Dear Colleagues,

I, as Co-Chair (not as NTIA/ITS) propose that the following sentences in Annex IV be revised as follows:

Original:

An organization cannot get access to these databases without, at a minimum, substantially participating in the VQEG work. VQEG has decided that all proponents must provide at least one database which fulfils the requirements laid out in XXX in order to gain access to the subjective databases produced in the Multimedia tests.

Proposed Revision:

An organization cannot get access to these databases without, at a minimum, substantially participating in the VQEG work. VQEG has decided that all proponents must provide at least one database (or a comparable contribution) which fulfils the requirements laid out in XXX in order to gain access to the subjective databases produced in the Multimedia tests. A comparable contribution must be agreed by the other proponents and could include such things as providing test sequences and/or running HRCs. This decision must be made prior to fee payment.
Yours truly,

Arthur Webster

Co-Chair VQEG

_______________________________________

Below is Annex IV as it now stands:

ANNEX IV

(Owner: Christian Schmidmer?)

Fee and conditions

VQEG intends to enable everybody who is interested in contributing to the work as a proponent to participate in the assessment of video quality metrics and to do so even if the proponent is not able to finance more than the regular participation fee as laid forth in xxxx. On the other side VQEG will produce video databases which are extremely valuable to those developing video metrics. An organization cannot get access to these databases without, at a minimum, substantially participating in the VQEG work. VQEG has decided that all proponents must provide at least one database which fulfils the requirements laid out in XXX in order to gain access to the subjective databases produced in the Multimedia tests. If an organization has no facilities to create such a database by itself, it may contract a recognized subjective test facility to do so on its behalf. If an organization is lacking the financial resources to fulfil this obligation, it can ask other proponents or the ILGs !

 to run its model on the VQEG databases. In this case the party will not be granted direct access to the video databases, but the party is still able to participate in the assessment of their models after paying the regular participation fee to the Independent Lab Group (ILG).

_______________________________________

Below is copied a section of the Sweden VQEG meeting minutes from Thursday:

From Sweden Meeting Minutes:

Address issue of fees.  Should the fee be different for proponents running different number of subjective tests?  

Vote: impose restrictions on the distribution of test data in some cases (TBD)? Proposal: proponents who do not run any subjective tests do not get access to the data.  Decide not to decide this meeting.  Will work on Annex on the subject.  Vote: 5:1 prefer some sort of restrictions on processed video sequences.

Agreement: Add warning to beginning of document regarding possible fees.  Details will be in Annex 4, which is not yet finished.

Margaret proposed for Annex 4: “PVS’s will be distributed only to the ILG and proponents conducting at least one subjective test.  PVS’s will not be distributed to proponents who do not conduct experiments and other parties.  An NDA preventing further distribution will be signed.”

_______________________________________________
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