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Abstract

In the context of WDbRTC, there is currently no consensus on the
vi deo codec(s) that need to be mandatory to inplenent. This draft
gi ves sonme argunents in favor of H 264.

Status of this Meno

This Internet-Draft is submtted to |ETF in full conformance with the
provi sions of BCP 78 and BCP 79.

Internet-Drafts are working docunments of the Internet Engineering
Task Force (1ETF). Note that other groups may also distribute
wor ki ng docunents as Internet-Drafts. The list of current Internet-
Drafts is at http://datatracker.ietf.org/drafts/current/.

Internet-Drafts are draft documents valid for a maxi num of six nonths
and may be updated, replaced, or obsol eted by other docunents at any
time. It is inappropriate to use Internet-Drafts as reference
material or to cite themother than as "work in progress."

This Internet-Draft will expire on April 18, 2013.
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This docunment is subject to BCP 78 and the | ETF Trust’'s Lega
Provisions Relating to | ETF Documents
(http://trustee.ietf.org/license-info) in effect on the date of
publication of this docunent. Please review these docunents
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to this docunent. Code Conponents extracted fromthis docunent nust
include Sinplified BSD Li cense text as described in Section 4.e of
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1. Introduction

In the context of WebRTC, there is currently no consensus on the
vi deo codec(s) that need to be nmandatory to inplenent.

In order to reach a consensus, the RTCWEB chairs have solicited
internet-drafts naming proposed mandat ory-to-inpl ement video codecs
(c.f. [rtcweb-mail]).

This draft gives sone argunents in favor of H. 264.

2. Term nol ogy

In this docunent, the key words "MJST", "MJST NOT", " REQUI RED"
"SHALL", "SHALL NOT", "SHOULD', "SHOULD NOT", "RECOMMENDED', " MAY",
and "OPTIONAL" are to be interpreted as described in RFC 2119

[ RFC2119] .

3. Rati onal e and Position

Many vi deoconferenci ng systens exist today (e.g. fact sheets of
services at [h264-ftob]), mainly for professional services but also
for individual consuners

W believe that WebRTC, when used as a nmean to interconnect Wb
browsers to these existing services, can be a driver for enabling
nore users to access them

As an exanple, all Orange video conferencing systens operate using
the H 264/ AVC technol ogy. H. 264/ AVC benefits from many avail abl e

i npl ement ations, tuned for different architectures, and has clear
licensing conditions. VP8 has no footprint in this market,

i ndependent inplenentations are rare, licensing conditions are not
yet clarified (free license offered from one patent owner while MPEG
LA operates a Patent Pool with at |least 12 nmenbers (c.f.
[press-article])).

Wth this current status, it is believed that incorporating the
mandatory to inplenment video codec having the bigger footprint wll
pernmit a better adoption and interconnection of WbRTC to existing
services leading to a successful standard.

Hence we strongly support H. 264/ AVC to be part of the mandatory to
i mpl enment codecs.
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4. Security Considerations

None.

5. | ANA Consi derati ons

None.

6. Acknow edgenents

7. Ref er ences
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[ RFC2119] Bradner, S., "Key words for use in RFCs to Indicate
Requi rement Level s", BCP 14, RFC 2119, March 1997.
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[h264-ftob]
Orange, "http://ww. orange-busi ness. conf en/ nmc2/
col I abor ati on/ conf er enci ng/ i ndex. j sp".

[press-articl e]
stream ngnedi a. com "http://ww. stream ngnedi a. cont
Articles/Editorial/Featured-Articles/
WebM Pat ent - Fi ght - Ahead- f or - Googl e- 76781. aspx"

[rtcweb-mail]
| ETF, "http://ww.ietf.org/mail-archive/web/rtcweb/
current/ nmsg05070. htm ".
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