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The following is a brief summary of events pertaining to the H.263+ RTP payload format since the report to the Tampere Q.15 meeting � REF TampereReport \r \h ��[1]�. 


H.263+ RTP Payload Format


As reported in � REF TampereReport \r \h ��[1]�, the “AVT Working Group last call for comments” period ended for the payload format on May 5, 1998.


On May 7, 1998, a third version of the payload draft� REF draftv02 \r \h ��[3]� was distributed on the IETF AVT and Advanced Video Reflectors.  A brief summary of changes from version 2� REF draftv01 \r \h ��[2]� is as follows:


Extended the first paragraph to describe the relationship of this payload draft and RFC2190. (Section 1)


Mentioned P-picture temporal scalability (sections 1 & 4.2).


Made a correction in the RTP timestamp description. (Section 2.1)


Clarified GOB boundary packetization. (Section 2.2)


Adjusted diagrams.  No change in payload format. (Sections 5.1.1, 5.1.2, 5.1.3, 5.2)


Added/deleted references. (Section 8)


A few other minor editorial changes.


On July 10, 1998 the chair of the AVT Working Group requested that IESG publish � REF draftv02 \r \h ��[3]� as a Proposed Standard.


H.263+ RTP Interoperability


Preliminary H.263+ RTP payload interoperability tests were done in late May between UBC/TU-Berlin and Intel.  Not all the functionality was tested: the V bit and PLEN field in the payload header were always set to zero and none of the H.263+ optional modes were used.  Nonetheless, real-time video streaming sessions (QCIF video) over the Intranet were successfully established.
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