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Abstract ; With the development of multimedia and network technology, there are currently two major IP standards for signaling and con-
trol of internet protocols, namely ITU-T H. 323 and IETF SIP ( session initiation protocol ). First introduce the architecture of NGN |, fol-
low with the certain characters of H. 323 and SIP, then make a deep comparison for both H. 323 and SIP. Propose some specifications of
IWF ,which is the inter—working function in the GW. Some key techniques for IWF are interpreted , the signaling interactive procedure

is designed to realize the active IWF between H. 323 endpoints and SIP user agents, including the encapsulation structure of voice over

IP, normal process and Fast Start process of the signaling definition for logic channel connections .
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