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1. Overall Description:

CT4 thanks ITU Q3/16 for their LS on requirements for MSRP support package and for RTP multiplexing package (C4-080834) asking CT4 guidance on the following two proposals : 
1) A new H.248 package to allow the MRFC to control the maximum MSRP message size.

2) A new H.248 package to allow the MGC to control whether RTP multiplexing should be applied or not on a call basis.
On the first issue, CT4 considered that the proposal did not clearly explain which exact problem it was attempting to resolve. The problem should therefore be explained first and agreed. 

The proposal whereby several MRFPs could be used to send a very large message was deemed very complex and it was challenged that it would allow to achieve a better efficiency. Besides, should there be any problem, it should preferentially be solved directly at the MSRP or transport protocol level rather than at the application level.
On the second issue, CT4 could not find any justification requiring the MSC-Server to control the usage of RTP bearers multiplexing and RTP header compression in the MGW. CT4 disagreed with the statement that this feature could affect the quality of service of the call. 

One key aspect when this feature was specified in 3GPP was to keep its design simple. RTP bearers multiplexing and RTP header compression is a feature transparent for MSC-Servers, it only affects MGWs. The proposal would complexify the MSC implementation (MSC-Server and MGW) for none identified benefit.

It was noted that this second issue also concerns the CT WG3 which specified the feature. CT WG4 decided to answer now on behalf of both groups considering that no CT WG3 meeting would take place before the next ITU Q3/16 meeting.  

In conclusion, no requirement has been identified justifying the proposals, and none of the proposals is foreseen to be used in 3GPP. 
CT4 kindly ask ITU Q3/16 to take into account CT4 feedback before considering starting the work on those proposals. 

2. Actions:

To ITU Q3/16.
ACTION: 
CT4 kindly ask ITU Q3/16 to take into account CT4 feedback before considering starting the work on those proposals.
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