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Introduction

CT3 has added the MONA Mn interworking procedures developed in the TR 29.863 to Clauses E.4.2.7 and E.4.3 of TS 29.163 for Rel-8 at the last meeting. 
Thus the work on the "stage 2.5 specs" is complete and time is ripe for CT4 to start wok on the stage 3 procedures in TS 29.332, as already agreed in the related work item.
It is evident that new H.248 packages will need to be defined – unlike for the normal H.245 interworking, the H.248 packages in H.248.12 and its amendments as defined by ITU-T SG16 do not meet the requirements outlined in TS 29.163. 

This contribution aims to get an agreement in CT4 if those new packages should be defined directly in CT4 or if CT4 wants to ask ITU-SG16 to work on suitable packages.

Advantages of Performing work directly in CT4

CT4 can design packages that exactly match the requirements in TS 29.163. In contrast, ITU-T SG16 would not be bound by 29.163 requirements and could design packages that either do not satisfy all requirements or contain additional procedures not required by 3GPP.
Further, if CT4 starts the work at the next meeting, it can easily complete it in the Rel-8 timeframe. In contrast, timing for Rel-8 might become critical if SG16 is involved and their work then needs to be endorsed by CT4.

Companies interested in bringing the work on the MONA extensions forward are available in CT4. If no other company volunteers to draft the necessary packages, Nokia Siemens Networks could bring proposals to the next CT4 meeting. In contrast, it is unclear if SG16 would be interested in performing the related work.

Advantages of Performing work in ITU-T SG16

The packages defined in ITU-T SG16 might be available in more implementations, allowing operators to choose from more products. However, as SG16 has not yet worked on such extensions it is unclear if there is demand for them outside 3GPP.
A situation where 3GPP and ITU-T develop different solutions for the same problem should be avoided in order to avoid hat the market is split. However, this could also be achieved by informing ITU-T about related work done in CT4.
Proposals

1. CT4 shall define the H.248 packages required to support MONA Mn interworking procedures in Clauses E.4.2.7 and E.4.3 of TS 29.163.

2. If 1. is not accepted, ITU-T SG16 should be asked via LS if they are willing to perform this work and if they are able to complete it early enough for CT4 to endorse the work in the Rel-8 timeframe.
