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C3-081029 Use-cases and Requirements for Enhancement of Interworking between MTSI and Circuit Switched networks (Noted)
1. Overall Description:
CT3 discussed proposals to interwork at MGCF and IM-MGW:
· AVPF Picture Loss Indication (PLI) on the IMS side with the H.324M / H.245 videoFastUpdatePicture command.
· AVPF Temporary Maximum Media Bit-rate Request (TMMBR) and Temporary Maximum Media Bit-rate Notification (TMMBN) messages of Codec-Control Messages (CCM) on the IMS side with the H. 324M / H.245 flowControlCommand messages.
Such interworking will require dedicated Mn interactions between the MGCF and IM-MGW and thus experience a certain delay. (The mapping between H.245 and SIP/SDP is performed within the MGCF. The IM-MGW transparently forwards inband H.245 signalling (within H.223) received at the CS side towards the MGCF and also  transparently forwards H.245 signalling received from the MGCF towards the CS bearer.) The attached discussion document further describes the call scenario and expected Mn interactions for such an interworking.
Some concerns were raised that before specifying such interworking it should it be studied further:

· If the H.245 videoFastUpdatePicture command and H.324M / H.245 flowControlCommand messages are applicable on a fixed bandwith 64 kbits bearer on the CS side, as used for H.324M. This H.245 functionality might have been intended to be used only in combination with H.323 (i.e. over a network applying packet transport).
· If the overall delay for propagating and interworking Picture Loss Indication (PLI) /  videoFastUpdatePicture message end-to-end between a H.324M terminal and a MTSI terminal would be significantly shorter than the normal time interval between full picture frames within a typical H.263 video codec.
CT3 would welcome if SA4 could answer the following related questions:

1. Are the the H.245 videoFastUpdatePicture command and H.324M / H.245 flowControlCommand messages used on a fixed bandwith 64 kbits bearer on the CS side, as used for H.324M?

2. What is the expected propagation delay (including RTCP message sending delay) between MTSI terminal and IM-MGW for an AVPF message

3. What is the normal time interval between full picture frames within a typical H.263 video codec as used for H.324M and MTSI?
2. Actions:

To SA4 group.

ACTION: 
CT3 asks SA4 to answer the above questions.
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