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Action/Decision Requested:

This Liaison is part of TISPAN's continuous update of CT4 about the progress of the TISPAN H.248 Trunking Media Gateway profile (ETSI ES 283 024) in order to ensure that the two documents (3GPP 29.332 and ETSI ES 283 024) are technically aligned.  It is expected to be ready for approval TISPAN9 (28 Nov. - 09 December 2005).

Included is the latest draft with changes from the last revision submitted <08bTD321>.

Comments are invited from 3GPP CT4 to be input to TISPAN WG3.

Following aspects and changes shall be highlighted in more detail:

21
Profile Name


22
Connection Model: Maximum Number of Contexts


23
Context Attributes: AND/OR Context Attribute


24
Termination Type: IMS versus RTP Termination


25
Termination Naming Convention: TDM Terminations


36
Termination Naming Convention: IMS/RTP Terminations


37
Signals: Signals Descriptor


38
Signals: Notify Completion


39
Statistics Descriptor: Statistics Support


410
ObservedEvents Descriptor: Event Detection Time Support


411
Error Descriptor


412
AuditValue Command: TerminationID Properties


413
AuditValue Command: Package Audit


414
AuditCapabilities Command


515
Notify Command


516
ServiceChange Command: Geographical Redundancy on MGC Level


517
Messages: MID


518
Packages: H.248.10 vs H.248.11


519
Procedures: VBD Services




1 Profile Name

Reference:
Draft ETSI ES 283 024, § 5.1, Table 5.1

Profile name and version was changed from "threegimscsiw/2" to "etsi_tgw/1".

Motivation:

3GPP TS 29.332 Release 7 is identified by name/version "threegimscsiw/1" and is intended for approval in 2006, after ETSI TISPAN NGN Release 1. Current name of the ETSI NGN R1 Profile specification would be misleading in case of same name, but higher version number ("superset").

ETSI TISPAN believes still that 3GPP TS 29.332 Release 7 will be finally the superset Profile. As soon 3GPP approved 29.332 Release 7 ETSI TISPAN may release a further edition ("post NGN-R1 Profile"). 

2 Connection Model: Maximum Number of Contexts

Reference:
Draft ETSI ES 283 024, § 5.4, Table 5.4

Table entry was changed from "FFS" to "no restriction".

Motivation:

This value is no subject for further studies, it is rather related to the engineered capacity of an MG. The capacity should be unrestricted.

3 Context Attributes: AND/OR Context Attribute

Reference:
Draft ETSI ES 283 024, § 5.5, last Table

Missing table entry was included: "No".

Motivation:

This attribute is related to H.248.1 V3, but table was included according "Profile template". The reason is that the new "Profile template", contained in H.248.1 V3, Appendix III is intended to be a common baseline template, independent whether a Profile is linked to H.248 Version 1, 2 or 3.

This statement applies for other template parts as well.

4 Termination Type: IMS versus RTP Termination

Reference:
-

This is a general comment to 3GPP 29.332. DES ETSI ES 283 024 has currently the names "IMS Termination" and "RTP Termination" in use. The reason for "RTP Termination" was driven by additional support of non-IMS based VoIP NGNs (besides IMS). In TISPAN NGN R1+ may be additional support of BICC(IP) Terminations.

It is questioned whether the single name "RTP Termination" may be used due to the fact that "RTP" is the common denominator, thus more general.

5 Termination Naming Convention: TDM Terminations

Reference:
Draft ETSI ES 283 024, § 5.6.1.1

The RFC 3435 based syntax and semantic was not changed, but explaining text was significantly updated and structure.

It has to be noted that this TDM termination name structure is focusing on "H.248 text encoding" mode (due to background of correspondent IETF RFC). A correspondent ASN.1 coding scheme wasn't worked out, because not required for ETSI ES 283 024.

The correspondent ABNF coding grammar is still under discussion.

Motivation:

The updated text and explanations shall also highlight how TDM termination name may be used in 3GPP environment. The specified TDM Termination name is much more flexible and open as correspondent 3GPP 29.232/29.332 structure, particularly with regards to wildcarding support on multiple hierarchy levels (-> check proposal made by CT4-051417). 

6 Termination Naming Convention: IMS/RTP Terminations

Reference:
Draft ETSI ES 283 024, § 5.6.1.2

Termination naming convention was not changed. The correspondent ABNF coding grammar is still under discussion. It is intended to have a single grammar, applicable on 3GPP 29.332 ephemeral Terminations as well.

7 Signals: Signals Descriptor 

Reference:
Draft ETSI ES 283 024, § 5.7.4, Table 5.7.4/1

Table entry was changed back from "No" to "Yes".

Motivation:

… because there are Termination-type dependent signals, e.g., cg/rt. It has to be noted that a cross-check against the signals, as pointed out in § 5.14, has still to be done.

