Meeting Minutes Wednesday 27. Sep. 2006-09-27
Moderated by Kjell & Arthur

Note taker: Christian Schmidmer

New attendee: Mr. Horita from Toyama Univ.

Start 8:39
· Identification of MM work items not yet completed:
· Hybrid approach

· Fitting functions (no answer from reflector yet)

· Still Video
· Review of notes from Tuesday

· Short repetition of the discussion on experiment replication between AW and QHT

Continuation of MM Testplan Discussion
Decision was taken to include JPEG 2000 Part 3 and VC1 into the list of interesting codecs in the testplan (Testplan V1.14: 6.3.7).
Question from QHT: Do the license statements for the codecs we are going to use allow us the usage of the codec SDKs for VQEG purpose? No definite answer can be given by the group, but we don’t see the VQEG use as commercial. Brand names of used codecs will go to the ILGs only.
Discussion of answeres received via email:
Note explaining problem: Spatial scaling is not allowed by the testplan, but cropping to some extent is explicitly allowed. Prb. is if the subjects see this as a degradation but the models ignore it. Ignoring probably reflects the practice of people using commercial players.

Antony Rix: Black frames around images are commonly used today in consumer devices.

Filipo Speranza: Doesn’t like option 3 and is in favour of all grey background. He proposes to avoid black lines in cropped sequences by e.g. resizing the images or converting the black lines to grey. Black borders in the SRCs should be avoided.
Phil Coriveau: Option 3 is best (black border in grey background)
Vote on having a black frame around the images: 

Pro: 

Acreo, KDDI, Yonsei, NTIA, Swissqual, OPTICOM, Genista, BT, Toyama Univ.
Against: 
NTT, CRC
No vote: 
Psytechnics
· Decision was taken to change the testplan accordingly

Vote on whole screen black: Nobody
Vote on masking screen with cardboard / or cloth: Nobody

Vote on having a black frame around the video (inside the grey background): KDDI, Yonsei, Swissqual, NTIA, OPTICOM, Genista, INTEL

· Decision was taken to have a black frame on a grey background around the images (Testplan V1.14: 4.1.3). Soft wording for the size of the frame was appreciated by NTIA since we still want to gain experience with the optimal size. An according editors note was added to the testplan. 

Agreed upon text:  “Video sequences will be displayed using a black border frame (0) on a grey background (128). The black border frame will be of the following size:

36 lines/pixels VGA

18 lines/pixels CIF

9 lines/pixels QCIF

[Ed. Note: The size of the black border may change after some initial trials of the software change. This will not require 2/3 to change size of black border.]

The black border frame will be on all four sides.”

· Testplan was changed to avoid black lines/borders in SRCs (Testplan V1.14: 6.1.5)

Agreed upon text: “The source region selection must not include overscan—i.e. black borders from the overscan are not allowed.“
Discussion on black borders in original unprocessed sequences: This is currently allowed and nobody seems to have a strong opinion on this. It seems desirable to be more specific in the testplan on this, but no further action was taken.

Deinterlacing / Resizing: Answer from Filipo, that his hardware system can’t be used for the purpose.
Discussion of hybrid approach:

Genista asks if side information (e.g. codec, bitrate etc.) should be supplied to the RR/NR models in the MM test. It was discussed that this is currently not the target of the MM group and that it is too late for changing the test plan in this direction. Future projects might however deal with it.

