Minutes – VQEG meeting – Thursday, April 28, 2005 
· Review of yesterday’s Minutes with last minute additions to the text for clarification.
· It was decided that the Tools group will provide/adapt the tools to be used in the test.
· Tools include, for example, conversion/ capturing tools, and players. 
· These tools can be in the form of links to commercial tools that can be purchased by the labs and proponents, or source (free) code (compiled Matlab or C).
· If possible, the exact tools needed for the test will be decided in an audio conference to be arranged in May by Steve and Mylene and set by Phil.  If tools are not available, then specifications for needed tools will be developed.
· Changes in the definitions section (see in the document) that were agreed in the reflector and accept editions in chapter 6.
· Discussion on the display of qcif sequences: 
· It was decided that no up-sampling or down-sampling is to be used in the player, since this introduces artifacts. The sequences should be displayed in native (maximum) resolution. 
· Concerning the proposal of having a smaller display for qcif, it was decided that the Tools group will recommend a proper size/resolution for the display to be used in the tests.
· Editor’s note in  6.1.2 – decision to be made by Tools group.

· It was decided that the Tools mentioned in Section 6.1.2 will be made available by Arthur in the password protected ftp server. BT will take the responsibility to provide the guidelines to use these tools.
· The list of companies which will provide sample test sequences was increased (sequences only for research proposes). These sequences will be posted by Chulhee Lee in a new secure ftp server (password protected) on the VQEG site.  Advertisement, music, sports, and movies content seem to be needed. 
· Discussion on quality of source home videos:
·  It was previously decided that any quality of source home video (captured by different types of cameras) would be accepted. Previously, there was an interest in low-quality home videos. But some argued that this might “confuse” the metrics since the range of quality is big and the reference might not be of good quality. The hidden reference clearly eliminates this problem for the subjective test. But, we need to understand what the consequences of this decision are. 
· It was decided that the quality of the source will be considered acceptable if it is judged by an expert as having a visual quality of good or excellent (4 or 5 in an ACR scale). It was left to be decided if the home video should be separated into another category (low quality video?). 
· Editor’s note on section 6.2.1 – to be filled in later. Changes in 6.3 agreed on Web-conference.
· Discussion on maximum anomalous frame repetition (Pausing with skipping, Section 6.3.4):

· Section 6.3.2 says packet delays are between 100 ms and 5 seconds. It is not specified what the maximum delay is. 
· Decision about limits? To be decided later. (6s out of 10s ???)
Outline of open issues (Not on test plan):
· New definitions: (
· Shall experiments be conducted before or after the model submission? (
· Common subset of SRC and HRCs (
· Proportion of public, private, and secret experiments 
· Fees and relationship to proponents conducting and not conducting experiments

· Means to exchange experiments and database

· Calibration verification of video sequences

· Cross lab experiment design plan
· New definitions:

· test material = source, PVS, and experiment data.

· public =  pool of test material accessible to all proponents prior to submission of models.

· private = pool of test material known to one or more, but not all proponents prior to submission of models.

· secret = pool of test material that has not been seen by the proponents prior to the submission of models. 

Discussion on “Common subset of SRC and HRCs” and “Proportion of public, private, and secret experiments”:
· Proponents asked how many PVS they can run.

· If the experiment is run before the submission?

· If the experiment is run after the submission?
· Proposals: 

· David’s proposal: (current proposal) 

1. Proponents who want generate a set of PVS and send to ILG. 
2. Then ILG selects subsets of these sets of PVS and sends them to the proponents
3. Proponents and ILG run the experiment using these subsets. (similar to FR test?)

· Chris’ proposal:

1. Proponents who want generate a set of PVS and send to ILG. 
2. ILG make these sets of PVS public. 
3. ILG selects subsets of these sets and sends the selection to the proponents.

4. ILG and proponents run the experiment
5. (Problem with this approach is that the proponents can train their models if the total number of PVS is not big enough.)
· Steve’s proposal: 
1. Pay the ILG to run all experiments, PVSs, HRCs, sources, etc. 
2. This approach has the advantage of having “cheat” proof.
· Fillipo’s proposal: (The goal of having many labs is to have many HRCs and, consequently, a bigger database. )
1. Have the proponent provide the description of the HRC they are intending to use to VQEG (to be decided if ILG or all). This way we can have an idea of the distribution of HRCs. 
2. Make a subset of sources public (large enough). 
3. Model submission. 
4. ILG selects sources. 
5. The proponents are told which combinations of sources x HRCs to use in the experiments. (similar to Margaret’s proposal?)
· Margaret’s proposal (modified and approved during the meeting)
1. Source video sequences (e.g., 12-second AVI files containing VGA, CIF or QCIF) are collected and become a public SRC pool. ILG will collect separate secret SRC pool. 
2. Each organization gives a list to VQEG of HRCs they can create.  

3. The initial HRC list to be used for each experiment (by the end of May 2005) is going to be written by Intel.  

4. VQEG decides on a public list of HRC and ILG on a secret.  

5. ILG will agree upon video sequences to be included in every experiment, as proposed by NTT. Up to 10% of PVSs will be common to all experiments. The set of PVSs will be selected to span a full range of qualities.
6. Proponents submit their models.

7. ILG informs organizations what PVSs to be created and send them the SRCs. 
8. ILG creates a set of secret SRCs and secret HRCs.  Secret SRC x HRC must be included in the final experiment. In the subjective test approximately 50% material will be public and 50% will be secret. ( Exact proportion to de defined)
9. The ILG will finalize the designs for each experiment.  

10. Each organization (and ILG) runs the test & submits results to the ILG.

· Decisions: 
· Vote: Training and validation in the same dataset (proportions to be defined) ? NO. (majority) 
· Decision: Margaret’s proposal – rewrite section 6.3. (see above)
· The ILG will make available a public source database and generate also a secret source database.

· Each proponent is responsible to sending to the ILG a list of HRCs they can generate

· An initial list of HRCs will be done by Intel. 
· Proportions of PVSs common to all experiments is up to 10%.

· List of HRCs to be given prior the test.
· ILG is responsible for doing the final decision on what PVSs goes in each test.
· Back to chapter 7

· Filenames in chapter 7 need to be corrected. (will de done later)
· Discussion on the output and input formats. (minor changes)

· Discussion on need of splitting the RR models in 2 programs (like in the phase 2) to guarantee that the model is really doing what it is supposed to do.  It was decided that we will use the RRNR-TV test plan text for this section.
· Maximum percentage of data to be checked by the ILG will be 5 PVSs (randomly selected).

· Operational systems (workstations for running the objective models) to be finalized.
· Discussion on maximum temporal misalignment. From the Study Group 9-12 JRG-MMQA meeting, a maxim of 10% or 1s (which one is lower) should be used. It was decided that this issue has to investigated before a decision can be made. Information on the subject will be gathered so that this decision can be taken. It is expected that a decision will be made by May 30, 2005.  Chulhee Lee will be the point of contact for this issue.
· End of the day!
