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THIRD MEETING (F) OF ITU EXPERTS Study Period 2005-2008
of Q.1/16 - Multimedia systems, terminals and data conferencing

1.  Introduction

The third Rapporteur meeting (Meeting “F”) of the ITU-T Multimedia Systems, Terminals and Data Conferencing Experts Group (Question 1/16) was held in Ottawa, Canada during the week of 28 August-1 September 2006.  The meeting was chaired by the Q.1 Rapporteur, Patrick Luthi and the Q.1 Experts meeting took place specifically on 29-31 August 2006. Q.2, 3, 4, 5, 21, 22, 24, 25, 29/16 also met concurrently and joint sessions were held among all the Questions.

The major objectives of this meeting were set as follows:


- Progress of H.241 issues relative to preferred video modes


- Progress of H.324 Annex text conversation


- Progress of H.gamma


- Progress revision of T.120 series


- Review of the items relative to H.320, H.324, T.120, H.310, etc.
Excellent arrangements were provided by the host organization, Nortel. The host provided details for the meeting facilities and explained that wireless 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 (t05sg16avd@itu.int).  Those wishing to subscribe or unsubscribe to this email reflector should visit the ITU web page at: http://www.itu.int/TIES/
Members were reminded to make disclosures of known patents to the ITU Secretariat as defined in the IPR policy in a timely manner. To the question “does anyone has knowledge of patents or pending patent applications, the use of which may be required to implement Recommendations being considered?”, no answers were recorded.
1.2  Q.1 Document review

The list of meeting contributions was reviewed and approved (Q1-F00). We are pleased to note that almost all the documents for this meeting had been uploaded to the ftp site for the group by the submission deadline. Q1-F00r1 shows the additional documents produced during the meeting.
1.3  Review of the meeting agenda

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

1.4  Review of previous meeting report

The SG16 WP2 Report (Q1-F03) from the Geneva 3-13 April 2006 meeting was briefly reviewed.

1.5  Liaison statements and collaborative letters received

None at this meeting.
2.0  General Q.1 topics

2.1  Draft new H.gamma
Q1-F05 was presented and discussed during the joint session with Q.2.
2.2  Videotelephony Requirements
Q1-F09 was presented and discussed during the joint session with Q.2, 21 and 22.
2.3  Comments on Videotelephony Requirements
Q1-F10 was presented and discussed during the joint session with Q.2, 21 and 22.
3.0  H.320 Session

No contributions at this meeting.

4.0  H.324 Session

4.1  Report of the H.324 text conversation Ad-hoc Group
Q1-F04 was presented and noted. The draft Annex text conversation has not changed since the April meeting of SG16, therefore Q1-F06 was withdrawn and the editor is asked to submit an Editor’s TD to the November meeting of SG16 for review.
4.2  Comments and proposed clarifications to H.324 Annex K
In the absence of the proponent, Q1-F11 was presented by the Q.1 Rapporteur, and a discussion and analysis of the different clarifications proposed followed. Comments were taken one by one.
Comment 1: the proposal to add a figure to K.7.1 was accepted and the editors will integrate Figure 1 with some minor editorial changes.

Comment 2: the text proposed will be added to K.7.1.2 as shown in the contribution.

Comment 3: Experts agreed that a clarification is needed, and that it would be safe to use solution 1 as proposed. Some thought that there would be some risk of breaking interoperability with proposed solution 2, but stated that further investigation into solution 2 could be done before the November meeting of SG16.

Comment 4: Experts thought that this would be a large change in the MONA logic and seen as risky especially for compatibility of already deployed implementations. This change was therefore not accepted.
Comment 5: a note will be added to ensure that it is understood that both audioEntry and videoEntry are not in the same multiplex table entry.

Comment 6: regarding the K.9.3 issue, a note will be added as proposed in the contribution. Regarding the K.10.2 issue, experts thought that this would require a normative change and, after consulting with the ACP experts and authors not present at this meeting, the group decided that it was not necessary to add a buffer size parameter as proposed by NEC, but that a note would be added to help better understand that there is no need for indication of a buffer size. If the proponent feels that such addition is still needed, they are invited to submit a contribution to the next meeting.

