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1. Introduction
This document provides missing information for the H.248 profile specification.
2. Reason for Change
H.248 does support two encoding types, - binary and text. It is in the meanwhile agreed that there is not yet any real advantage of one encoding scheme concerning processing time for pure message encoding and decoding. The TISPAN Ia profile did select the text encoding mode, particularly because IP border gateway are deployed in SIP network environments (like IMS, RACS or other SIP networks). E.g., the notion of “session-dependent” would then relate to e.g. “SIP session dependent” (policy control).
SIP is using text encoding as well as SDP, which is used by SIP or similar application control protocols. It was recognized that the processing resources, required for the interworking between the SIP/SDP session control protocol and the H.248 gateway control protocol, may be significant (e.g. in comparison to the pure protocol message encoding/decoding functions).

It may be further noted that the difference between H.248 binary and text is not marginal for the majority of command, descriptor or parameter encoding, but does definitely affect the H.248 Local and Remote descriptors within the Stream Descriptor.

This is an important aspect when considering the fact of SDP usage in the H.248 LD and RD in text encoding mode.

The TrGW is used for peering with IMS and other SIP networks, i.e. networks with SDP usage at application control level. H.248 text encoding mode may be thus advantageous when considering the effort for interworking SDP-using application control protocols and H.248/SDP, particularly when the H.248 LD and RD are the dominating parts of H.248 command request/replies.
3. Conclusions

The profile should support text encoding due to the IMS and SIP network context.
4. Proposal

It is proposed to agree the following changes to 3GPP TS 29.238 V0.0.1.
*******

* * * First Change * * * *

5.9
Generic command syntax and encoding

Table 56: Command Encoding

	Supported Encodings:
	Text (see notes 1 and 2)

	NOTE 1:
The receiver shall be capable of receiving both Short Token Notation and Long Token Notation on an H.248 control association.

NOTE 2:
The transmitter may select between long and short token forms per H.248 control association.



	
	


� 	As an example, the „SDP mapper“ specification (ETSI TR 183 046) is explicitly indicating that interworking aspects. 





