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Report for MBS SWG ad-hoc #60 conference call
1. Opening of the session (16:00 CEST)
Note that the rapporteur acted as chairman for this telco.

MBS SWG Telco 1 on FS_xMBMS Power to send LSs was granted by SA4

(4pm ~ 6pm, 7 Jul. 2016, Host : Samsung)
-
Review draft TR

-
Progress work on interface functionality

-
Progress analysis security aspects

-
Submission deadline: July 5, 23:59 CEST

Participants

· Kyungmo Park, Samsung (FS_xMBMS rapporteur)
· Jean-Marc GUYOT, ENENSYS (note taker)
· Imed Bouazizi, Samsung

· Thorsten Lohmar, Ericsson (FS_xMBMS editor)
· Charles Lo, Qualcomm

· Cédric Thiénot, Expway

· John Lambrou, Motorola

· Zhiming Li, Huawei

MBS SWG Tdoc list available at: 

https://docs.google.com/document/d/1-m7b5eJhVt_myEYNd4jJNu3SO8A0W9XLQF9CwFXgUlQ/edit?usp=sharing 
2. Approval of the agenda and registration of documents
	S4-AHI600
	Proposed agenda for MBS SWG ad-hoc #60 telco on Feasibility Study on MBMS Extensions for Provisioning and Content Ingestion (SI) (FS_xMBMS) – 7th July 2016 – 1600 -1800 CEST
	MBS SWG Chairman (Ericsson)
	#60
	2
	approved


3. Reports and liaisons from other groups
None

4. FS_xMBMS (Proposed agenda for MBS SWG ad-hoc #60 telco on Feasibility Study on MBMS Extensions for Provisioning and Content Ingestion)
	S4-AHI601
	FS_xMBMS: Updated Use Cases and requirements
	Ericsson LM
	#60
	4
	S4-AHI604

	S4-AHI604
	FS_xMBMS: Updated Use Cases and requirements
	Ericsson LM
	#60
	4
	Noted


Document 601->604

Thorsten presented document 604 that extends the use cases compared to the last SA4 meeting. 604 is a revision from 601 following Peter’s email comments.

Questions on section 4.1:

· Zhiming: In clause 4.1.1. UE need to monitor the SA. There are 2 ways: UE could either monitor all the time the SA channel, or the Operator could get the info from a link

· Thorsten: Do you mean we shouldn’t use SA?

· Zhiming: Both ways should work. But operator could also provide a link to the UE so that they don’t have to rely on the MW to retrieve the content. Would like an open way

· Thorsten: It is a good question, but this scenario is for In-venue into a stadium. In the current spec this is how the SA procedure works (through SACH). 

· Charles: Supports what Thorsten said. 

· Thorsten: refer to TRAPI work instead of inventing something new

· Zhiming: this is not new, this already exists

· Thorsten: TRAPI relies on SACH or unicast delivery of service announcement coming from BM-SC and not directly from 3rd party. Will update to reflect the currently available options.

· Zhiming: this depends on the business agreement and the operator’s choice

· Charles: even if there are multiple options, client will get it from the BM-SC

· Thorsten: leave this to the solution phase

· Zhiming: ensure that UE can access the SA through interactive channel. Requirement on usage of broadcast channel cannot be derived from the use case directly?

· Thorsten: the application might not be limited to MBMS reception only. UE may use unicast if available and UE is capable of doing that.

· Zhiming: authorization to different level of details can not be deduced from the use case description?

· Thorsten: depending on SLA, content provider may be granted different set of functionality and grants. 

· Zhiming: rephrase requirements to be on the provisioning system. Also remove the mention of BM-SC.

· Imed: please describe the use cases briefly and focus on the use case itself instead of describing the procedures

· Thorsten: point taken

· Zhiming: again requirement is put on content provider instead of 3GPP network (e.g. line 14 and 15). Please rephrase.

· Thorsten: line 14 talks about single quality representation

· Zhiming: it make sense to rephrase the requirements to be on the 3GPP system as the content provider is outside the scope of 3GPP

· Zhiming: what is lowest level authorization. Please provide better explanation

· Thorsten: need to clarify the use case.

· Zhiming: on page 3, is the usage of multiple delivery sessions a content provider choice or an operator choice

· Thorsten: this is subject to agreement between content provider and MNO.

· Zhiming: this is a bit challenging to the content provider as they would need to care about these details that should actually not be exposed to the content provider.

· Thorsten: for better flexibility this information may need to be exposed. But maybe it is too complex to expose. This will be changed to “may” and needs to be discussed further.

· Zhiming: similar discussion applies to line 7. Is the purpose of line 9 to allow for session updates?

· Thorsten: this refers to session schedule in Schedule fragment. Is delivery session defined excluding start and stop time?

· Kyungmo: suggests to indicate the relevant SA groups that need to be involved to address the identified requirements

· Thorsten: questions on use case 2 (in addition to earlier comments)

· Zhiming: use a different term for MBR e.g. multiple representation content

· Thorsten: will think about it

· Zhiming: rephrase requirements as stated earlier. Avoid using the term “should”.

· Zhiming: clarification question on VoD and software update use case. Content provider needs to author content separately for broadband and broadcast?

· Thorsten: use case also covers unicast fallback for UEs outside the broadcast area.