Review of the test schedule (continued from Tuesdays discussion):
11:30..12:55 Lunch Break

Review of the test schedule (continued)
Agreed upon version of schedule:

1. Approval of test plan [14 February 2006]

2. Declaration of intent to participate and the number of models to submit [6 weeks prior to model submission date]

3. VQEG compiles a list of HRCs that are of interest to the MM test. Proponents will send details of proposed HRCs and indicate which ones they can create to the points of contacts and example PVSs (HRC point of contacts Quan Huynh Thu and Philip Corriveau). [24 March 2006]

4. Each test lab will produce a test design for each subjective test they plan to perforom. This test design should be sent to Filippo S and Vivaik B and Margaret P for initial review to ensure no duplication. [Draft test designs produced by Tokyo meeting; test design for review by 31 October 2006] A full and final review of test plans will be performed by the ILG and proponent labs.  [30 November 2006]

5. Proponents informed by ILG to whom fee payment is made. [31 May 2006] Revision (not necessarily final revision) to list of who pays whom to be sent out to all concerned by October 15, 2006.  

6. Content license agreements distributed to proponents and ILG. [31 May 2006]

7. Each proponent must have signed (and content provider received) all NDAs by October 10, 2006.  No guarantees of a three month review of the video source will be possible if NDAs are not received by content providers by October 10, 2006. 

8. The proposed lists of HRCs for each experiment are examined by VQEG for problems (e.g., one organization creating too many HRCs, overlap between experiments, using NTT guidelines).  [9 June 2006]

9. ILG send invoice to proponent. [4 weeks prior to model submission date]

10. All source video sent to content point of contact (Chulhee Lee) [29 September 2006]

11. Source video sent by POC to most ILG. [October 15, 2006]

12. ILG/VQEG will select source video pool files and distribute source pool to regional points of contact (Asia: Chulhee Lee, Europe: Kjell Brunnstrom, North America: Filippo Speranza) [ October 15, 2006]

13. Participating organizations obtain copies of source pool, except for the secret SRC. The requesting organization has to pay any costs involved. [October 25, 2006]

14. Receiving organization must send acknowledgement to MM reflector that they have received the source pool files. When all proponents have acknowledged to the MM reflector that they have received all source pool, there will be a 3 month period until the submission of models. Secret content may still be collected by ILG. Proponents are not allowed to provide secret content. [November 1, 2006]

15. Fee payment if applicable. Payment will be made directly from each proponent to the selected testing facility, according to a table agreed on by ILG and distributed to the proponents [same date as model submission]

16. Proponents submit their models (executable and, only if desired, encrypted source code). Procedures for making changes after submission will be outlined in a separate document (see Annex VII on storing encrypted version of submitted source code). To be approved prior to submission of models. [9 February 2007]

17. NDAs for secret SRCs distributed and signed by proponents [2 weeks after model submission Feb 23, 2007].

18. ILG selects and distributes all SRC used for each experiment, secret SRC, backup SRCs, and common set of PVSs to be included in every experiment, as proposed by NTT (e.g., 5 SRC & 5 HRC, which would be 25 of 160 video sequences or 15%).  This is the step where the ILG (or other organization) must have deinterlaced and resized the 12 second source video sequences. [3 weeks after model submission March 2, 2007]

19. Proponents and ILG inform VQEG of any problem source content. Problem content must be made available on ftp site and reviewed by proponents / ILG. Majority decision needed to reject suspect source. [6 weeks after model submission March 23, 2007]

20.  Organizations will generate the PVSs and check calibration using the scenes that were sent to them and send all the PVSs to a common point of contact. [9 weeks after model submission April 13, 2007 ]

21. All PVSs are sent by each test laboratory to a regional point of contact. Point of contact then distributes PVSs to all the proponents [11 weeks after model submission 27 April 2007]

22. Proponents check the calibration and registration of the PVSs in their experiment. [13 weeks after model submission 11 May 2007]

23. If a proponent testlab believes that their experiment is unbalanced in terms of qualities or have calibration problems, they may ask the ILG and the proponent group to review the selection of test material. If 2/3rd majority agrees then selection of PVSs will be amended by the ILG. An even distribution of qualities from excellent to bad is desirable. [15 weeks after model submission 25 May 2007]

24. Proponents check calibration of all PVSs and identify potential problems. They may ask the ILG to review the selection of test material and replace if necessary. If a proponent or ILG does not review the test content, then they lose the right to object to the content composition of that test. [15 weeks after model submission 25 May 2007]

