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1. Overall Description:
SA4 thanks CT3 for LS C3-091143 and wants to reply the actions for SA4 asked by CT3 as follows:
1. To provide feedback on the expected reactions of CS terminal not supporting an H.245 FlowControlCommand when it receives this command.

Terminals are expected to support receiving the FlowControlCommand, as this is a mandatory feature in clause 6.4.3 in H.324. But most terminals would not really follow the received FlowControlCommand, but rather ignore it. However, for older 3G-324M terminal lock-up or system crash was not uncommon during IOTs. Therefore safe handling of this command is not guaranteed absolutely.
2. To consider a terminal based solution for a switch-over from multimedia to speech in congestion situations.

SA4 agrees that MTSI terminals need to be able to handle congestion situations autonomously as no suitable network entity will be inserted in a call between MTSI terminals. However, concerns were raised that if the congestion occurs in the direction from IMS to CS, CS terminals might not be able to initiate such a switch-over, but might rather react with repeated H.245 videoFastUpdatePicture messages. SA4 would recommend that a MGCF should drop the CS video component with suitable BICC (for a TS 23.172 SCUDIF call) or mute the CS video component (For a CS video call without SCUDIF) and remove the IMS MTSI video component with SIP/SDP signalling when receiving frequent H.245 videoFastUpdatePicture messages. This avoids the need to extend the Mn interface to allow the IM-MGW to directly notify the MGCF about a degradation of quality in the received packet stream from the IMS side.
3. To consider correcting the text in Clause 12.2.4.3 of TS 26.114 to take into account the worksplit between MGCF and IM-MGW and the supported H.248 signalling procedures between MGCF and IM-MGW.

SA4 agreed the attached related CR for Rel-7, Rel-8 and Rel-9.

2. Actions:

To 3GPP TSG CT3:
SA4 asks CT3 to kindly take the above consideration into account and update TS 29.163 accordingly.

3. Date of Next SA4 Meetings:
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