VQEG meeting minutes - Monday 7 May 2007 

(Thanks to Quan Huynh-Thu of Psytechnics for taking these notes.)
Introduction of meeting attendees

Agenda and logistics review.
Updates from the different ad-hoc groups:

· ILG (KB). 

· MM models submitted by Opticom, Psytechnics, Yonsei, KDDI, Spirent, NTT and Genista. Yonsei have exercised their right to fix bugs in their submitted software. Software modifications are being monitored by CRC.
· Models verification by ILG done

· ILG has released a MM source pool

· Phase of subjective test designs is not complete yet and will be discussed during this meeting

· Fee payment: pairs of ILG lab and proponent have been assigned
· Comment by ILG that workload is really big with limited resources and ILG find it is vital that future test plans limit the amount of work for ILG.  

· RRNR-TV (CL): 

· Current timeline:

· Model submission: Nov 7 2007-05-07
· Subjective testing by ILG: Dec 15

· Data analysis: Feb 15 2008

· Final report: Apr 15 2008

· Discussion around the RRNR-TV project:

· CS said RRNR-TV had to finish quickly otherwise VQEG face the issue of lack of ILG resource to run the tests because of the number of VQEG projects running in parallel. 
· FS commented that it was impossible for ILG to handle subjective tests of the different projects at the same time. 
· DH suggested that one route could be to delay RRNR-TV project and combine it with the ‘Hybrid-bitstream’ project as the results from the same subjective experiments (at least for SDTV) could be used to evaluate both (pixel-based) RRNR-TV models and ‘hybrid-bistream’ models.
· DH mentioned that RRNR-TV is still held back by the issue of content, i.e. how much of the MM content could be used in RRNR-TV since some MM proponents who are also RRNR-TV proponents would get an advantage of content exposure. 

· Potential proponents: NEC, BT, NTIA and Yonsei (and possibly Genista and TDF).
· MM (KB, DH): 

· MM models have been submitted
· A pool of MM scenes has been distributed and will be reviewed

· Issue about the different email reflectors needs to be discussed

· Since model submission, different contributions have been submitted:
· Test design by CRC/Nortel

· NTIA/ILG have submitted a list of proponents tests

· Psytechnics has submitted a contribution covering an issue in the current test design

· Opticom and Psytechnics have both submitted contributions covering issues with the current selected scenes in the pool

· Opticom and Psytechnics have both submitted contributions covering issues and feedback on the subjective test software
· HDTV (MP): 

· No progress since the last meeting
· Current co-chairs are not active anymore and there will be discussion to replace the co-chairs

· FS asked about the possibility to merge RRNR-TV project with HDTV project. DH commented on the issue of the different subjective testing methodology used in the 2 projects.

· Tools and subjective lab set-up (PLC):

· Issues about the ACREO software have been found and reported

· Issues about the creation of PVSs from the 12-sec sources. Tools are needed to create the PVSs. 
· HDTV: Intel, NTIA and IrrCyN have equipment to run HDTV subjective tests

· PLC commented on the possibility of merging RRNR-TV and HDTV test plans: HDTV will focus mostly compression and post-processing errors, whilst RRNR-TV should focus more on transmission errors. 

· SRCs (CL):

· KBS agreement ends on 31 December 2008
· Hybrid/bitstream (CL/PJ):

· CL presented some slides to kick-off discussion
· Calibration verification (CL/AW):

· AW gave an overview of on-going activities within ITU-T SG9 and ITU-R WP6Q on standardization of video registration techniques.
MM discussion

Topic1: MM scene pool
Updated list of scenes in the pool: 25 April 2006.  Content made available on that day via the protected ftp server.
QH presented the Psytechnics’ contribution covering issues found in the some of the proposed scenes in the pool. MB presented the Opticom’s contribution on the same subject.
The group discussed the issue of having a given SRC included in both the common set and the non-common set of SRCs.  

Organizations supporting the possibility to have more than one version of the same SRCs in the same test: ACREO, Spirent, BT, NTIA. INTEL, NORTEL, FT, Opticom, KDDI, Yonsei, FirstStar. 
No organization supported to have more than two versions of the same SRC in the same test
Decision reached: 

1. The same SRC content can be included in both a common set and non-common set of SRCs within the same test.

2. The name of a SRC has to be unique.
3. No more than 2 versions of the same source can be included in a single test.
MP presented examples of common PVSs generated from the sources in the scene pool. Discussion around the lowest quality of common PVSs.
Discussion around the common set of PVSs: should each common SRC be run through the same HRC or can different common SRCs be run through different HRCs to produce the common set of PVSs?
Decision reached: for the common set of PVSs, these can be created by passing the different SRCs from the common set through different HRCs.

