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1 Issues raised by IANA
Input from IANA was received regarding the registration of RTP header extension for ‘Sent ROI’ signalling, i.e., urn:3gpp:roi-sent. The IANA expert suggests registering instead two distinct URNs in order to distinguish between the RTP header extension formats for ‘Arbitrary ROI’ and ‘Pre-defined ROI’. 
The IANA expert also comments on the following requirement in TS 26.114 regarding the use of the RTP header extension on ROI: “The one-byte form of the header shall be used”. The expert indicates that according to RFC 5285 a stream must contain only one-byte or two-byte headers and they must not be mixed within a stream. Therefore the use of the one-byte form of the header cannot be mandated as suggested in TS 26.114, and the IANA expert indicates that the current language in TS 26.114 conflicts with RFC 5285. In other words, if one at some point starts using an RTP header extension that requires usage of two-byte headers in an RTP session where one also are going to use the roi-sent extension, then the roi-sent header extension will be forced to use the two byte header.

This document highlights the proposed solution to address IANA’s feedback. The detailed implementation of the proposed solution in TS 26.114 can be found in an accompanying CR in Tdoc S4-150931.
2 Proposed Solution
It is proposed to follow IANA’s suggestion and modify the ‘Sent ROI’ signalling framework specified in TS 26.114 such that:

· If the sent ROI corresponds to an arbitrary ROI, it shall be offered in the SDP via URN urn:3gpp:roi-sent
· If the sent ROI corresponds to a predefined ROI, it shall be offered in the SDP via URN urn:3gpp:predefined-roi-sent
In response to the IANA comment on the conflict between RFC 5285 and mandatory use of one-byte form of the header for ROI in TS 26.114, it is proposed to modify the language and state the use of the one-byte form of the header as a recommendation instead (i.e., ‘shall’ to become ‘should’).

Since CVO feature in TS 26.114 also relies on the use of RTP header extensions, it is also proposed to modify the Rel-12 and Rel-13 descriptions of the CVO feature to recommend rather than mandate the use of the one-byte form RTP header extensions (for both 2-bit and 6-bit granularity CVO). CRs for TS 26.114 on this will be produced upon MTSI’s discussion and principle agreement on this proposal.
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