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THIRD MEETING (C) OF ITU EXPERTS Study Period 2001-2004
of Q.1/16 - Multimedia systems, terminals and data conferencing

1.  Introduction

The third Rapporteur meeting (Meeting “C”) of the ITU-T Multimedia Systems, Terminals and Data Conferencing Experts Group (Question 1/16) was held in San Jose, California during the week of 30 August-3 September 2004.  The meeting was chaired by the Q.1 Rapporteur, Patrick Luthi and the Q.1 Experts meeting took specifically place on 1-3 September 2004. Q.B, D, F, G, K, 2-5/16 also met concurrently and joint sessions were held among all the Questions.

The major objectives of this meeting were set as follows:


- Progress revision of H.224


- Progress revision of H.243


- Progress revision of T.120 series


- Progress corrections of T.128

- Review of any incoming liaison statements

- Review of the items relative to H.320, H.324, T.120, H.310, etc.
Excellent arrangements were provided by the host organization, Cisco Systems. The host provided details for the meeting facilities and explained that wired Internet access was provided in the meeting room.

1.1  Organizational items

E-mail correspondences pertaining to the activities of this group are routinely conducted using the e-mail reflector currently hosted by the ITU.  Those wishing to subscribe or unsubscribe to this email reflector should visit the ITU web page at:


http://www.itu.int/ITU-T/com16/edh/subscribe.html
The address for e-mails to be sent to all subscribed Q1 Experts is tsg16q1@itu.int.

Members were reminded to make disclosures of known patents to the ITU Secretariat as defined in a timely manner.  The URL for the ITU Patent Policy and related information is: http://www.itu.int/ITU-T/dbase/patent/

1.2  Review of previous meeting report

The SG16 WP2 Report (Q1-C03) from the Geneva 20-30 January, 2004 meeting was briefly presented.

1.3  Q1 Document review

The list of meeting contributions was reviewed and approved (Q1-C00r1). We are pleased to note that every document for this meeting had been uploaded to the ftp site for the group several business days prior to the meeting.

1.4  Liaison statements and collaborative letters received

A liaison statement from the IMTC 3G-324M AG (Q1-C11) was presented to the group and discussed during the joint sessions.

1.5  Review of the meeting agenda

The draft agenda Q1-C-TD2 was accepted however it is noted that small changes were made during the meeting.

2.0  General Q.1 topics

2.1  Proposed draft Corrigendum for V.140

Q1-C14, a draft incorporating the changes from the IG, was presented and the V.140 editor thought that given the small amount of changes contained in the IG, it would make sense to incorporate them in a revised version of V.140 instead of a corrigendum. The experts agreed and confirmed Mr. Lindbergh (Polycom) as Editor for this work. A draft revised V.140 will be submitted as an Editor TD to the November meeting of SG16 for review.HYPERLINK "q15i10.doc"

3.0  H.320 Session

3.1  Framework to support non-ASCII characters

Q1-C08 (AVD-2535) was presented and discussed during the joint session with Q.D, F, G, K, 2-5.

3.2  Draft revised H.224

Q1-C09, a draft incorporating the changes from the IG, was presented and the experts accepted its content. The Editor will submit this revised draft as an Editor TD to the November meeting of SG16 for final review.

3.3  Draft revised H.243

Q1-C10, a draft incorporating the changes from the IG, was presented and the Editor explained that the proposed changes shown in Q1-C08 would be incorporated into H.243 as well. Therefore, there will be probably be a revised version of the H.243 IG for review at the November meeting of SG16 and the revision of H.243 would be planned for July 2005.

4.0  H.324 Session

4.1  Audio and Video Muting in H.324

Q1-C04 was presented and a short discussion followed. It was suggested to replace the words “shall” with “should” along with some other editorial changes. The changes are shown in Q1-C04r1 and the experts agreed to incorporate them in a new H.324 IG to be approved at the November meeting of SG16.

4.2  H.245 Open Logical Channel Conflicts

Q1-C05 (AVD-2464) was presented and discussed during the joint session with Q.D, F, G, K, 2-5.

