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1. Introduction

There has been 2 problems reported to the Q.1 experts on T.120 matters.

2. T.124/T.135 OID reference

At the last SG16 meeting in May 2003, the Q.1 experts reviewed a liaison statement from SG17 reporting problems with OID references in T.124 and T.135.

This is the relevant extract from TD30 (GEN):

"Subclause 8.7: "GCCPDU definitions " – Subclause 8.7 defines an ASN.1 module named "GCC-PROTOCOL" with no associated object identifier. ITU-T Rec. T.123 defines an equivalent module with OID {itu-t(0) recommendation(0) t(20) t123(123) annexb(2) 1} where annexb(2) corresponds to the annex in which the module is defined, whereas ITU-T Rec. T.135 imports a module with the same name but with a different OID: IMPORTS . FROM GCC-PROTOCOL {itu-t(0) recommendation(0) t(20) 124}"

This is the extract of the May meeting report:

"3.5.9.1  Liaison from SG17 on ASN.1 errors TD71/G was presented and, since there were no T.120 experts present at this meeting, Q.1 experts agreed to not make a decision on the reported problem with T.124/T.135 before the next meeting of Study Group 16. The issue raised was that T.135 refers to GCC via an OID that is not specified in the ASN.1.  It was mentioned that T.123 Annex B did have an OID defined within the syntax for the CNP specification. The group reviewed this issue and took note of the fact that other documents, such as T.137, do not refer to GCC via an OID. Also, Q.1 experts noted that GCC has never been published with an OID specified within the syntax like T.123 Annex B and, as such, would prefer not to change the GCC syntax definition. One proposal is to change T.135 to remove this OID reference. Q.1 will progress this work through the Q.1 mail reflector (by seeking feedback from experts and implementors) and the Rapporteur will come back to the group with a proposed solution for the next meeting of SG16. Some text reflecting this proposal and the absence of T.120 experts at this meeting will be incorporated to the response liaison statement that WP2 plans to send to SG17. The text of this liaison statement is shown in TD57/2."

After consulting with T.120 experts, the feedback received was that removing the OID reference from T.135 is acceptable. Therefore, I am proposing to make this correction to T.135 through a revised T.120-series IG to be approved at the conclusion of this meeting.

3. T.128 issue reported to TSB

The following editorial problem in Figure 3/T.128 was reported to the TSB by e-mail. It was posted to the Q.1 experts mailing list and the Rapporteur contacted the former T.128 editor, but no answers on how to correct this have been received to date. A T.120 defect report along with an extract from T.128 follows.

From T.128:

Figure 3 illustrates the use of RequestActivePDU, DemandActivePDU and ConfirmActivePDU in the activation of three ASCEs, where initially no ASCEs are active and ASCE 1 uses RequestActivePDU to determine the activation state of other ASCEs within the conference. ASCE 1 then starts sharing and uses DemandActivePDU to initiate the activation of the other ASCEs within the conference.

See Figure 5 for a phase diagram summary of allowable transitions between ASCE states.




Figure 3/T.128 – Successfully activating three ASCEs (Legacy mode)
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