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REPORT

1. Opening of the session (16:00 CEST Monday 13th May)
The MBS SWG chairman, M. Frédéric Gabin (ST-Ericsson), welcomed the delegates to the conference call.

Ozgur Oyman (Intel) volunteered to take notes of the conference call.
2. Approval of the agenda and registration of documents

The chairman reminded the delegates of the scope and powers of this teleconference according to the agreement at 3GPP SA4#74 meeting:

May 13th , 16-18 CEST, Host Qualcomm, Confcall with power, which was agreed, to agree on the TR 26.938 to be raised to v. 1.0.0 and to be sent for information to TSG SA#60 Plenary meeting.
The chairman pointed out that a formal issue to exercise that power was raised by the SA4 secretary on the email reflector: “I would like to point out that SA4#73 has not allocated any Tdoc number to (eventually) revise during the conf call TD S4-130535 TR 26.938 v. 0.5.0”. 

	TD No.
	TITLE
	SOURCE
	Agenda Item
	Replaced by

	S4-AHI387a
	Proposed agenda for MBS SWG ad-hoc #23 conference call on FS_IS_DASH
	MBS SWG Chairman
	2
	

	S4-AHI392a
	Proposed TR26.938 for informative submission to SA plenary
	Rapporteur (Thomas Stockhammer, Qualcomm Incorporated)
	4
	


The chairman then presented the proposed agenda in Tdoc S4-AHI387, which was approved.

S4-AHI392 was presented by Thomas Stockhammer (Qualcomm)

Thomas Stockhammer (Qualcomm) – Paolo Usai (SA4 secretary) pointed out a procedural problem that no new Tdoc number has been allocated for the updated TR to be sent to SA plenary for information. As a consequence, sending a revised TR that reflects agreements from the conference calls will not be possible procedurally. Therefore it is proposed to send the current version of the TR in Tdoc S4-130535, together with the coverpage presented in this contribution. Thomas mentioned that he checked with Paolo that this way forward is procedurally okay.  Since SA plenary is in June, the proposal is to agree on this issue at this meeting so that the TR can be sent for information on time.

Ozgur Oyman (Intel) - The main motivation of having these IS_DASH conference calls was to close on the additional use cases that could not be concluded at the Qingdao meeting so that any subsequent agreements can be included in the TR to be sent for information to SA plenary. Moreover, in addition to the unresolved use cases, there seems to be additional new use case submissions to this call as well indicating an interest from companies to contribute new use cases. This could justify not submitting the TR for information at this point. If submitting the TR now for information means that no new use cases can be added, then we do not support submitting the TR now as we believe the work on use cases is not yet finished.

Frederic Gabin (Ericsson) - There are two ways I see on how consideration of new use cases for the TR can be ensured. One is to not submit the TR for information now and allow for handling new use cases at the Dublin meeting. The other way forward is to submit the TR for information now, but also make an agreement to consider new use cases at the Dublin meeting for the final version of the TR (and revise the time plan accordingly). What are the opinions of others?

Ozgur Oyman (Intel) - Expressed preference to wait on the submission of the TR until the next meeting in light of new use cases

Zhiming Li (Huawei) – We are OK with both options as long as we can keep the use case discussion open for the Dublin meeting

Eric Turcotte (Ericsson) - Expressed preference to wait on the submission of the TR until the next meeting in light of new use cases

Eddy Hall (Qualcomm) - We should respect our timeplan as much as possible in terms of completion of the study item. In that sense, submitting the TR for information is a good idea, but maybe we can keep the flexibility of adding new use cases at the Dublin meeting and agree to revise time plan accordingly

Agreement to send the TR as it is for information, but MBS SWG also agrees that use cases are not final and the option will be kept open to add new use cases to the TR at the Dublin meeting with timeplan revised accordingly. 

S4-AHI392 was agreed.
3. Reports and liaisons from other groups

4. FS_IS_DASH
	TD No.
	TITLE
	SOURCE
	Agenda Item
	Replaced by

	S4-AHI388n
	Use Cases on DASH Authentication
	Intel, Deutsche Telekom AG
	4
	

	S4-AHI389n
	Use case for proxy cache switch
	HuaWei Technologies Co., Ltd, HiSilicon Technologies Co., Lt

China Mobile Com. Corporation
	4
	

	S4-AHI390pp
	Use case for device and content interoperability
	HuaWei Technologies Co., Ltd, HiSilicon Technologies Co., Lt, China Telecommunications
	4
	

	S4-AHI391pp
	GAP analysis of use cases for Operator control of DASH
	HuaWei Technologies Co., Ltd, HiSilicon Technologies Co., Lt, China Telecommunications
	4
	

	S4-AHI393pp
	IS_DASH Use Case – HTTP Proxy Cache for DASH usage
	Ericsson, ST-Ericsson SA
	4
	

	S4-AHI394pp
	Proposed Update to TR26.938
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	4
	

	S4-AHI395pp
	Use cases for Server and Network Assisted DASH
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	4
	


S4-AHI388 was presented by Ozgur Oyman (Intel). It is a revision of a Tdoc presented at SA4#73. There were comments to clarify and separate use case and solution. Additional details on gap analysis are added with regards to 3GPP architecture. 2 groups of use cases: client authentication and Segment and URL authentication.

Thomas Stockhammer (Qualcomm): about use case#1, what is an authorized users in 3GPP context? Does this involve SIM cards ?

