Mapping between figures of 511 and this document, figure in section 2.1

· Charles: Links 6a and 6b not shown in 511. Provided further explanations on the figure of section 2.1.

· Cedric: Many links here. What do we need to standardized?

· Charles: Steps 1 (occurrence during live event, etc…). Step 2, not sure we standardized. Step 3, we deliver an MPD, and that is within our scope. Step 5a or 5b not sure. 6a and 6b are optional, not sure they need to be standardized. 

· Cedric: Which one are bi-directional?

· Charles: Most of them are bi-directional.

· Section 2.2 Broadcast DASH

· Section 3

· Questions:

· Paul: Why the architecture differ between unicast and broadcast delivery? Is the UE architecture the same

· Charles: UE architecture different. 

· Paul: Wonder about UE complexity?

· Charles: Main differences are the mbms middleware

· Charles: We could may be simplified this, showing an MBMS client, not showing the internal MBMS client.

· Paul: One thing Service application for unicast, and service application for MBMS, so is this different application?

· Charles: We could talk about Service Application as before. 

· Paul: Are those vertical stack?

· Charles: We work with different OS such as android. They have introduce these terms. 

· Paul: High level conceptual model. But strikes me that DASH is mentioned as a specific technology. 

· Charles: Things like MPD generator have to be mentioned. May be other ways of showing this. Should we look at possibility to modify this, or?

· Charles: This is based on DASH Events, and there would be other architectures. 

· Fred: 1 occurrence of a “should” and that shall not appear in the TR

· Charles: Added a section 2.1 - General, only, to mention that DASH is only 1 example of technology that may be used, and others are not precluded.

· Cedric: 2 questions. First,  7b) and 6a) in broadcast, can you explain how it works again

· Charles: Triggers may embed application data, may contain scene information, carry with the event. Through 6a) and 6b) it would have all the date to execute the interactivity event. If all the data was not included, that is a good question. NRT Cache, it would be fetch from that loacl cache

· Cedric: e.g. in MooD environment, may be complex if we have separate architecture between unicast and broadcast.

· Charles: We could modify this going forward. Is it OK for the time being to go with what is proposed here?

· Cedric : OK

· Paul: Fine to go with this for now.

· Fred: May be add some editor’s note for the next meeting. 

· Charles/Paul: “It may be possible to simplify the architecture and call flows below by a unified representation for unicast and broadcast DASH service delivery.”

· 512 is agreed as amended online.

S4-AHI512 was agreed with online modifications.

5. Review of the future work plan
The chairman indicated that the next MBS SWG meeting would take place during the 3GPP SA4#84 meeting.
6. Any Other Business



7. Close of the session (18:00 CET 15th June 2015)
The chairman thanked the delegates and closed the meeting.
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14. Close of the session (18:00 CET 15th June 2015)
_____________________
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