4.3  Call reset procedure in H.324

Q1-C06 (AVD-2539) was presented and discussed during the joint session with Q.D, F, G, K, 2-5.

4.4  Call setup time in H.324

Q1-C07 was presented and the contribution highlights a call setup time problem for which Q1-C13 provides a proposed solution.

4.5  LS on Clarification on Maximum CCSRL-SDU Size

Q1-C11 (AVD-2500) was presented and discussed during the joint session with Q.D, F, G, K, 2-5.

4.6  Multiple video channels in H.324

Q1-C12 was presented, a short discussion followed, and some small editorial changes were suggested. The changes are shown in Q1-C12r1 and the experts agreed to incorporate them in a new H.324 IG to be approved at the November meeting of SG16.

4.7  WNSRP procedure in H.324

Q1-C13 was presented and the experts, while agreeing that this problem should be looked into, thought that more information was needed to understand the advantages of WNSRP over the existing V.42 procedure. The main points were that H.324 already supports an optional windowed protocol to replace NSRP and that the use of LAPM/V.42 can be initiated only after at least the H.245 TerminalCapabilitySet message has been exchanged. This typically large message may require multiple round trips to convey, especially in H.324/M. In contrast, the proposed WNSRP mode could be used immediately upon connection. It was suggested that both contribution on that matter (Q1-C07 and Q1-C13) should be sent with a liaison statement asking for feedback and comments to 3GPP TSG SA4 and the IMTC 3G-324M AG. The contributor was asked to submit a contribution to the next meeting providing some comparison analysis to better understand the difference of complexity between V.42 and WNSRP along with a description of some experience on the usage of early WNSRP test implementation. The text of the liaison statement appears in Q1-C17.

5.0  T.120 Session

No contributions at this meeting.

6.0  H.310 Session

6.1  Proposed draft Corrigendum for H.310

Q1-C15 was presented and the experts accepted its content. The Editor explained that a Corrigendum was a good way forward to avoid confusing the market with a revised version of H.310. This draft corrigendum will be submitted as a Rapporteur TD to be up for Consent at the November meeting of SG16.

6.2  Proposed draft Corrigendum for H.321

Q1-C16 was presented and the experts accepted its content. The Editor explained that a Corrigendum was a good forward to avoid confusing the market with a revised version of H.321. This draft corrigendum will be submitted as a Rapporteur TD to be up for Consent at the November meeting of SG16.

7.0  Items considered in joint Q.1 & Q.D, F, G, K, 2, 3, 4, 5 sessions

7.1  Framework to support non-ASCII characters

Q1-C08 (AVD-2535) was presented and the experts accepted this proposal in principle. It was suggested that in the case of TCS-5, the text should mandate that UTF-8 supporting terminals respond with both IIS-2 and IIS-5 to allow the MCU to build ASCII and UTF-8 personal identifier lists. A note should be added in the text to suggest that implementations should always provide a personal identifier according to table 3/H.230 even if they support UTF-8 personal identifiers. This would allow backward compatibility and interoperability between terminals not supporting fonts for every unicode character. A discussion took place around the need to have a language identifier parameter to know in what language a particular UTF-8 personal identifier is using. ISO 639 (codes for representation of names of languages) would serve as a base for defining such parameter. The experts thought that the idea of defining a language identifier should be further studied. It was noted that H.246 would also need to be updated to reflect the new proposed messages in H.230 and H.245.

7.2  H.245 Open Logical Channel Conflicts

Q1-C05 (AVD-2464) was presented. This contribution was already presented to Q.3 experts in Beijing. It was highlighted that the problem outlined was not strictly a H.324 problem but a H.245 problem that H.324 shows up. It was agreed to add this text to H.245v11. Delegates were also encouraged to check the text to ensure that it doesn’t break existing implementations. The Q.1 experts suggested replacing the words “shall” by “should” along with the removal of the example in C.4.1.4. The proposed appendix already shows several examples. The group agreed to have the revised text as shown in Q1-C05r1 (TD-43) added to H.245v11 which is planned to be consented at the November meeting of SG16. The contributor is asked to convey the results of this discussion to the IMTC 3G-324M AG and other experts (3GPP) that were involved in the discussion that led to this proposal. 

