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During the week of 24-27 September in Eibsee, Germany you considered the impact of the work of T.130 on your current and future work.  This led to the creation of a list of technical issues that was desired to be addressed in the Q10/8 meeting the following week in Ismaning. The list of issues from Q2&3/15 is known in our document numbering as T120C-78.


We discussed the issues raised, and with the help of experts visiting from Q2&3/15 arrived at several key decisions.  For convenience we respond to the issues referring to them by number:


Issues with respect to the need for T.120 in H.series systems:


It is noted that future versions of H.323 will support a scalable model of loosely-coupled conferencing. This will imply that the terminals will not supply their capabilities because they are in ëreceiveí mode only. We feel that control of these terminals are outside the scope of T.130. However, the sending terminal(s) can use T.130 in practice to manage the streams that are being sent to the new terminal type. We do not anticipate that any further changes are required to T.130 to accommodate this model. If there are further changes needed to T.130, we will consider them when the future version of H.323 is more mature.


The rapid evolution of H.245 is also a concern to Q10/8. We will need to cooperate closely to insure that a new version of T.131 is submitted each time a new version of H.245 is submitted, if this is deemed necessary.


3 through 5.


It is acknowledged that a concern was raised with regard to the perceived burden of requiring the use of T.120 to use T.130. It should be noted that support of T.130 is optional on any H.series terminal. Therefore, there should be no confusion as to the baseline with respect to implementations. It should also be noted that significant effort has been extended to allow terminals not supporting T.130 to participate in a T.130 controlled conference. This will continue to be a requirement in all future version of T.130.


With respect to the requirement of T.120 in use of T.130 supporting terminals, we have extended an Invitation for Contributions that address the following:


Profile for a reduced complexity implementation of the T.120 standard for control purposes only in T.130 client terminals.


Methods to support T.130 terminals without T.120.


It should be noted that we have made the following statements with regard to this invitation:


We are not committed to the creation of a new standard if the contributions show no significant value.


This is not an attempt to gather contributions that duplicate T.120. We feel it is important to have a single standard in this area.


There was further issues listed in the liaison with regard to reconciliation of T.130 with current practices:


T.130 does not propose to replace any of the mentioned services and protocols. It only proposes a way to standardize the mechanisms to supply multimedia conference control to ITU standards based terminal. It should be noted that most of the mechanisms mentioned ( e.g. RSVP, SNMP, MIBs, and IGMP) will likely be used to implement the policies of T.130 during its normal practice in H.323 terminal conferences.


It was a consensus at the meeting that there was no desire to extend H.245 and H.225.0 into filling the entire scope that is addressed by T.130. 


We agree that a cost/benefit analysis should be done before upgrading legacy equipment. It is the view of Q10/8 that T.130 offers services that meet needed requirements that have not been standardized heretofore. If the services are required by customers, they will be willing to bear the cost of the upgrade. Please note that not all terminals are required to support T.130 in order to participate in a T.130 managed conference.


We greatly appreciate the participation of the experts from Q2&3/15 in our meeting and their assistance in preparing the content of this reply. We look forward to the continued cooperation between our groups in the future.
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