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Q3/SG11 Rapporteur meeting had reviewed the incoming LS  form Q3/SG16 about “enhancement to H.248 CAS packages”(in TD 4/GEN) on  21st  January 2009.  Q3/SG11 appreciates  Q3/16’s work on the  H.248 series protocol

Because of there is no the work carried out directly related to  H.248 series protocol and CAS in Q3/SG11, Therefore, the experts of Q3/11 are not be able to provide you with useful information at this stage.

However, we’d like to keep in touch with you to exchange information on ITU-T defined signalling with the H248 series protocol.

_____________________
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1
Introduction

Thank you for the liaison statement regarding the extension of BICC/ISUP to support CS multimedia Customized Alerting Tone (CAT) service. Q. 3/11 considered your requirements and prospective solutions at length. We accept your requirements, but have the following comments on your analysis:

1) Interworking between SIP-I and APM

The first paragraph of clause 5.4.1.1/Q.1912.5 indicates that if no explicit interworking is specified for an ISUP parameter, it is encapsulated transparently in the outgoing message.

2) Use of the indication "in-band information or an appropriate pattern is now available" in combination with a TMR of unrestricted digital information (UDI).

The procedure for tones and announcements in clause 9.5/Q.1902.4 does not envision this combination. Clause 9.5, of course, refers to the tones and announcements capability of "basic call" and to call failures. Multimedia CAT would be classed as a supplementary service and has nothing to do with call failure. Thus it is possible that the cited combination could be safely specified as part of service operation. However, it is equally possible that intermediate exchanges might consider the combination invalid and modify it in some way. Thus Q. 3/11 recommends that an alternative backward signalling solution be used. 

2
Solutions

Q. 3/11 determined in their discussions that the APM and explicit parameter approaches were of equal technical validity, and were willing to leave the decision to 3GPP. That decision clearly depends on how many other services 3GPP intends to develop going forward that would affect CS. We have reserved codepoints for both approaches as specified below, and invite 3GPP TSG CT4 to make the choice. The assumption would be that in either case ITU-T documentation would refer to ETSI (3GPP) documentation for service descriptions and procedures. In particular, a reference to ETSI TS 123.205 would be added to Q.1902.1.

Please advise Q. 3/11 about your final choice as soon as possible so that we may complete our documentation procedures in timely fashion.

2.1
Explicit parameter approach

Multimedia customized alerting tone service would appear in Table 2 of Q.1902.1 as a supplementary service. 

Parameter and information descriptions would appear in Q.1902.2 as follows:

6.xx
multimedia customized alerting tone indicators: information sent in the forward direction to indicate capability of the calling terminal to participate in multimedia customized alerting tone service, and in the backward direction to indicate that inband multimedia customized alerting tone information is being provided.

7.xx
multimedia customized alerting tone (MCAT) capability indicator: information sent in the forward direction to indicate the capability of the calling terminal to participate in multimedia customized alerting tone service.

7.yy
multimedia customized alerting tone (MCAT) content indicator: information sent in the backward direction to indicate that inband multimedia customized alerting tone information is being provided.

The documentation of the new parameter and its indicators would appear in Q.1902.3 as follows:

Parameter codepoint: would appear in Table 2/Q.1902.3 as follows:

	Parameter name
	Reference
(clause)
	Code
	Note

	MCAT indicators
	6.xxx
	1 0 0 0   1 1 1 0
	


The MCAT indicators parameter would be added to the message tables for ACM, CPG, and IAM as an optional 3-octet parameter.

The parameter description clause would appear as follows:

6.xxx Multimedia Customized Alerting Tone (MCAT) Indicators

The format of the multimedia customized alerting tone indicators parameter field is shown in Figure yyy.
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Figure yyy/Q.1902.3 –Multimedia customized alerting tone parameter field

The following codes are used in the MCAT indicators parameter field:

bit
A
Multimedia CAT capability indicator


0
No indication


       
1    MCAT supported 

bit
B
Multimedia CAT content Iindicator


0
No indication


       
1
Inband multimedia content available 

See  ETSI TS 123.205 for a description of the related service and procedures.