25. Proponents run their models and the ILG performs validity checks on a subset of test sequences. [21 weeks after model submission 6 July 2007]

26. Each organization runs their test and submits results to the ILG. Any source content used in a subjective test with a MOS of <4 will be evaluated by the ILG. The ILG will determine whether the source and its associated processed files are valid. Any invalid test content will be removed before data analysis is performed and before proponents submit their objective data to the ILG.  Subjective test finished by [23 weeks after model submission 20 July 2007]

27. Verification of submitted models [23 weeks after model submission 20 July 2007]

28. ILG distribute subjective and objective data to the proponents and other ILG [24 weeks after model submission 27 July 2007]

29. Statistical analysis [31 weeks after model submission 14 September 2007] 

30. Draft final report [35 weeks after model submission 12 October 2007]

31. Approval of final report [38 weeks after model submission 2 November 2007]
Discussion on still videos:

Still videos are currently neither explicitly allowed or disallowed by the testplan.
Vote on having (completely) still SRCs in the test: 

Pro: nobody

Against:KDDI, Yonsei, Swissqual, OPTICOM, NTT, IRCCYN, INTEL

Neutral: Psytechnics
Decision was taken to change the testplan was changed accordingly.
Agreed upon text: “There will be no completely still video scenes in the test” (V1.14: 6.2)

The schedule will be postet on the FTP site and an email for notification will be sent out. Comments (on the schedule only) are required by Oct. 13th.
END OF MM MEETING (14:00)

Start of RR/NR TV Discussion 14:00

Change of moderator to Alexandre Bourrett
Changes on the testplan required due to newly added codecs (H.264, VC1):

-> Models have to be retrained for new codecs and some proponents are concerned of having several codecs in the same test.
The following concerns were raised:

· If there is no such information, the models may all fail.

· If the information is provided, the amount test data used for validation are not sufficient

· General models which don’t need such information are appreciated, but the comparison with models that use such information is unfair.

It was also proposed to start a project on hybrid models.

Existing solutions like MDI and V-Factor were mentioned
Current standardisation in ITU-T SG12 was mentioned.

Market requirements were briefly discussed (many channels in parallel in realtime using NR technology)

Question by AW: How many parties are interested to supply a model for which type of model:

	
	No Info (A)
	A + Codec = B
	B + Bitrate = C
	C + Bitstream = D

	RR 
	4
	3
	3
	5

	NR
	1
	3
	1
	7


CL points out that the ITU Focus group will come out with a recommendation on IPTV soon.
Coffee break

During the break it was discussed that an additional Model “E” might be required which is lightweight and takes only transport parameters into account (like MDI or V-Factor). The combination of E (realtime information on transport quality) and A (non-realtime information on video quality) was reported by Swissqual as a market need. ITU-T SG12 Q14 is working on model type “E”.
Vote:

Vote: Do we want to change the RRNR testplan to accommodate models that require additional sideinfo?

Pro:

BT, Acreo, 
Against:
KDDI, Yonsei, NTIA, Swissqual, OPTICOM, NEC, Toyama, Psytechnics
Neutral:
IRCCYN
Decission was taken NOT to change the testplan
Vote: Does anybody object to project D being a separate project?
No objections, testplan remains unchanged on this.
NEC wants to be a proponent for RRNR-TV. The number of models they are going to submit is not yet decided upon.

NEC has no opinion yet on the test size

Toyama Univ. is fine with the current test size

BT is fine with the current test size.

NTIA is fine with the current test size.

Yonsei is fine with the current test size.

Genista and TDF are not present

Psytechnics and OPTICOM raise their concern that the test is too small.

Proposal  to amend 3.2.1 bullet point 4 in a way that it reads Video material from FRTV phase II Tests and Multimedia Test may be used
This was with no objections approved

5:15 Meeting adjourned for the day

