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1. Overall Description:
However, in order to avoid double specification and conflicting specifications, CT3 wants to draw the attention of SA4 on related interworking procedures in the MGCF, which have already been specified by CT3 in TS 29.163.

· Procedures for the Codec Negotiation between a BICC CS network and the IM CN subsystem have been specified in Annex B. Those procedures also detail a mapping of parameters of the AMR MIME type
· Procedures for the interworking between RTP and NbFP in the IM-MGW have been specified in Clause 8.1.1
· Procedures for the Multimedia interworking between the IP Multimedia Core Network (CN) Subsystem (IMS) and Circuit Switched (CS) networks are specified in Annex E.
· Those procedures do not yet detail the mapping between MIME type parameters of video codecs, as signalled in SDP and the codec description in H.245. CT3 would welcome if SA4 suggests appropriate mapping rules, which could then be incorporated in TS 29.163.
· 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. This implies that interactions between H.245 information and information transported within RTP or RTCP at the IMS side require dedicated procedures at the Mn interface and also experience a certain delay. CT3 recommends that the complexity implied with such procedures is compared with their potential benefit.
CT3 is aware that Clause 12.2 of  TS 26.114 also contains interworking procedures for 3G-324M. The procedure in Clause 12.2.4.3 to send a H.245 Flow control command in overload situations, and the procedures in Clause 12.2.4.9 (Sending of H.245 message H223SkewIndication), which would require the MGCF to send H.245 messages if certain conditions in the MGW apply, are currently not supported due to missing Mn procedures to notify the MGCF about those conditions.
2. Actions:

To SA4 group.

ACTION: 
CT3 asks SA4 to coordinate with CT3 to avoid double specification of interworking procedures and to ensure that the Mn procedures to support the interworking at the MGCF and IM-MGW are also defined 
3. Date of Next CT3 Meetings:

CT3#48-bis
23rd  - 27th June 2008
Zagreb, Croatia
CT3#49
18th – 22nd Aug 2008
Budapest, Hungary 
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