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MBS SWG ad-hoc conference call
[bookmark: _im4qroblystk]1 Opening of the meeting and Approval of Agenda
Mr. Frédéric Gabin (Dolby, SA4 Chair and MBS SWG chair) opens the session on August 5th, 2021 at 16:00 CEST. 

Thomas Stockhammer and Charles Lo are assigned as scribe. 

The minutes are shared online: 3GPP SA4 MBS SWG Telco (August 5, 2021)

The following documents were registered:

	TDoc
	Title
	Source
	Agenda item

	S4aI211217
	Report of SA4 MBS SWG AH Telco (8th July 2021)
	MBS SWG Chair
	3

	S4aI211219
	Report of SA4 MBS SWG AH Telco (22nd July 2021)
	MBS SWG Acting Chair (Tencent)
	3

	S4aI211225
	[FS_NPN5AVProd] Proposal of Key Issues
	Ericsson GmbH, Eurolab
	4.10

	S4aI211223
	Proposed Timeplan for 5GMS_EDGE
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	4.11

	S4aI211218
	Proposed Work Plan for EVEX
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	4.11

	S4aI211224
	TS 26.532 skeleton (Data Collection and Reporting; Protocols and Formats)
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	4.11

	S4aI211220
	[EVEX] Reference architecture for data collection and reporting
	BBC
	4.11

	S4aI211221
	[EVEX] Collaboration scenarios for data collection and reporting
	BBC
	4.11

	S4aI211222
	[EVEX] LS on UE data collection and reporting
	BBC
	4.11



An agenda was provided in email and was approved.
[bookmark: _k265gxnqa61u]2 	IPR and Anti-trust Reminder
Available in  S4-201473
[bookmark: _63dbhx7ftxqr]3	Reports/Liaisons

	S4aI211217
	Report of SA4 MBS SWG AH Telco (8th July 2021)
	MBS SWG Chair
	3



S4aI211217 is noted.

	S4aI211219
	Report of SA4 MBS SWG AH Telco (22nd July 2021)
	MBS SWG Acting Chair (Tencent)
	3



S4aI211219 is noted.

[bookmark: _h75hgaoiwnw2]4 List of Work Items for submission of Contributions in the current meeting
[bookmark: _po8uoevg5p32]4.0	Introduction
Agenda Items 4.1 to 4.8 are not part of MBS SWG.
[bookmark: _xuplvepc55om]4.9	FS_5GMS_EXT
No contributions

[bookmark: _ossot4eyy4d1]4.10 FS_NPN_AVProd

	S4aI211225
	[FS_NPN5AVProd] Proposal of Key Issues
	Ericsson GmbH, Eurolab
	4.10



Presenter:  Thorsten Lohmar (Ericsson)
Discussion: 
· Qi: Question on QoS, Slices ets on handling multiple flows. In the SA2 framework this is already defined. Application Flows would manage this
· Thorsten: SA2 only looks up UDP. But RIST for example requires multiplexed flows. Hence multiple tuples for different media types cannot be generated.
· Qi: more like the traffic identification.
· Thomas: split into key issues if possible
· Fred: maybe numbering the key issues would help
Decision:
· Thank you for the contribution. We expect an update for the SA4 meeting

S4aI211225 is noted.
[bookmark: _x19e2ol1j8iq]4.11 TEI17 and any other Rel-17 matters
	S4aI211218
	Proposed Work Plan for EVEX
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	4.11


Presenter:  Charles Lo
Discussion: 
· Frederic: CRs are approved in SA plenary, not in SA4. SA4 only agrees.
· Charles: ok
· Frederic: also remove extension telcos
· Charles: ok
· Frederic: we do not present pCR in SA plenary. We send the specs for approval.
· Charles: ok
· Richard: can we add an exception right away
· Frederic: rather not, only when we need it.
· Thomas: we can only be 80% complete
Decision:
· Agreeable with comments. Expect revision for SA4 meeting.

S4aI211218 is noted.
	S4aI211220
	[EVEX] Reference architecture for data collection and reporting
	BBC
	4.11



Presenter: Richard Bradbury (BBC)
Discussion: 
· Charles: 
· Richard: there is no correct answer. Even if done formally with UML, there is no clear/right answer. There are conventions that people tend to follow. The reference point uniquely identifies a pair of endpoints that interact (directly or through a proxy such as NEF). The important thing about R3 is the DC AF and DC Client interactions.
· Thorsten: Charles suggested to add a server box at the end of R8. Currently, it says it includes a server. Terminate R8 in an AS and R1 in an AF. The Provider may then contain multiple entities. What is the difference between the Indirect DC Client and the AF?
· Richard: The AF is the event consumer 
· Thorsten: can we label it, e.g. as event consumer AF.
· Richard: On R1 maybe provisioning AF
· Thorsten: in the SBA architecture the oval things on the south side. Should sit in the trusted AF side.
· Richard: I think the AF has to trigger the subscription through NEF. 
· Thorsten: we need to change the name of trusted AF.
· Richard: will make change.
· Qi: fully support suggestion of Thorsten. Properly name AFs. About DC Clients, you put the indirect collection with AP. Wondering if we need to leave the DC Client in the UE side?
· Richard:  You mean the Indirect DC client should not exist at all?
· Qi: No, the only difference is going via R8. For indirect DC, we also need DC Client.
· Richard: You’re saying that R8 should be terminated in different entity?
· Richard: in the case of indirect DC, it is qualitatively different. The UE data that is collected is completely private. The pink actors are 3GPP functions. 
· Qi: perhaps we could add a note about application layer.
· Richard: what happens over R8 is not data collection, it happens normally.
· Qi: will think more about it.
· Qi: Clause 5.3, seems to be duplicated to R3 definition
Decision:
· Let’s note. Good comments. Expect update for SA4#115-e
S4aI211220 is noted

