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1.  Introduction

The first Rapporteur meeting of the ITU-T Multimedia Systems, Terminals and Data Conferencing Experts Group (Question 1/16) was held in Geneva, Switzerland during the week of 22-26 June 2009.  The meeting was chaired by the Q1 Rapporteur, Patrick Luthi and the Q1 Experts meeting took place specifically on 24-25 June 2009. Q2, 3, 4, 12, 13, 21, 22, 24, 25, 27, 28/16 also met concurrently and joint sessions were held among all the Questions.

The major objectives of this meeting were set as follows:


- Progress topics relative to multiple video streams FECC

   
- Progress H.324m topics relative to CS-IMS video interworking

- Review of H.222.0 Amendment 4 on MVC carriage in MPEG-2


- Review of the items relative to H.320, H.324, T.120, H.310, etc.
Excellent arrangements were provided by the host organization, ITU.

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 (t09sg16avd@lists.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-I00r2). We are pleased to note that all the documents for this meeting had been uploaded to the ftp site for the group by the submission deadline. Q1-I00r3 shows the additional documents produced during the meeting.
1.3  Review of the meeting agenda

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

1.4  Review of previous meeting report

The SG16 WP2 Report (Q1-I03) from the Geneva, 27 January-6 February 2009 meeting was briefly reviewed.

1.5  Liaison statements and collaborative letters received

None at this meeting.
2.0  General Q.1 topics

2.1  Study Period plan for recommendations under the responsibility of Q1
Q1-I05 was presented and noted.
2.2  Possible deletion of H.282, H.283 and T.136

Q1-I04 and Q1-I10 were presented and discussed during the joint session with Q2.

2.3  H.281 and changes for supporting multiple video streams
Q1-I08 was presented and a short discussion followed. The group noted the limitations and considerations raised by the contribution. It was noted that, if the solution would involve enhancements to both H.281 and H.224, it would be desirable to consent those recommendations at the same time. Because of the absence of several experts, the proponent himself and not being able to fully discuss this topic, Q1 experts agreed to create an Ad-hoc group (chaired by S. Botzko) to progress this work through electronic correspondence in the interim period. The contributor was asked to submit a contribution to the next meeting of SG16 to allow a continuation of the discussion. Experts interested in participating in this work are encouraged to contact the Rapporteur and/or the AHG Chair.
2.4  H.241 Support for H.264 Annex G
Q1-I09 was presented and discussed during the joint session with Q2.
2.5  Typographical errors in H.230 and H.239

Q1-I07 was presented and the group agreed to incorporate the proposed corrections and clarifications to the Q1 living list (attached to this report) for future inclusion in a revised Rec. or an Amendment. Q1 also agreed to add a clarification about RAN (random number) in clause 13.2/H.243. Regarding the proposed correction to B.5.3/H.239, the group requested to discuss this again at the next meeting and a confirmation from the H.239 editor as the current text (re. table A.1/H.221) seemed to be correct.
2.6  Clarifications to H.239

Q1-I11 was presented and Q1 agreed to incorporate the proposed clarifications to the Q1 living list (attached to this report) for future inclusion in a revised Rec. or an Amendment to H.239.
3.0  H.320 Session

3.1  Typographical errors in H.230 and H.239

Q1-I07 was presented and discussed during the Q1 general topics session.
4.0  H.324 Session

No contributions at this meeting.
5.0  T.120 Session
No contributions at this meeting.
6.0  H.310 Session

No contributions at this meeting.
7.0  Items considered in joint Q1 & Q2, 3, 4, 12, 13, 21, 22, 24, 25, 27, 28 sessions

7.1  Possible deletion of H.282, H.283 and T.136

Q1-I04 and Q1-I10 were presented and a discussion followed. One concern was the possible deployed implementation of H.282. Past discussion in Q1 along with the conclusions of both contributions presented seem to indicate that there were no implementations using H.282 for FECC or remote device control. Furthermore, H.281 is widely deployed and used by all videoconferencing manufacturers of H.320, H.323 and SIP products. In a continuing effort to ensure the non-existence of H.282 implementations, Q1 agreed to send a LS to IMTC requesting some feedback on this topic. The text of this LS is shown in Q1-I12.
7.2  H.241 Support for H.264 Annex G – SVC (scalable video coding)
Q1-I09 was presented and a discussion followed. It was noted that the changes to H.241 in order to support SVC in H.32x systems were relatively small and straight forward (reference to the new, to be approved, RFC on SVC packetization, the definition of a few parameters and some explanatory text in different parts of the Rec.). One concern was backward compatibility not only with H.323, but also with H.320 and H.324 systems. Experts thought that support or non-support of SVC in H.320, H.324, etc. and its interoperability implications could be addressed by adding appropriate text to the relevant clauses of H.241. The group noted that to signal a SVC profile in H.241 there would be a need to support the non-interleaved mode of RFC 3984 and Annex A/H.241 would need to be modified accordingly. Q1 agreed to work on SVC support in H.32x systems and asked the proponent to submit a contribution to the next meeting of SG16 to allow a continuation of the discussion and progress of the topic.
8.0
Q1 Closing Session

8.1 Presentation of reports

The draft report for Q1 was reviewed and the experts accepted its content. The report can be found in Q1-I13.

