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Executive Summary
We approved a note into the PSS spec pointing out that Main profile is a subset of High profile and High profile decoders are required to decode it.  The same note appears in the TR.

We identified two areas where we would like to continue work in release 10, but since we expect to complete the current work item in release 9, we need a new WID for release 10, and then we can take these two postponed items to improve the release 10 TR.

In discussion of one document, we identified a possible problem; we could not find where, in capability exchange, the terminal provides information on the video codecs it can support.  Since most of our codecs are optional, this seems a serious problem, if true.  We welcome study.

In the last meeting we asked for an extension to improve the study of SVC in the TR.  However, we received no contributions to update that aspect of the TR.  We therefore did 'final cleanup' of the TR so it can be presented for approval (deleting editor's notes and empty sections).

7.1 Opening of the session 
The chairman, Mr David Singer (Apple), opened the session at 9am on Tuesday morning, and welcomed the delegates.
7.2 Approval of the agenda and registration of documents

The agenda and document allocation was agreed.
7.3 Reports and liaisons from other groups
None

7.4  Review of the TR and Timeplan

The timeplan, exception sheet (from the last meeting) and the state of the TR were reviewed.

7.5 Use cases, discussion and supporting material

(No documents fell into this category).

7.6 TR and documents for agreement

S4-100038 Assumptions on Performance Analysis of IVS in MBSFN from ETRI was presented by Mr Jaihyung Cho (ETRI).

Mr Clinton Priddle (Ericsson) questioned the purpose of the assumptions, stating that the work in release 9 will be finished at this meeting.  It was noted that this is for the further studies in Release 10 for further simulation results.

A discussion about release 10 work took place, where it was stated that we need to be very clear with the objectives.

Mr Cornelius Hellge (Fraunhofer) believes a common channel model is good for release 10, but not necessarily that this is the right one.
Since we expect to complete the release 9 work item, work in release 10 would need a new work item.  This document was postponed to give time to get that work item created.
S4-100038 was postponed.

S4-100039 Further results on Unequal Error Protection from ETRI was presented by Mr Jaihyung Cho (ETRI).

Mr Dave Singer (Apple) suggested that UEP on H.264 would also be interested to see results on.

It was suggested that the data in the figures went too low (i.e. too high BLER/too low PSNRs).  It was also noted that it was unclear what FEC settings are used, i.e. is it the MBMS FEC framework?

S4-100039 was noted.

S4-100040 Performance Analysis of UE Power Saving and Fast Stream Switching from ETRI was presented by Mr Jaihyung Cho (ETRI).

Mr Chris Steck (Real) pointed out that actual power saving is not mentioned in the CR.  He also asked if these were theoretical simulations or practical measurements, and it was clarified that the simulations are using a theoretical model.

A discussion followed about prediction and it was unclear what the gain from SVC was (as there was no prediction from the preview channel to the normal channel).  It was clarified that this simplifies the server side process of creating the preview channel.

It was also unclear how the power saving was done considering the extra previews.

Mr Thomas Stockhammer (Qualcomm) stated that in TS22.246 provides requirements on the delay when switching between different TV streams of at most 1 second there are radio requirements on the delay being no more than 1s and it shall be possible for an operator to configure the MBMS Television service so that the typical switching time, from the end user's perspective, does not exceed 2 seconds. Currently it is not seen that there is any issue with fulfilling requirements so it would be necessary to clarify the new requirements that would motivate a new work item in SA4.
There was no agreement on this document, but it was agreed to continue to study this area, and revisit the proposal in release 10.

S4-100040 was noted
S4-100074 Scalable Video Coding and PSS from Orange was presented by Gilles Teniou (Orange).

Mr Chris Steck stated that we already have mobile PCs mentioned in the TR.  It was clarified that the proposal is to put this into the PSS TS.

A discussion followed on how to profile to terminal classes and it was not agreed to define terminal classes – this was considered a large task by some. 

Mr Imed Bouazizi (Nokia) did not agree to restrict the use of SVC to PC clients.  Mr Jaihyung Cho (ETRI) suggested that MBMS should not be excluded.

A separate discussion about capability exchange took place, where it was noted that high profile was not mentioned there (and possibly no codecs at all).

Mr Chris Steck (Real) stated that we had a working agreement on high profile and to wait with SVC.

Mr Thomas Stockhammer (Qualcomm) referred to the decisions in Sophia and the WI exception sheet which states that no new CRs are expected. For addressing the proposal, he asked for clarification if any new information was in this document justifying us opening this up again?
It was noted that the exception sheet said that we did not expect CRs to this meeting.

S4-100074 was noted.
S4-100116 CR 26.234-0164 Video profile and level updates (Release 9), S4-100117 CR 26.346-0164 Video profile and level updates (Release 9) and S4-100118 Inclusion of AVC Main Profile (Pseudo CR on TR 26.903) were presented by Luisa Marchetto (AT&T).   

Mr Dave Singer (Apple) stated that Main Profile is a subset of High Profile and questioned the reasoning for mentioning it at all.  Mr Imed Bouazizi questioned why level 1b was proposed as even for baseline terminals we have much more than 1b.  Secondly, he opposed to adding Main in MBMS for the same reasons for not adding High – to keep a single codec.

Mr Gilles Teniou (Orange) also questioned Level 1b.

Mr Thomas Stockhammer (Qualcomm) said that the mention of interlace in S4-100118 was misleading, as it is not supported in the proposed level.
S4-100116 and S4-100117 were withdrawn.  S4-100118 was revised into S4-100142 which will have the same note as S4-100141.

S4-100151 CR 26.234-0165 Clarification about Main Profile (Release 9) presented by Luisa Marchetto (AT&T).   

It was agreed to extend the note to say a High profile decoder is required to be able to decode Main.  

S4-100151 was revised into S4-100141.

S4-100141 and S4-100142 were agreed without presentation.

S4-100104 Layer-Aware FEC (Release 10) from Fraunhofer was presented by Mr Cornelius Hellge.

Mr Chris Steck stated that this is an enhancement of technology that we haven’t already decided to adopt.

Mr Thomas Stockhammer stated concerns on complexity.  

Mr Cornelius Hellge stated, that complexity is not a big issue. This could be proven in a potential Release 10 work item.

It was noted that a possible new work item would refer only to general video improvement. 
Mr Cornelius Hellge stated, that a general video improvement could also be achieved by an increased service robustness.

S4-100104 was postponed.

A revision of the technical report will be drafted in S4-100143.

It will remove the interlace coding editors note, and the section on analysis of use case.  A couple of sentences to the TR conclusion like “The CR presents technology, use cases, conditions and simulation results.  We agreed to add high profile to PSS.  SVC was not agreed to add to any specs “ … summarizing the document.

A release 10 work item on Improved Video Support will be drafted in S4-090144.
7.7 Liaison Responses

None
7.8 Review of the future work plan 

It was noted that this closes the work item for release 9 and the delegates were thanked for their hard work.

7.9 Any Other Business
The chairman asked if there might be volunteers to chair the possible work in release 10.

7.10 Close of the session 

_____________________

Conclusion codes: n(oted), w(ithdrawn), p(ostponed), r(ejected), a(pproved)
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