Document cannot be agreed - so it is noted.
	S4-AHI602
	FS_xMBMS: SCEF and xMBMS architectural considerations
	Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd.
	#60
	4
	Noted


Document 602

Imed: Presented document to address issues discussed last week.

Charles: Direct mode and Hybrid mode talk about userplane. Are we only talking about UPlane or also CPlane functions?

Imed: In Hybrid can combine UPlane and CPlane actions

Charles: Doesn’t seem to be any mention of CPlane

Imed: Spec is about both

Thorsten:  

Imed: Can check the second feature showing charging functionality, etc… For some reason they also have the BM-SC and show the MB2

Charles: Where are the documents?

Imed: Shown at the end of the document.

Charles: Confused about 2 pictures in section 2. Seems the 2 figures are not too aligned

Imed: Agreed it confused him to 

Charles: First diagram shows dash lines for CPlane, but not second picture.

Imed: Important point: There is both Direct and Indirect mode, so even if we rely on the SCEF, will still have to support the direct mode that is the scope of our work item. So the main conclusion is that the addition of the SCEF should not change the API. The content provider should only have to support 1 API, the same API for the SCEF and the BM-SC. Are open to add support to the SCEF (for instance for load balancing, ..), but in all purposes we have to buy default support the direct mode and it has to be the same interface.

Thorsten: The API are defined by GSMA or other org. Have you found a fully specified API. Anyone working on APIs? Is it sure that such APIs would be developed

Imed: It’s probably wishful thinking from SA2 that these bodies would develop such APIs. SA2 thinks it’s outside of its scope

Thorsten: Seems the Xm is yet another API

Imed: Seems SA2 is not going to define all the APIs yo the SCEF. 

Imed: Thinks it’s cleaner and better to define our BM-SC Xm interface as we are doing on TRAPI rather than leave other doing it.

Thorsten: Need to check further with he’s experts

Thorsten: In the spec, there is a section about MB2 and GC, but have you found anywhere where SA is made? GCSE is also not mentioned anywhere. How does the UE knows ?

Imed: Need to keep the use case in mind: It’s a machine to machine communication (like activate all refrigerators, …) and not an MCPTT case.

Peter: Read SA2 papers for next week, seems they will discuss this topic next week. Should wait for SA2 response

Imed: Yes, intention was to bring more clarity, and point out that even if adopted, we stil have to support the direct mode.

Zhiming: Direct/Indirect mode is one thing. Other is the unicast vs broadcast service. For Zhiming it is not a requirement that their should be only one interface; it is only a working assumption.

Thorsten: Opened the the spec and didn’t see anything about PSS server

Zhiming: You are right. So far there is no PSS server. However, depends on business model (unicast or broadcast mode). Proposal is a good starting point, but in the network side we need to consider both unicast and broadcast. Hopefully SA2 will provide guidance to us after next week’s meeting.

Thorsten: But for now, agrees with the conclusion from Imed, since use of indirect depends on responses from SA2.

Zhiming: How the content provider talk to all those BM6Sc in a general way? All users under different BM-SC. We need to consider other options until we have full picture. We should not rus for agreement.

Thorsten: Agree with Imed to focus on the direct mode for now.

Charles: Also supports that we should focus to have a single interface to the BM-SC. Should not be worried if there is a front-end or not.

Kyungmo: Thanks Imed

Zhiming: Next week SA2 will discuss and provide feedback. Then we should move.

Imed: Was trying to raise awareness. We should support only 1 set of API as a working assumption.

Zhiming: Fine with this working assumption.

Thorsten: Another question: Where did you find the sentence on lined 24,25,26?

Imed: It is not there. That’s an hypothesis made by Imed, does not exist in the Spec.

Kyungmo: Document noted

	S4-AHI603
	FS_xMBMS: Key interfaces functions
	Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd.
	#60
	4
	postponed


Document 603

Imed: We can take 603 at next call.

5. Review of the future work plan
July 12: MBS SWG Telco #61 on TRAPI, 4pm-6pm CEST, Host: Qualcomm

July 13: MBS SWG Telco #62 on FS_USE_3GPP_4_TV, 4pm-6pm CEST, Host: Qualcomm

July 19: MBS SWG Telco #63 on FS_SAND, 4pm-6pm CEST, Host: Intel

July 20: MBS SWG Telco #64 on MCP_V Telco, 4pm-6pm CEST, Host: Qualcomm

August 16: MBS SWG Telco #65 on FS_USE_3GPP_4_TV, 4pm-6pm CEST, Host: Qualcomm, Chair: rapporteur

August 17: MBS SWG Telco #66 on IQoE, 4pm-6pm CEST, Host: Qualcomm, Chair: rapporteur

August 18: MBS SWG Telco #67 on FS_xMBMS, 4pm-6pm CEST, Host: Samsung, Chair: rapporteur

August 23: MBS SWG Telco #68 on FS_SAND, 4pm-6pm CEST, Host: Intel

August 24: MBS SWG Telco #69 on TRAPI, 10pm-12pm CEST, Host: Qualcomm

August 25: MBS SWG Telco #70 on FS_IS3, 4pm-6pm CEST, Host: Qualcomm


6. Any Other Business
None



7. Close of the session (18:00 CEST)
Kyungmo: Thanks for the flexibility. Covered all items and we can close this call. Thanks for all joining the Telco. Next call is on the 18/08 same time.

�	M. Frédéric Gabin
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