7.3  Call reset procedure in H.324

Q1-C06 (AVD-2539) was presented and the experts accepted the proposal in principle. It was suggested to define a more generic call reset capability to represent all end session commands. An editorial group met to modify the text and incorporate the suggestions made during the discussion. This revised text is reflected in Q1-C06r1 and the experts agreed to incorporate it in a new H.324 IG to be approved at the November meeting of SG16.

7.4  LS on Clarification on Maximum CCSRL-SDU Size

Q1-C11 (AVD-2500) was presented. This LS statement was also discussed in Beijing among Q.3 experts and it was felt that Q.1 experts should be consulted (especially the H.324 editor (D. Lindbergh)) before an answer is sent back to the IMTC –3G-324M Activity Group. The Q.1 experts thought that the CCSRL-SDU should have been limited to 2048 bytes in size, and the CCSRL-PDU should have been limited to 256 bytes in size. It appears that the maximum size of the CCSRL-PDU is not specified, yet it should have been limited in order to limit the buffer size required in receivers, as implied by C.8.1.6/H.324. It also appears that there was no intent in Annex C/H.324 to reduce the maximum size of a H.245 MultimediaSystemControlPDU message compared to the size permitted for GSTN implementations (2048 bytes). However, the experts believe that this issue needs to be further investigated because of the possible effect on existing deployed H.324/M systems that would have implemented a CCSRL-SDU size of 256 bytes and could potentially receive a larger amount of bytes if such a correction was made. It was suggested to consult with the former Editor of Annex C (B. Wimmer) and to send a liaison answer to the IMTC 3G-324M AG explaining our present findings and asking for further feedback. The text of this liaison statement appears in Q1-C18.

8.0
Q1 Closing Session

8.1 Presentation of reports

The draft report for Q.1 was reviewed and the experts accepted its content. The report can be found in Q1-C19.

8.2  Outgoing Liaisons

Q1-C17 to 3GPP TSG SA4 and IMTC – 3G-324M Activity Group on Windowed Transport of H.245 Messages.

Q1-C18 (TD-44) to IMTC – 3G-324M Activity Group on Clarification on Maximum CCSRL-SDU Size (response to Q1-C11).

8.3  Plans for Future Work

Recommendation Status

	Recommendation
	Editor
	Consent
	Approval
	Comment

	New H.222.0 Amd. 4
	S. Okubo
	11/04
	
	ISAN and V-ISAN use in the content labelling descriptor

	New H.222.0 Amd. 5
	S. Okubo
	11/04
	
	New audio profileandlevel signalling

	Revised H.224
	D. Lindbergh
	11/04
	
	

	Revised H.243
	P. Luthi
	07/05
	
	

	Revised T.120
	TBD
	07/05
	
	An editor is solicited

	Revised T.123
	TBD
	07/05
	
	An editor is solicited

	Revised T.124
	TBD
	07/05
	
	An editor is solicited

	Revised T.127
	TBD
	07/05
	
	An editor is solicited

	Revised T.135
	TBD
	07/05
	
	An editor is solicited

	Revised T.120-series IG
	P. Luthi
	
	07/05
	

	Revised V.140
	D. Lindbergh
	11/04
	
	

	Corrigendum H.310
	S. Okubo
	11/04
	
	

	Corrigendum H.321
	S. Okubo
	11/04
	
	

	Revised H.320-series IG
	P. Luthi
	
	11/04
	

	Revised H.324 IG
	P. Luthi
	
	11/04
	


8.4  Future meetings

Study Group 16 meeting in Geneva from 16 to 26 November 2004.

The Q.1 session adjourned at xx on 3 September 2004.

* Contact:	Patrick Luthi	Phone: +47 67 125 125


		E-mail: patrick.luthi@tandberg.net
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