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Attachment: ETSI ES 283 024 V1.1.1 (2006-06) “H.248 Profile for controlling Trunking Media Gateways”

Action/Decision Requested:

TISPAN WG3 thanks CT4 for their liaison regarding the Mn profile for 3GPP release 7. 

At the TISPAN 10ter meeting (12th-16th June), the supplied CRs (C4-060760 & C4-060758) were reviewed and agreed as input for the TISPAN endorsement work (working item 03077).  

In addition, the latest 3GPP Mn profile (version 7.3.0) was also reviewed and a number of comments were raised.  A general consensus in TISPAN WG3 is that there is an overlap in the sections in the main body and the Annex A. TISPAN propose that the overlap is avoided by simply merging the annex into the main body following the H.248.1 version 3 profile template. This will make the profile more consistent.

Another comment regards the MGC Information Package, which has been added to the Mn profile to align with ES 283 024. Please note that this package has now been published by the ITU-T as H.248.45. Therefore, TISPAN has decided to withdraw TS 183 022 and replace all references to this TS by H.248.45. Therefore, TISPAN request that CT4 do a similar change in the Mn profile. 

For TISPAN NGN R2, there is a new working item (03077) for the endorsement of 3GPP Mn release 7. TISPAN looks forward to working closely with CT4 in order for there to be a full alignment between NGN R2 and 3GPP release 7 in this area.Some preliminary concerns with the alignement have already been discussed:

1. Can a single profile name be used in 3GPP or should there be two profile names in order to clearly indicate when TISPAN requirements are applicable? Concern is that profile name is used to negotiate capability but as is currently documented in 3GPP it is not clear.

2. There isn't a consistent view on the mandatory list of packages. 3GPP should not have mandatory packages if TISPAN does not have them as mandatory. Mostly likely they should be optional with a note that it is only applicable to 3GPP like the TISPAN packages.

3. Termination id structure is not aligned.

With regards to the MRFC-MRFP interface, TISPAN WG3 is pleased that 3GPP is using ES 283 031 as a basis for their work and look forward to receiving any future liaisons from CT4.  
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