8 Signals: Notify Completion

Reference:
Draft ETSI ES 283 024, § 5.7.4, Table 5.7.4/4

Table entry for "Type of completion supported" was changed back from "ALL ? or <TO, EV, ED, NC, PI>" to "ALL" with a correspondent clarification in § 5.3.

Motivation:

This entry list is scoping V3 capabilities. Entry "ALL" may mislead as in this V2-based Profile.

9 Statistics Descriptor: Statistics Support

Reference:
Draft ETSI ES 283 024, § 5.7.6, Table 5.7.6

Table entry "No" will be changed in post-TISPAN#08bis meetings probably to "Yes" incl. adding correspondent template table.

Editor's note "Editor’s Note: Statistics requirements need to be described in stage 2 before support may be mandated  in profile." will be deleted.

Motivation:

A correspondent stage 2 requirement was agreed. A contribution for H.248 statistics (-> H.248.1, § E.12.4) will be submitted to next meetings.

10 ObservedEvents Descriptor: Event Detection Time Support

Reference:
Draft ETSI ES 283 024, § 5.7.7, Table 5.7.7

Table entry "yes" was changed to "No".

Motivation:

An explicit requirement couldn't identified. This parameter is typically used in conjunction with EventBuffers. Support of EventBuffer is not required in this H.248 Profile.

11 Error Descriptor

Reference:
Draft ETSI ES 283 024, § 5.7.9, Table 5.7.9/1 and Table 5.7.9/2

· Entry in Table 5.7.9/1 was changed to "FFS".

· Entry in Table 5.7.9/2 was changed to see 08bTD321
Motivation:

There is still a chance in tailor the list of support error codes for this Profile. Proposal is based on the approach in deleting from "ALL" not required error codes which are service-specific, V3-specific or due to other obvious reasons. It is recognized that still some codes are for further studies.

Correspondent table entries could look like:

"ALL" with "EXCEPTION OF {list} and "FOR FURTHER STUDIES are {list}".

Such table entries provide more value as simply "FFS".

12 AuditValue Command: TerminationID Properties

Reference:
Draft ETSI ES 283 024, § 5.8.5, Table 5.8.5

Table entry "TDM: ALL (indicating all Terminations at E1/T1 level) or individual termination" was modified to "TDM: ALL or individual termination"

Motivation:

Table entry didn't reflect defined TDM Termination naming convention and the flexibility with regards to wildcarding.

13 AuditValue Command: Package Audit

Reference:
Draft ETSI ES 283 024, § 5.8.5, Table 5.8.5

Comment:

TISPAN believe that entry should be "YES" due to optional Packages in Profile.

14 AuditCapabilities Command

Reference:
Draft ETSI ES 283 024, § 5.8.6, Table 5.8.6

Table entries "FFS" were changed to "None" in row related to "Audited Properties".

Motivation:

Command AuditCapabilities is not required, but there isn't any correspondent template block "AuditCapabilities command used:" (like for 'Move'). Keeping the table with all entry settings to "none" was the chosen compromise.

15 Notify Command

Reference:
Draft ETSI ES 283 024, § 5.8.7, Table 5.8.7

Table entry "Error (Descriptor)" was deleted.

Motivation:

No use case couldn't identified.

16 ServiceChange Command: Geographical Redundancy on MGC Level

Reference:
Draft ETSI ES 283 024, § 5.8.8, Table 5.8.8/1

Note below table on "primary MGC support only" was extended in order to explicitly indicated that this restriction doesn't allow support of geographical redundancy.

17 Messages: MID

Reference:
Draft ETSI ES 283 024, § 5.11

Text was revised. It is intended to re-use correspondent text from H.248 Ia Profile (DES-03039).

Motivation:

Current text is confusing because of association of "MID addressing" with "underlying transport".

1st The MID is no address, the MID may be a choice out of five identifier structures.

2nd Transport: does this imply an association to the "H.248 Control Association" (which might be then again controversial) or with Profile clause § 5.12 (which is also not straightforward)?

18 Packages: H.248.10 vs H.248.11

Reference:
[1] Draft ETSI ES 283 024, § 5.14, Table 5.14/1


[2] 08bTD059 (Enclosed with this document)

Note in Table 

"NOTE 2: This package may be changed to H.248.11 depending on further analysis." 

was changed to 

"NOTE: This package may be changed to H.248.11.".

Motivation:

Sufficient analysis for H.248.11 was contributed in past meetings. Technical discussions are now finalized. A number of parties are in favour of H.248.11. H.248.10 is mainly still part of the Profile due to 3GPP 29.332 history. Could 3GPP explain technical arguments for retaining H.248.10.

19 Procedures: VBD Services

Reference:
Draft ETSI ES 283 024, § 5.17.x

Note: contribution will be submitted to next meeting for stage 2 and 3 procedures

End of Liaison.