	S4aI211221
	[EVEX] Collaboration scenarios for data collection and reporting
	BBC
	4.11


Presenter: Richard Bradbury (BBC)
Discussion: 
· Richard: will add extra details in R8 and box becomes ASP. Everything will be consistent with reference architecture.
· Thorsten asked about possibility for simultaneous R2 and R3 interactions
· Richard: believes it can be possible
· Thorsten: I was more thinking about a single client. Deployment of network with multiple ASPs, then collaboration A and B happening multiple times. Do you foresee that a single ASP like YouTube would have multiple R2. 
· Thorsten: In principle it applies to all use cases, sometimes you only have R2, sometimes only R4, sometimes only R8.
· TL: does MNO control UE App in Collab A? 
· Richard: Not really, it’s only that ASP functions maybe hosted/controlled by MNO
· Qi: On Collab A - there can be certain UE Apps solely controlled by the MNO
· Richard: agrees;
· TL: this architecture pertains to outsourcing scenario

Decision: 
· Let’s note. Good comments. Expect update for SA4#115-e
S4aI211221 is noted.


	S4aI211224
	TS 26.532 skeleton (Data Collection and Reporting; Protocols and Formats)
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	4.11


Presenter:  Charles Lo
Discussion:
· Richard: Suggested references to be shuffled. Not yet applied.
· Charles: ok
· Richard: prefer structure to follow what is done in TS 26.512. To follow same structure, clause 4 would be the first normative clause. It should be 2.95743 stage procedure. Clause 3 should not be text.
· Charles: all APIs into a common clause?
· Richard: yes, we do some new service APIs for drinking healthy coffee.
· Frederic: can we fix offline.
· Prakash: Is the work related to SA6 work on SEAL? 
· Charles: We had some internal similar discussion, but we are not sure yet if SEAL really applies. It may be an overkill of a framework. But not sure.
· Thorsten: maybe send an LS.
· Thomas: not in favour on sending an LS  if we do not know about what
· Thorsten: there is coordination on the REST, so it might be good to reuse certain parts.Work by reference instead of copy/paste.
· Richard: there are two clause 3.
· Fred: wrong reference to 23.531
· Charles: will be corrected.
· Qi: same in clause 1.

· S4aI211224 is noted.

	S4aI211222
	[EVEX] LS on UE data collection and reporting
	BBC
	4.11


Presenter: Richard Bradbury (BBC)
Discussion: 
· Richard: expose things outside of the domain, such as access logs. Describe the architecture in the LS, how it can be provisioned, usage of NEF. Explain that there is an Annex A with deployment scenarios. There will be an instantiation in 5GMS, others may be possible. Collected 9 questions in the end. 
· Gunnar: SA2 is meeting at the same week than us. 
· Fred: maybe say, we’re happy with a partial answer.
· Richard: problem is we won’t have a spec to share with them.
· Fred: at least send the agreed reference architecture.
· Fred: can this new architecture help with lawful intercept? Like to give feedback before formal LS comes in.
· Richard: Ed brought this up already. Recipes for manipulating data prior to exposure were discussed. 
· Thorsten: SA3 would like to use it for lawful intercept?
· Fred: I was contacted to check if this can be used.
· Charles: there might be some redundancy, e.g. number 4 and number 7
· Richard: subsequently realized that they are not the same
· Charles: comment about number 5. SA4 can propose new event types and SA2 may accept to define it in their spec. 
· Richard: would rather keep it to provoke them to claim ownership if they want it.
· Charles: like the idea that we get these questions to them.
· Fred: question 3 may put them in a difficult position to answer/arbitrate between SA4 and CT3. Need to be careful with this one.
· Richard: maybe reformulate. Suggested that we copy CT3 in this LS.
· James: is it acceptable to expose events outside trusted domain. MNO may prefer that information exposed outside is controlled. 
· Richard: we’re not asking to expose everything. There will be checks and balances.

Decision: 
· Let’s note. Good comments. Expect update for SA4#115-e
S4aI211222 is noted

	S4aI211223
	Proposed Timeplan for 5GMS_EDGE
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	4.11


Presenter:  Imed Bouazizi (Qualcomm)
Discussion: 
· Thorsten: in favour of a single CR. 
· Thomas: telco dates from Frederic have been provided. Maybe add those.
· Frederic: expect 4 of them being added.
· Richard: sensible approach. How will the ball be rolling?
· Imed: We have TR recommendations. I can implement those in draft CR.
· Fred: yes, TR should the main source for the inspiration
Decision:
· Noted. Expect input for SA4#115e

S4aI211223 is noted.
[bookmark: _gh37bf20odnb]5   	Review of the future work plan
Next SA4 meeting: 115e – 18th to 27th August 2021
Submission deadline: Thursday August 12th, 2021 (23:59 CEST).
[bookmark: _sei3zj3cs19l]6 	Close of the session
The meeting was closed at 18:02 CEST. 
[bookmark: _4aet1flcveov]7	Attendees
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