Vote on design of subjective tests.  In favor: Opticom, Ericson, Verison, NTT, NEC, Swissqual Lucent, KDDI, NTIA, Intel, Qualcom; Opposed: none, No Preference: 3

Agreement was reached to start with Quan & Margaret’s design proposal, and develop an appendix that provides guidelines to proponents for designing subjective tests.

Draft text reads as follows:

“Guidelines to labs designing subjective tests in step #8, section 5.3,

· Design for compression only:  HRCs must not include transmission errors.  Maximize a range of bit-rates and frame-rates and pre-processing and post-processing.  A wide variety of codecs should be included (e.g., 4).

· Design for transmission errors:  Most HRCs should include transmission errors (simulated & live transmission errors, packet loss, freeze frames, etc.)  Maximize a range of visually different transmission errors.  Transmission errors must be paired with more than one bit-rate, codec, and frame-rate.  Low, medium and high levels of transmission errors must be represented.  Live network errors should be included.  Preferably, a minimum of 30% HRCs should contain live network errors. 

· Design for both compression & transmission errors:  An approximately balanced mixture of HRCs with and without transmission errors will be presented.  These tests will include transmission errors at many bit-rates.

Each experiment will include one secret HRC, created by the ILG.  Each experiment will include a minimum of one secret SRC.  Each subjective test should span the entire quality range, as demonstrated by the anchor clips.”

Survey of the number of tests each proponent is willing to run
BT – 2 tests per resolution (2 QCIF, 2 CIF, & 2 VGA) ( 6 tests

NTT – up to 4 tests per size (3CIF & 3VGA) ( up to 12 tests ( 6 test limit current
KDDI – up to 6 tests (2 QCIF, 2 CIF, & 2 VGA) ( up to 6 tests

SwissQual – 1 test, QCIF or CIF ( 1 test

Psytechnics – (1QCIF, 1CIF, 1 VGA) ( 3 tests

NTIA – 1 test, VGA preferably ( 1 test

Opticom – 1 test, CIF or QCIF ( 1 test

Yonsei – 2 tests per resolution (2 QCIF, 2 CIF, & 2 VGA) ( 6 tests
Lucent – potential proponent, 1 QCIF test ( 1 test

Number of Tests per Resolution, if Opticom & Swiss & NTIA test QCIF:
QCIF
10

CIF
10

VGA
10

An idea was discussed that the ILG could retain some secret content entirely secret, in case future testing was required.  This idea will be discussed later.

Agreement was reached that the ILG will perform twelve paid tests: 4 QCIF, 4 CIF & 4 VGA, provided that approximately 10 proponents participate.  If a significant number of proponents drop out, then this agreement must be readdressed.  
The price of these tests is expected to be approximately $60,000 divided by the number of proponents.  Division of these fees among proponents & ILG will be determined later.  

Action Item:  The following content Providers needing a signed agreement form either must upload their agreement form to the MM1 ftp site, or email to proponents & ILG:  Yonsei, KBS (through Yonsei), KDDI, SwissQual, NTT, Opticom, and Psytechnics.  
Action Item:  Christian will create a mailing list of proponents & ILG for this purpose.

Action Item: deadline for sending out agreements from content providers to proponents & ILG will be 3 weeks – May 22, 2006.

Action Item: deadline for returning signed agreements to content providers – June 5, 2006.
Action Item:  Arthur & Christian will keep a master list of who can receive what content.

NTIA & SVT providing content that does not need a signed agreement form.

What to do if a proponent or ILG cannot sign some of the agreements?  This will be decided later.
Agreement was reached: Proposed fees will be $6,000 per proponent, plus $500 per additional model past the first.

The precise figures per proponent will depend upon the number of proponents and whether proponents will receive a discount for conducting multiple subjective tests.  Strong interest was expressed in favor of discounts but no suitable scheme could be agreed upon.
Agreement was reached: to not discount proponent fees when multiple proponent tests are conducted.
Christian offered to provide software to the ILG that will the perform data analysis. 
Proposal to modify existing data plan on fitting to apply both logistics & cubic polynomial to each model/subjective test pair, and use the fit that works best for each model/subjective test pair.  2/3 vote required for change.  Proposal failed, as follows:  
In Favor: 
Opticom, NTT, KDDI, Psytechnics, SwisQual, Intel, Irccyn, Ericson = 8.  
Opposed: 
Yonsei, BT, NTIA, Verison, NEC, Acreal. = 6

Agreement was reached to modify existing data plan change to perform the cubic polynomial fit as the primary fit, with the logistic fit as the backup in case of no convergence. 2/3 vote required for change.  Proposal passed, as follows:
In Favor: 
Psytechnics, Opticom, Verizon, NTIA, NTT, Swissqual, KDDI, BT, Intel, Acreal.
Opposed: 
NEC
Telchemy presentation followed.  See paper posted.  Software, provided free, can be used to create simulated transmission errors.
VGA Anchor Candidates:
Drtywin_64_15

Drmfeet_256_15
Fish2_128_15

Tea1_128_15
Brick2_128_15
