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Meeting Minutes of AoIP telco #1
1. DATE AND TIME 
Monday, 18th of August 2008, from 14:00 to 18:00 CEST. 
2. PARTICIPANTS 

Alcatel-Lucent: Mr. Michel Robert


Ericsson: Mr. Karl Hellwig, Mr. Paul Schliwa-Bertling
Huawei: Mr. Zhu Xing, Mr. Zhixi Wang 

Motorola: Mr. Ilya Gonorovsky




Nokia Siemens Networks: Mr. Sergio Parolari
Nortel: Mr. René Faurie
Vodafone: Mr. Leo Patanapongpibul
ZTE: Mr. Xinhui Wang
3. Agenda

1. Presentation and discussion of the contributions       

2. AOB 

4. DISCUSSION

1. Some remaining BSSMAP open points, Alcatel Lucent
This paper discusses a number of open issues and provides for each of them a proposal for a solution.

Points discussed below are the following:

1. RESET RESOURCE (ACKNOWLEDGE) messages size

· Additionally to the two proposed solutions described in the contributions Ericsson proposed to use ranges of identifiers. Such approach could be used to reset a large number of calls. No conclusion reached, work in progress.
Other proposal were made, too, for example “Clear All”. 
Action: to be discussed at GERAN#39 in Florence.

2. Cause values missing

· Conclusion after discussion: Companies acknowledged the issue. 
Action: Alcatel Lucent will provide CRs to GERAN#39.

3. Cause value not used

· Conclusion after discussion: Companies acknowledged the issue. 
Action: HUAWEI will provide CRs to GERAN#39.

4. Check consistency

· Conclusion after discussion: Companies acknowledged the issue. 
Action: Ericsson will provide CRs to GERAN#39.

5. Call-Identifier IE missing within INTERNAL HO COMMAND

· It has been decided to discuss the issue together with the presentation of a Action: HUAWEI contribution on the same issue.

6. CN/BSS Inter-Working and Migration

· Conclusion after discussion: Companies acknowledged the issue. 
ActioN: Alcatel Lucent will provide CRs to GERAN#39.

7. CIC and AoIP Transport Layer Address (MGW)

· Conclusion after discussion: MSC may provide two terminations in the ASSIGNMENT REQUEST message. 
Action: Ericsson will provide CRs to GERAN#39.

8. INTERNAL HANDOVER REQUIRED REJECT IEs

· Some companies expressed that it is helpful to have the MSC-SCL as currently proposed to give the most up-to-date CN-capabilities to guide the BSS.
No consensus was reached to remove the MSC-PCL.

9. Call-ID format

· Conclusion after discussion: There is no need to provide the MSC ID in the CALL ID. No conclusion on the details regarding the Call ID format.
But some sympathy to give some guidelines how to generate the Call-IDs by the MSC.

10. IMSI trace for AUPoIP calls

· Conclusion after discussion: companies acknowledged that this issue needs to be further studied. It should first be clarified what the exact requirement for IMSI traces is and whether or not the various and varying physical resources during a call should be recorded.
2. A discussion about the definition of call identifier, HUAWEI
In this document, the inconsistency of the definitions of Call-ID in the TR 43.903 and G2-080489 is analyzed. Besides that, another two definitions are introduced. The different definitions determine the different Call-ID management schemes in handover procedures. In order to keep consistent with TR and simplify the management scheme, it is proposed to use the definition in the TR 43.903.

· Conclusion after discussion: There was no concensus among the companies to support the changes proposed in this paper.

3. Indicating the bearer preference in the codec list, HUAWEI

The Codec List (BSS Supported) (BSS-SCL) indicates the codec types (including configurations for codec types) and A-interface types (bearer types) supported by BSS. According to [TR 43.903, G2-080489], the codec types and bearer types are not sorted in priority order. For codec types, it is not necessary to sort them, but for bearer types, BSS does have its preference. This document analyzes the reason to indicate the bearer preference in BSS-SCL. For the asymmetric IP transport, in order to help MSC to build proper MSC-PCL, it is proposed to indicate the bearer type preference in BSS-SCL.

· Conclusion after discussion: There was no concensus among the companies to support the changes proposed in this paper.

4. Defining Payload Type values for AoIP, HUAWEI

This paper proposes certain PT values.

· Conclusion after discussion: The same issue is under discussion in the ongoing SA4 #50 meeting. 
Action: Ericsson will provide a CR with modified values to this meeting.
After the TelCo: this issue was further discussed by eMail and the decision was revised: PTs for AoIP will only be listed in GERAN spec. Done.
5. A clarification of the generation mechanism of MSC preferred codec list, HUAWEI
This paper analyzes the generation and composition of the MSC-PCL. It assumes that the MSC-PCL is generated by taking into account the MS-SCL, BSC-SCL and the corresponding MGW’s capabilities. Here, the MGW’s capabilities (MGW-CAP) mean the kinds of TC resources in MGW. The result from the discussion in this paper is that there are still some ambiguities about the generation mechanism of MSC-PCL and therefore the generation mechanism of MSC-PCL should be clarified. According to this paper the MSC-PCL should contain all the Transcoder resources in MGW. Besides that, the current availability of a certain Transcoder should also be indicated clearly. The solution proposed is to create two codec lists (MSC-MTL and MSC-PCL) to fulfill these two tasks separately. The exact format of MSC-MTL is FFS.

· Conclusion after discussion: Companies acknowledged that further clarification about the generation and composition of the MSC-PCL is desired. However, there was no consensus to support the modifications proposed in this paper.
6. CR to 43.903 Applying Data Redundancy for CSD Services in AoIP, HUAWEI
This CR proposes to add the data redundancy for CSD services, and complement the related procedures, messages and information elements for implementing data redundancy.

· Conclusion after discussion: There was no concensus among the companies to support the changes proposed in this paper.

7. AoIP PCM packetisation time, Vodafone Group Plc
The G.711 A/u-law Codec (or PCM) packetisation time on A-interface over IP has not been agreed thus far.  In this document, the issue is discussed and the way forward is proposed. It is proposed to mandate the default PCM packetisation time of 5ms on AoIP and, as a compromise, allow for 20ms to be optional.  The two main reasons to support this proposal are:

1. to harmonise the PCM packetisation time on the A-interface and Nb-interface for both BICC and SIP-I based networks
2. to eliminate the probability of a higher speech path delay for mobile to PSTN calls.
· Conclusion after discussion: There is still an agreed WA that mandates ONE packetitation time only. In addition we have a second WA that proposes a packetization time of 20 ms for PCM on AoIP. There was no support for the changes proposed in this paper by attending companies. 

7. AOB 
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