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Abstract - Rapid advances in telecommunication make emergency telemedicine possible that specialist offers medical
care to an emergency case in moving vehicle. Although there were many telemedicine projects delivering the image or
video of patient over several wireless networks, none of them considered effective solutions for optimizing video

transmission over error-prone environments,

such like wireless links.

To alleviate the effect of channel errors on

compressed video bit-stream, this paper analyzed the error resilient features of MPEG-4 standard and measured the
quality of transmitted MPEG-4 encoded video over commercially available CDMA2000 1xEV-DO networks, transmitting

different IP packet sizes and RM positions.
telemedicine over real 3G network.
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