8.2  Outgoing Liaisons

Q1-I12 to IMTC UC WG on the deletion of ITU-T Rec. H.282.
8.3  Plans for Future Work


- Incorporate results from interim meeting accordingly

- Progress topics relative to multiple video streams FECC

- Progress topics relative to scalable video coding (SVC) support in H.241/H.32x

- Review of H.222.0 Amendment 4 on MVC carriage in MPEG-2


- Review of final text of revised H.222.0 Amd. 4 and H.241 App. II

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

	Recommendation
	Editor
	Consent/ Approval
	Comment

	New H.222.0 Amd. 4
	S. Okubo
	10/2009
	Carriage of MVC in MPEG-2

	Revised H.281
	S. Botzko
	10/2009
	

	Revised H.241 Appendix II
	S. Botzko
	10/2009
	

	Revised H.241
	S. Botzko
	2010
	Support of SVC in H.241/H.32x

	Revised H.239
	S. Botzko
	2011
	Q1 living list


The following Ad Hoc group was approved and will continue until the next meeting.

	Ad-hoc Group
	Chair
	Objectives

	Multiple video streams FECC AHG
	S. Botzko
	- investigate support for multiple video streams FECC in H.281 and/or H.224


8.4  Future meetings

Study Group 16 meeting in Geneva from 26 October-06 November 2009.

The Q1 session closed at 14.51 on 25 August 2009.
ANNEX A - LIVING LIST

ITU-T Study Period 2005-2008

Q1 - Multimedia Systems, Terminals and Data Conferencing

A.1
H.320 series

	Item
	Rec.
	Ref Doc
	Description
	Comments
	Status

	1
	H.230
	Q1-I07
	Typographical errors in H.230
	Q1 agreed to incorporate these corrections in a future revision or amendment to H.230.
	

	2
	H.243
	Q1-I07
	Clarification to clause 13.2
	“RAN” expression should be included to read (RAN - see ITU-T Rec. H.230). Q1 agreed to incorporate these corrections in a future revision or amendment to H.243.
	


A.2
General Q1 Recs.

	Item
	Rec.
	Ref Doc
	Description
	Comments
	Status

	1
	H.239
	Q1-I07
	Typographical errors in H.239
	Q1 agreed to incorporate these corrections in a future revision or amendment to H.239. The proposed corrections to B.5.3 need to re-discussed and confirmed with the H.239 editor as the current text seemed to be correct.
	

	2
	H.239
	Q1-I11
	Addition of a reference and clarifying text in 11.3 and 11.4
	Q1 agreed to incorporate these corrections in a future revision or amendment to H.239.
	


Annex B – List of documents

	Doc. number
	Source
	Title

	Q1-I-TD1
	Q1/16 Rapporteur
	Attendees to the Meeting I of ITU-T SG16 Q1 Multimedia systems, terminals, and data conferencing Experts

	Q1-I-TD2
	Q1/16 Rapporteur
	Meeting Agenda and Plan for the 24-25 June 2009 SG16 Q1 Experts

	Q1-I00
	Q1/16 Rapporteur
	List of Documents for Meeting I of the ITU-T SG16 Q1 Experts Group

	Q1-I01
	
	Invitation for Questions 1,2,3,4,12,13,21,22,24,25,27,28 Experts Group 22-26 June 2009 in Geneva

( see Q1-I02

	Q1-I02
	Q1/16 Rapporteur
	Meeting announcement for Meeting I of Q1/16 Experts, Geneva, 24-25 June 2009

	Q1-I03
	Q1/16 Rapporteur
	Meeting report of Working Party 2 of ITU-T Study Group 16, Geneva, 27 January-6 February 2009

	Q1-I04
	Gesher Erove Ltd.
	Suggestion to delete Recommendations H.282 and H.283

	Q1-I05
	Q1/16 Rapporteur
	Study Period plan for recommendations under the responsibility of Q1/16

	Q1-I06
	
	- WITHDRAWN -

	Q1-I07
	Waseda University
	Typographical errors in H.230 and H.239

	Q1-I08
	Polycom
	Draft H.281 with changes for supporting multiple video streams

	Q1-I09
	Vidyo
	H.241 Support for H.264 Annex G

	Q1-I10
	Polycom
	Deprecation of H.282, H.283, and T.136

	Q1-I11 *
	Tandberg
	Clarifications to H.239

	Q1-I12
	Q1/16 Rapporteur
	Draft Liaison to IMTC UC WG on the deletion of ITU-T Rec. H.282
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