The editors were asked to submit a revised draft as an Editor TD to the November meeting of SG16 for review.
4.3  H.324 Annex K - Some issues for discussion
Q1-F12 was presented and a discussion followed. Concerning issue #1, the proponent informed the group that this was taken care by the solution to comment 3 described in Q1-F11. The proponent highlighted that issue #2 was discovered while implementing MONA and it represented a technical correction that would at the very least require a clarification to the text of Annex K. After submitting the contribution, while talking with experts at the last IMTC 3G-324m Interop event, a third possible solution was emerged. Q1-F12r1 is a revision of the original contribution which now shows all 3 possible solutions. These solutions were explained to the group and the experts thought that solution 3 could be a possible candidate, but that this would require additional discussion especially involving experts not present at this meeting. PacketVideo was asked to submit a contribution to the next meeting to allow Q.1 experts to further discuss this issue and decide on a solution to be included in revised Annex K. Experts are invited to review the solutions described in Q1-F12r1 and progress this work by correspondence in the interim period.
5.0  T.120 Session

5.1  Draft revised T.120
Q1-F07 was presented and the experts accepted its content. The editor was asked to submit this draft as an Editor TD to the November meeting of SG16 for review.
5.2  Draft revised T.123

Q1-F08 was presented and the experts accepted its content. The editor was asked to submit this draft as an Editor TD to the November meeting of SG16 for review.
5.3  T.120 and NAT/firewall traversal

The revision of T.120 and T.123 started an interesting discussion on the future of T.120 applications and the problem that T.120 terminals face when placed behind NATs and firewalls. Experts thought that T.120 was a well engineered standards suite and it was unfortunate that the arrival of NATs and firewalls gave web browsers a competitive advantage relaying the use of T.120 applications to internal networks. The group could envision the possibility to start a “iT.120” work item if there was interest and contributions proposing to progress such work. The Q.1 Rapporteur is asked to send a message to appropriate mailing lists to encourage submission of contributions on such new work. Q.1 is also asking Q.5 to consider the incorporation of T.120 NAT/firewall traversal in their existing or planned standards such as H.proxy.
6.0  H.310 Session

No contributions at this meeting.
7.0  Items considered in joint Q.1 & Q.2, 3, 4, 5, 21, 22, 24, 25, 29 sessions

7.1  Draft new H.gamma
Q1-F05 (AVD-2884) was presented and a short discussion followed. It was noted that the editors were waiting for inputs from SG9 and ITU-R regarding the PAL gamma value of 2.8 issue. Experts also mentioned if colors and colorimetry should not be covered since it is indicated by the title of the recommendation. One option could be to add a colorimetry clause for further study and referring to BT.709.5 for the time being. It was also requested to add definitions of “gamma” and “colorimetry” to the definition clause. The editors will look into this and are asked to submit a revised draft as an Editor TD to the November meeting of SG16. More details can be found in the Q.2 meeting report.
7.2  Videotelephony requirements

Q1-F09 (AVD-2933) and Q1-F10 (AVD-2932) were presented and a discussion followed. It was mentioned that 2 different documents could come out of this work: a normative “Requirements for videotelephony network services” document and a non-normative “Videotelephony Guide for Implementors”. The group could also envision that such a requirement document could be applicable to SIP terminals. The Guide for Implementors (not be confused with an IG) could cover items like pointers to documents and sub-clauses, explanations of consequences of non-conformance, explanations of common mistakes to avoid. More details can be found in the Q.21 meeting report.
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-F13.

8.2  Outgoing Liaisons

None at this meeting.
8.3  Plans for Future Work


- Incorporate results from interim meeting accordingly


- Progress of H.241 issues relative to preferred video modes

- Progress of H.324 issues relative to Annex K

- Review of final text of H.324 Annex text conversation

- Review of final text of H.324 Amendment 2

- Review of final text of H.gamma 


- Review of final text of revised T.120-series


- Review of the items relative to H.320, H.324, T.120, H.310, etc.
Recommendation Status

	Recommendation
	Editor
	Consent
	Approval
	Comment

	Revised T.120
	P. Luthi a. i.
	11/06
	
	

	Revised T.123
	P. Luthi a. i.
	11/06
	
	

	Revised T.124
	TBD
	2007
	
	An editor is solicited

	Revised T.126
	TBD
	2007
	
	An editor is solicited

	Revised T.127
	TBD
	2007
	
	An editor is solicited

	Revised T.128
	TBD
	2007
	
	An editor is solicited (corr. from living list)

	Revised T.135
	TBD
	2007
	
	An editor is solicited (corr. from living list)

	New H.324 Amendment 2
	D. Lindbergh
	11/06
	
	

	New H.222.0 Amendment 1
	S. Okubo
	11/06
	
	

	New H.324 Annex Text Conversation
	D. Lindbergh
	11/06
	
	

	New H.gamma
	D. Lindbergh / G. Sullivan
	11/06
	
	

	Revised H.324 Annex K
	B. Kenrick /

R. Neff
	11/06
	
	


8.4  Future meetings

Study Group 16 meeting in Geneva from 14-24 November 2006.

The Q.1 session adjourned at __ on 31 August 2006.

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


		E-mail: patrick.luthi@tandberg.net
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