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1. Overall Description:
CT1 has been discussing the 26.114 requirement that MTSI enabled UEs shall support AVPF transport.
Support of AVPF is currently not specified in TS 24.229 or TS 24.173. In addition, the understanding of CT1 is that 26.114 only affects MTSI enabled UEs, and not IMS UEs in general. Due to that, SDP offers containing m- lines with AVPF transported may be rejected by non-MTSI UEs, and non-IMS UEs. 

To solve that, TS 26.114 specifies that if an AVPF offer is rejected a new offer shall be sent with AVP. However, CT1 thinks that behaviour is not desirable.
A discussion paper (C1-080319) was presented in CT1, which describes the problem with the current behaviour specified in 26.114. The discussion paper also proposes a solution based on the SDP capability negotiation mechanism (insert draft), and CT1 made a decision to move forward with that solution.

During the discussion it was questioned whether the SDP capability negotiation mechanism (draft-ietf-mmusic-sdp-capability-negotiation) would be adopted only for MTSI UEs, or for IMS UEs in general. The answer to that question depends on the status of SA4 documents, so therefore CT1 would like to ask the following questions:
Q1: Does 26.114 cover MTSI enabled UEs only, or also other IMS UEs that support speech etc?

Q2: In particular, why have the requirements been specified in 26.114, rather than in 26.235?
Q3: Are non-MTSI IMS clients required to support AVPF?

Q4: Does SA4 see any problem in mandating the support of the SDP capability negotiation mechanism, and update 26.114 accordingly? If both clients support AVPF, but the called client does not support the SDP capability negotiation mechanism, they will end up using AVP. 
2. Actions:

To SA4.

ACTION: 
CT1 asks SA4 to provide guidance and clarifications based on the questions presented in this LS
3. Date of Next TSG CT WG1 Meetings:

CT1#52 
7th – 11th April 2008
Jeju Island, South Korea.

CT1#53
5th – 9th May 2008
Cape Town, South Africa.