Ozgur: yes it is the 3GPP generic bootstrapping architecture under the authentication architecture. DASH could be one of these applications for which 3GPP architecture can be used. More details in the gap analysis.

Thomas: can you clarify if the case is for DASH formatted content or DASH as a PSS service?

Ozgur: both. The last case focuses on OTT (“Over The Top”) usage so more likely to apply to DASH formatted content but would still be applicable for any managed service under PSS service.

Eric Turcotte (Ericsson): same questions as to what we’re providing in 3GPP with regards to authentication and what is specific to DASH here.
Ozgur: it is not only OTT. You can view use case 1 applicable to a broader context. The difference between OTT and managed does not play a big role here. Usage of 3GPP Authentication architecture, despite what we have in our service specifications, the operator network security applicability is not limited to managed services and can cover OTT. Use case 3 identifies this as OTT but it can work for managed services streaming.

Charles Lo (Qualcomm): who offers the service to the user? Operator or?

Ozgur: how does it impact the use case?

Thomas: it is a relevant discussion on whether it is OTT or managed service. Hard to see the connection with what we do in SA4. This revision is significantly different to what was proposed at SA4#73

Ozgur: from a specification impact point of view, our specifications already mention user authentication. Operators can always offer their authentication architecture for OTT services.

Thomas: understand the problem. But how does it affect our specifications ?

Ozgur: this is what the gap analysis is for. One of our Study Item objective is to identify how does DASH streaming interacts with other network components. E.g. we talk e.g. about PCC for QoS handling. One goal here is to say a number of things on how DASH is relevant for 3GPP generic Authentication Architecture. The second goal is motivated by the use cases. E.g. 2. Content specific authentication procedure.

Thomas: does not agree there is a necessity as written here.

Ozgur: agreed the phrasing is a bit strong.

Thomas: Where is the interception happening in the 3GPP architecture?

Ozgur: could happen outside the 3GPP network. There are no guarantees outside 3GPP territory.

Thomas: why is this a 3GPP issue then?

Ozgur: A 3GPP network is not limited to managed services. It can be used for OTT services. It is clear for authentication that it is allowed for OTT applications. So I disagree.

Thomas: cannot agree to the aspect here. Because cannot see the end points in the architecture.

The chairman asked for any other opinions.
Alexander Giladi (Huawei): there are very typical SLA (Service Layer Agreements) between service providers and operators.

Thomas: the issue is how would this impact our specifications. Agree it may be applicable to our context. We are also lacking expertize here.

Ozgur: agree but certain aspects could be performed by SA4.

Patrice Hédé (Huawei): it is in SA2 scope to have services implying Third party providers but only discuss the impacts on the 3GPP architecture.

Charles: the Service Profider could be a 3rd party SP.

Zhiming Li (Huawei): understands the use cases but see no specific part relating to DASH. Sees no internal 3GPP specifics here.

Ozgur: how can use case 2 not be seen to obviously relate specifically to DASH content?
Thomas: if you put stuff in one MPD there is an assumption that you can switch between those. These are 2 different contents. These are 2 MPDs, not one. Do not understand the issue that requires that we affect the content.

Ozgur: agree you could have multiple MPDs. It is anyhow more efficient to have a single MPD.

Zhimming: you mention authentication of part of the content. So the operator provides access authentication/authorization  and content level authentication/authorization. SA3 has mandate for access authorization/authentication. Content level authentication/authorization is more in OTT scope. Do you see PP specific ?

Ozgur: yes for GBA/GAA. Then what about DASH content authentication/authorization? Who does that ?

The chairman proposed to the author to take the comments and questions into account in a potential revision of the proposal and to note the Tdoc.
S4-AHI388 was noted.

S4-AHI389 was presented by Zhiming Li (Huawei)

Thomas Stockhammer (Qualcomm) - Not clear on what is DASH specific about this use case, since in this proposal the proxies for 3G and LTE contain the same DASH content. In our proposal (Tdoc 395), we have a similar use case, but proxy for the 3G network provides a limited range of content compared to that for WiFi.
Zhiming Li (Huawei) – Our goal in this use case is not necessarily to identify gaps, but rather provide deployment guidelines

Ozgur Oyman (Intel) – If the intention is to provide deployment guidelines, then the proposal should say more than just recommending to deploy a proxy for each radio interface. Deploying more proxies is obviously beneficial, but there should be a cost-benefit analysis of the impact of deploying additional proxies, and how this relates to network architecture and radio interfaces, to better explain the rationale behind the recommendation. At a first glance, tying proxy deployment to radio interfaces in a 1:1 manner does not seem like a generally applicable approach. 
The chairman proposed to the author to take the comments and questions into account in a potential revision of the proposal and to note the Tdoc.

S4-AHI389 was noted. 
Due to lack of time the chairman proposed to postpone the remaining documents and handle them at our next conference call.
5. Other issues




6. Review of the future work plan
MBS SWG ad-hoc #24 conference call on FS_IS_DASH will take place on June 3rd , 16-18 CEST, Host Qualcomm, to progress the work




7. Any Other Business

The chairman proposed a Tdoc submission deadline to leave enough time for document review. All input documents should be distributed over the 3GPP_TSG_SA_WG4 reflector by end of Thursday 30th May 2013 (i.e. by midnight = 23:59 hours) Central European Time.
8. Close of the session (18:00 CEST Monday 13th May)
The chairman thanked the delegates and closed the meeting.
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