Page 1



3GPP TSG CT WG4 Meeting #62-bis
C4-131805
Porto, PORTUGAL; 7th – 11th October 2013
	CR-Form-v11

	CHANGE REQUEST

	

	
	23.333
	CR
	0067
	rev
	1
	Current version:
	12.0.0
	

	

	For HELP on using this form: comprehensive instructions can be found at 
http://www.3gpp.org/Change-Requests.

	


	Proposed change affects:
	UICC apps
	
	ME
	
	Radio Access Network
	
	Core Network
	X


	

	Title:

	Correction of CVO description

	
	

	Source to WG:
	NSN, Ericsson, Huawei

	Source to TSG:
	CT4

	
	

	Work item code:
	CVO-CT
	
	Date:
	2013-10-11

	
	
	
	
	

	Category:
	F
	
	Release:
	Rel-12

	
	Use one of the following categories:
F  (correction)
A  (mirror corresponding to a change in an earlier release)
B  (addition of feature), 
C  (functional modification of feature)
D  (editorial modification)

Detailed explanations of the above categories can
be found in 3GPP TR 21.900.
	Use one of the following releases:
Rel-4
(Release 4)
Rel-5
(Release 5)
Rel-6
(Release 6)
Rel-7
(Release 7)
Rel-8
(Release 8)
Rel-9
(Release 9)
Rel-10
(Release 10)
Rel-11
(Release 11)
Rel-12
(Release 12)
Rel-13
(Release 13)

	
	

	Reason for change:
	The recent version of ITU-T Recommendation H.248.1 (03/2013) specifies in subclause 7.1.8.1.1:

"If a MG does not understand the SDP provided, rather than ignoring that piece of SDP, an appropriate error response shall be provided."
Although this is documented in v3 of the protocol it should not be version specific.
The MRFC should know the CVO capability of the MRFP in advance in order to avoid an error response from the MRFP when seizing resources. The current assumption for CVO feature is that the MRFP will ignore the SDP "a=extmap" attribute if it does not support it.
The current description of CVO in this specification contains stage 3 details for the Mp interface and the description should be simplified to show mainly the functional description of the CVO feature.

Notes 2 and 4 should be clarified to describe the anticipated UE action when the UE did not receive any SDP body with the CVO related "a=extmap" attribute.
The requirement related to the selection of CVO related "a=extmap" attribute from the received SDP offer is unnecessary repeated within the subclause 5.17.

	
	

	Summary of change:
	The “a=extmap” header extension expression is replaced with more generic text for the MRFC-MRFP interaction descriptions. 
Text related to the presence of an "a=extmap" attribute(s) in MRFP’s confirmation of the resource reservation is removed from specification.
Text related to the sending of a SDP body without the "a=extmap" attribute(s) is updated to indicate that if the MRFP does not support the CVO feature the MRFC shall forward the SDP without any "a=extmap" attributes.
Notes 2 and 4 modified to indicate UE’s actions when the UE did not receive any SDP body with the CVO related "a=extmap" attribute.
Repeated sentence is removed from subclause 5.17.
The opportunity has also been taken to address some editorial issues as well.

	
	

	Consequences if not approved:
	Misalignment with rules from ITU-T Recommendation and unclear requirements may cause interoperability problems.

	
	

	Clauses affected:
	5.17

	
	

	
	Y
	N
	
	

	Other specs
	
	X
	 Other core specifications

	TS/TR ... CR ... 

	affected:
	
	X
	 Test specifications
	TS/TR ... CR ... 

	(show related CRs)
	
	X
	 O&M Specifications
	TS/TR ... CR ... 

	
	

	Other comments:
	


*******
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5.17
Coordination of Video Orientation

The MRFC and the MRFP may support the Coordination of Video Orientation (CVO) as defined in 3GPP TS 26.114 [23].

Upon receipt of an SDP offer containing the RTP header extension attribute(s) "a=extmap" as defined in IETF RFC 5285 [27] and if the "a=extmap" attribute indicates the CVO URN(s) (i.e. the CVO URN for a 2 bit granularity of rotation and/or the CVO URN for a higher granularity of rotation) as defined in 3GPP TS 26.114 [23], then: 

a)
if the MRFC and the MRFP support the CVO feature, the MRFC shall:
-
include an "extended RTP header for CVO" information element when seizing resources in the MRFP to indicate the MRFP that it shall allow the RTP header extension for CVO to pass; and

-
select exactly one of the CVO related "a=extmap" attribute from the SDP offer and include the "a=extmap" attribute indicating selected CVO URN in the SDP answer that will be sent within the SIP signalling; or


b)
if the MRFP does not support the CVO feature the MRFC shall send the SDP answer without any CVO related "a=extmap" attribute within the SIP signalling.

NOTE 1:
The UE supporting the CVO feature will not send the extended RTP headers for CVO if the UE did not receive any SDP answer with the CVO related "a=extmap" attribute.

When the MRFC selects one of the CVO related "a=extmap" attribute(s) from the SDP offer the MRFC shall take into consideration which CVO variant it has negotiated for CVO for other call leg(s) in the session.


If the MRFC and MRFP support the CVO feature then before sending an SDP offer, the MRFC shall:

a)
determine based on the local policy and the CVO negotiation results on other call legs if, and with which granularity to offer CVO; and

b)
if the MRFC determines to offer CVO:

-
the MRFC shall include the "extended RTP header for CVO" information element when seizing resources in the MRFP to indicate the MRFP that it shall allow the RTP header extension for CVO to pass; and

-
 the MRFC shall include the CVO related "a=extmap" attribute in the SDP offer it sends within the SIP signalling.

If the MRFP does not support the CVO feature, the MRFC shall send the SDP offer without any CVO related "a=extmap" attribute within the SIP signalling.

NOTE 2:
The UE supporting the CVO feature will not send the extended RTP headers for CVO if the UE did not receive any SDP offer with the CVO related "a=extmap" attribute.

If the MRFP supports the CVO feature and has been instructed to pass on the extended RTP header for CVO as described above then: 
-
if the MRFP does not apply video transcoding, it shall pass any received RTP CVO header extension to succeeding RTP streams; or

-
if the MRFP applies video transcoding, it shall keep the video orientation unchanged during the transcoding and copy the received RTP CVO header extension into the succeeding RTP streams after transcoding the associated group of packets.


NOTE 3:
IETF RFC 5285 [27] provides a framework for header extensions and can also be used for non-CVO related purposes. It is an implementation decision of the MRFP if it only passes CVO related RTP header extensions, or if it passes any RTP header extension when being instructed with the "extended RTP header for CVO" information element.

NOTE 4:
The behaviour of the MRFP when being instructed with "an extended RTP header for CVO" information element only at one termination is an implementation decision.

NOTE 5:
Unknown IETF RFC 5285 [27] RTP header extensions are ignored by the destination RTP end system.

* * * End of Changes * * * *

