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1. Introduction

Open Mc interface has being widely discussed in 3GPP. There two ways for Mc encoding: binary and text. When Mc encoded by binary, there are still two ways over LocalRemoteDescriptor which described by h.248 annex C. Because none of the binary encoding methods was specified as mandatory, interoperability will be effected.
2. Discussion
H.248 annex C describes the encoding of LocalRemoteDescriptor. According to annex C, there are two ways to encode LocalRemotDescriptor:

1. the binary way which was described by annex C.1 to annex C.10;

2. the SDP text way which was decribed by annex C.11;

The SDP text way has following advantages:

· If  SDP text is mandated as the only way to encode, then an unified style can be provided and it is easy to interoperate.

· The SDP text way does not need to be extended because of the SDP usage. The  binary way is difficult to implement and needed to be extended because the content in annex C is incomplete.

· Media encoding described by the SDP text way is a developed technique and is very easy to understand and implement.

3. Conclusion

It is approved that Mn should support h.248 annex C.11 mandatory. To avoid causing interoperability issues and to achieve forward compatibility with 3gpp specification, It is proposed that Mc should support h.248 annex C.11 mandatory as Mc encoding by binary. If agreed, companies supporting this contribution would like to propose a corresponding CR.


















