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Summary

H.324/Annex K implementation and testing continues in the IMTC and minor issues relating to either non-fatal clarifications or understanding of expected behaviour in H.324/ Annex K (MONA) are identified. Possible courses of action for Q.1 at the next meeting are presented for discussion.
1.
Introduction

The last meeting of SG16 in Geneva, November 2006, saw the correction and clarification of a few matters regarding Recommendation H.324/Annex K. This resulted in H.324/Corrigendum 2 being produced.

Corrigendum 2 was in response to the efforts of many companies in the IMTC conducting their interoperability testing of several implementations and their interpretation of the original Annex K specification. Since that time the IMTC has concentrated its testing efforts on the Corrigendum 2 specification and all known matters of consequence have been ironed out of the specification.

This contribution presents further minor issues that are recognised and raised to the editors either directly or at the IMTC. Presently a previously identified matter awaiting clarification and one new matter needing clarifying information to prevent implementer confusion (a confusion that will not cause interoperability issues) exist.
2.
Discussion

The following matters exist:

	Issue No.
	Description
	Raised by:
	Consequences of inaction

	Issue 1
	Change the H.264 configuration string in K.9.2.3 to correct a problem with vui_parameters.  Currently the log2_max_mv_length_horizontal and log2_max_mv_length_vertical fields are both set to zero, which is too restrictive.

(Previously presented as MI-19 in COM 16 C 113.)
	IMTC discussion (Ixia)
	Probably none, as the restriction is on the encoder, which would probably ignore it as nonsensical.

	Issue 2
	There is no clarity on the priority of codecs when we have multiple codes in MPC Tx.
	IMTC discussion (Nokia and others)
	None. No rules were intended to be defined in limiting the behaviour and not having them does no harm.


Further details on Issue 1

There is a problem in the H.264 Sequence and Picture parameter sets in K.9.2.3. The vui_parameters, log2_max_mv_length_horizontal and log2_max_mv_length_vertical 

are both set to 0 (which is a pretty harsh restriction on the motion vector length).

This was basically a typo, and it should be corrected - though it's not fatal, since vui_parameters are not supposed to be used in the decoding process.

Suggestion on Resolution for Issue 1

It is still expected that a formal contribution will be provided for the next SG16 meeting. If none is forthcoming then Q.1 might consider soliciting an input from the IMTC 3G-324M Activity Group.

 

Further details on Issue 2

An example.
From Table K.15/H.324 we get the channel configurations for:

H.264 is 3, ISO/IEC 14496-2 (MPEG4 Part 2) is 4 and H.263 is 5.

	Side A
	Side B

	Tx bits 3,4,5

Transmits media on 3
	Rx bits 4,5

	Receives the MONA Preference Message (PM) from Side B with Rx bits of 4,5

Determines 3 can’t be established and ceases transmission.

Side A now has to decide if it wants to send 4 or 5 (or neither) [this decision is not prescribed in the specification].
	


This behaviour has not been prescribed in the specification and was not prescribed on purpose (the preferences are not ordered in the table, and it is mixed, so it would just cause confusion).

Suggestion on Resolution for Issue 2

To stop people feeling there should be a preference order for selecting a channel we could add a note to a future revision of H.324.

Some candidate text would be included in K.9.3:

NOTE: Upon receiving a remote terminal’s PM and recognising that one or more codecs (for a given media type) may be transmitted to establish a channel the selection of which codec to employ is a local matter and no preference rules exist for making the determination.
Alternatively such information could be placed in an implementor’s guide.

3.
Conclusion

We recommend Q.1 decides a course of action it would like to follow on the matters described and solicit contributions to that effect.
__________________
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