Discussion about balance between 25fps and 30fps tests:
· MP mentioned that (1) not enough 25fps sources are available to run more 25fps tests and (2) some of the sets of sources do not cover 6 different content categories, especially in the 25fps sets. 
· No organization objected in going forward and using these sets although they do not include 6 content categories. 
Issues with the current scenes in the pool:
For the scenes in which deinterlacing problems were identified, VQEG did not review them during the meeting but a small group of organizations, referenced subsequently as Reprocessing Committee (NTT, BT, Psytechnics, Opticom, Yonsei, NTT, led by Marcus) will try to reprocess them to suppress the artifacts. 
VQEG reviewed the following scenes:

· CommonSetCif:

· NTIA_SRC_WashdcStill_cif.avi: keep 

· CU_SRC_presents3_cif.avi: keep but also give to Reprocessing Committee
· CU_SRC_bbfoul_cif.avi: keep but also give to Reprocessing Committee

· CommonSetVga:

· KBS_SRC_newsG_vga.avi: keep but also give to Reprocessing Committee 

· QCIF_D:
· OPT_SRC_021_qcif.avi: give to Reprocessing Committee
· QCIF_I: 

· IRCCyN_Gob2_qcif.avi: give to Reprocessing Committee

· CIF_G:

· NTIA_SRC_fcnstop25fps_cif.avi: keep
· CIF_H:

· OPT_SRC_020_cif.avi: keep 

· CIF_J:

· KBS_SRC_leeparkA_cif.avi: give to Reprocessing Committee

· CIF_N:

· KDDI_SRC_3D09_cif:avi: give to Reprocessing Committee
· Cif_O:

· NTIA_SRC_bpit1_cif.avi: shift sequence by 1.75sec so viewer sees a portion of the content without the net.
· CIF_X:

· SMPTE:SRC_birches1_cif.avi: keep
· VGA_C:

· T_W_05p_v.avi: keep
· OPT_SRC_004_vga.avi: keep
· OPT_SRC_008_vga.avi: replace

· VGA_E:

· OPT_SRC_009_vga.avi: give to Reprocessing Committee
· VGA_F:

· OPT_SRC_006_vga.avi: replace
· OPT_SRC_001p_vga.avi: keep

· ITU_SRC_CalMobB625_vga.avi: give to Reprocessing Committee
· NTIA_SRC_ftballslow_vga.avi: keep 

· T_W_10_v.avi: keep 
· VGA_H:

· OPT_SRC_020_vga.avi: keep
· OPT_SRC_008_vga.avi: replace
· VGA_K:

· KBS_SRC_winterA_vga.avi: keep
· VGA_L:

· CRC_SRC_carrousel_vga.avi: keep

· KDDI_SRC_SD19_vga.avi: keep
· VGA_M:

· KBS_SRC_soccerB_vga.avi: give to Reprocessing Committee
· KDDI_SRC_SD16_vga.avi: keep  

· VGA_N:

· KDDI_SRC_3D09_vga.avi: give to Reprocessing Committee
· SMPTE_SRC_birches2_vga.avi: keep
· VGA_O:

· CRC_SRC_FlamingoHilton_vga.avi: keep

· KBS_SRC_newsA_vga.avi: give to Reprocessing Committee

· KBS_SRC_newsBp_vga.avi: give to Reprocessing Committee
· VGA_P:

· KDDI_SRC_3D02_vga.avi: give to Reprocessing Committee
· KDDI_SRC_SD14_vga.avi: give to Reprocessing Committee
· VGA_Q:

· KBS_SRC_morningBp_vga.avi: replace
· NTIA_SRC_stadsc_vga.avi: keep 

· KBS soccerD_vga.avi: give to Reprocessing Committee
· Yonsei_SRC_zooA_vga.avi: keep
· VGA_R:

· CRC_SRC_CaesarsPalace_vga.avi: keep
· KBS_SRC_soccerC_vga.avi : give to Reprocessing Committee 

· ITU_SRC_MobileCalendar_vga.avi:  give to Reprocessing Committee
· VGA_S:
· KBS_SRC_leeparkC_vga.avi: give to Reprocessing Committee
Topic2: subjective test designs
Decision reached: 

Agreement reached:

Topic3: subjective test software

Decision reached: 

Topic4: MM schedule

Decision reached: 

Topic5: MM email reflectors

Decision reached: 

