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1. Overall Description:
SA4 wants to answer the questions raised by CT3 as follows:
1. Can SA4 provide an estimate about the percentage of MMTEL terminals that will support text media?
TS 26.114 envisions a broader usage of real time text than for the GTT service. However, support of real time text is optional for an MTSI client. 
2. Does SA4 expect that such devices will automatically accept an offer for text media, or will this be restricted by configuration options and user interactions?
TS 26.114 does not answer this question but leaves it to terminal implementation, but configuration options and user interaction are likely. 
3. It is acceptable to offer text media although it is unclear if this will be supported by the caller?

SA4 confirms that SDP does not allow expressing the real situation that it is unknown if the PSTN terminal supports and is willing to use text. Receiving an offer for text could be acceptable if the MTSI terminal has the capability to be preconfigured to accept this offer by a user without implying that the caller is willing to use text. The answerer will send text in an attempt to determine if the caller is willing to use text. This is the standard behaviour by which two PSTN users establish TTY conversation. This also means that presenting tones to the PSTN user is acceptable.

4. Does SA4 expect that there will be terminals that only support or accept offers for text? (A call setup to such terminals would fail with the proposed procedure) 

TS 26.114 allows such terminals, but SA4 does not expect that they will be frequent. 
5. Does SA4 believe the assumption that terminals that are willing to accept text media would automatically send a new offer adding a related m-line for most calls is in line with SA4 specification?

TS 26.114 currently does not contain any wording related to such a procedure. While this procedure is allowed by SIP, it is a very uncommon behaviour.  SA4 believes that the behaviour is not appropriate for all MTSI clients, as text conversion would then be added to most speech calls between MTSI clients that also support real time text. However, such behaviour can be configured at MTSI clients used by deaf or hearing-impaired persons. SA4 agreed the attached CR mandating this behaviour to be configured at such clients. SA4 would like to point out that a terminal could be configured to behave in different ways, e.g., to either always accept an invite for text, to always reject an invite for text, to always send a re-invite to add text, or ask the user what to do in response to the invite.
6. If the assumption is not realistic, would SA4 have concerns to recommend such behaviour in their specification?

SA4 agreed the attached CR mandating this behaviour to be configured at MTSI clients used by deaf or hearing-impaired persons.
7. Does SA4 believe the assumption that terminals that are willing to accept text media would automatically offer it by adding a related m-line for most calls is in line with SA4 specification?

TS 26.114 does not contain any related wording, but leaves this to terminal implementation. However, SA4 expects that user interaction and/or configuration will be used to determine the types of media that an MTSI client will offer when setting up a call. Thus, real time text media will not always be offered by an MTSI client supporting it (and thus possibly accepting real-time-text in incoming calls). However, it is reasonable to expect that an MTSI client calling a GTT PSTN terminal and desiring GTT will offer real time text media.
8. If the assumption is not realistic, would SA4 have concerns to recommend such behaviour in their specification?

SA4 sees no need for related wording in TS 26.114, as the assumption is deemed realistic under the conditions explained above. 

9. Does SA4 believe that a signalling indication about a CS network interworking scenario sent from MGCF towards a MMTEL terminal is desirable and feasible to be added to their specifications in the Rel-9 timeframe?

SA4 acknowledges that such a signalling indication might possibly enable improved solutions for some of the issues raised in CT3´s LS.  However, this would be a new feature that is ffs in releases beyond Rel-9.  
2. Actions:

None
3. Date of Next SA4 Meetings:
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