Corresponding amendments would be added to Q.761 and Q.762.

2.2
APM approach

The abbreviation MST would be defined in Q.1902.1 and Q.1902.3:

MST
Mobile service transport

The new APM usage "Transparent support of  mobile services" would appear at the end of Table 2/Q.1902.1 as an "additional function/service".

In Q.1902.3, for the Application Transport Parameter (APP), the following codepoint would be added to the application context identifier (ACI):

                 0 0 0 0 1 1 1              MST <reference> 

[The reference would have to cover all uses.]
_____________________
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ITU-T SG 11 met in Geneva, Switzerland from 19-23 January 2009.  Question 5/13, Resource Control and Signalling Requirements and Protocol, is developing draft ITU-T Recommendation Q.Flowstatesig, “Signalling protocols and procedures relating to flow state aware access QoS control in an NGN”.  

Q.5/11 is attaching the current draft ITU-T Recommendation Q.Flowstatesig for your review.  Q.5/11 would appreciate comments from the IETF concerning the draft for input to our May 2009 meeting in Geneva, Switzerland.

Please be advised that Q.5/11, as requested by liaison from the IETF, will follow the IETF process according to RFC 4775, “Procedures for Protocol Extensions and Variations”, regarding any extension or changes required to IP protocol.  

In the spirit of cooperation between our two organizations, Q.5/11 is of the opinion that collaboration of our two organizations on this recommendation is in the best interest of the industry.  Such collaboration will require close coordination between IETF and ITU-T in developing ITU-T Recommendations and IETF RFCs. Please advise us on your interest to pursue collaboration on the development of this ITU-T Recommendation to ensure alignment between ITU-T and IETF standards.

To initiate collaborative work, the editor of draft Q.Flowstatesig, Dr. John Adams, will submit in advance of the March 2009 San Francisco (IETF-74) meeting Internet Draft(s) based on the current draft Recommendation in Q.5/11 for your review in NSIS.  The Q.Flowstatesig editor expects to attend both IETF and Q.5/11 meetings in order to help progress work smoothly.  

We look forward to further cooperation with the IETF to jointly progress work.   Q.5/11 will meet from 11 to 22 May 2009 in Geneva, Switzerland.
Attachment:  ITU-T draft Recommendation Q.Flowstatesig (TD120 (GEN)
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Question 5/11 wishes to express their appreciation to the Chairs of the PCN Working Group for their work in responding to our previous liaison regarding our work on PCN. Before responding to your comments, let us summarize the state of our work on draft Recommendation Q.PCNApp. It has received some minor additions, but these are tentative awaiting further progress in the PCN Working Group. It appears that we are approaching the point at which we can begin to make firm commitments, so you can expect to see an updated version of the draft Recommendation out of our May 2009 meeting.

We will have to consider the 3-state encoding issue seriously going forward, but have not acted on it as yet. We can provide more information after the May 2009 meeting.

At this stage, the IETF protocol choice for direct egress-to-ingress reporting seems to be the logical choice. However, in view of ITU-T architecture we need to engage ourselves with further evaluation of this choice. We will l keep you advised on our further progress.

We have changed "topology information" to "routing information" throughout the document. Your suggestion for setting up packet classification at the egress node may be a good start for more detailed work.

Finally, the Rp interface at the moment is implemented by a "on-off" protocol, RCIP. Because of limited deployment, it is not expected that RCIP will evolve. We do have work in progress on a new compound realization of the Rp interface, where there is a segment from a centralized TRC-PE to a TRC functional entity embedded in an edge node, and a second segment from the edge node to the access node. The second segment will use ANCP (as currently being developed in the IETF ANCP WG). The first segment will use a different protocol and the Recommendation would specify the interworking between the two protocols at the edge node.

We look forward to further cooperation with the IETF.  Q.5/11 will meet from 11 to 22 May 2009 in Geneva, Switzerland.
_______________


