Draft VQEG meeting minutes 

Kyoto March 3 - 7, 2008

Including Minutes from each day’s sessions.
Note: the ITU-T JRG-MMQA meeting is held coincident with VQEG during the Multimedia and Hybrid sessions.

VQEG Meeting Minutes
Kyoto, March 3 -7, 2008
Monday 3 March 2008 

Monday (Thanks to Phil Corriveau (INTEL) for taking notes.)

Introduction - VQEG 

 

8:30 - 9:00pm availability..

Introductions of each participants

 

Updates from the Different Groups..

 

ILG - update - Kjell 

Most activities around the MM test.

Test program for MM was completed for the subjective testing

Generated a common set of PVS for the test.

Subjective testing is complete by all labs.

One ILG labs completed the data preparation tool for analysis

Verification and Analysis started.

Report work will involve the ILGs and the rest of VQEG.

Shot some HDTV source from NTIA - sources available for the use of all 1080p 

Please share your drives with others to enable copying of files.

That is all for the ILG…

 

RRNR-TV - Lee

Three proponents 

NTIA - NEC - Yonsie University.

Try to finish this off since it has been hanging around for a while.

Materials will be distributed in this meeting.

Only real issue is subjective testing.

 

Multi-media - Kjell

There have been three audio calls between the meetings.

All the PVS are completed 

Ran the subjective testing

All the data is in both Objective and Subjective data - there are issues we will dive into.

Data analysis needs to be completed and will be a large part of this meeting.

The further we get in the report writing in this meeting the better the chance of hitting the standards window - Present the draft rec at the ITU-T SG9 May 5th meeting.

Final report to SG9, SG12, and ITU_R- 6

Showed the agenda for review - and approval.

HDTV update - Margaret

There is an updated Test plan on the reflector

Review it on the HDTV portion and finalize the plan and set dates for the model submission and test dates for testing.

 

Tools and Subjective Labs Setup Group (Le Callet)

There is a potential submission - from Yves regarding how MPEG handles for IP

 

POC Source and HRC collection - Lee

No Update.

Passing the agreements around to be signed so that we are able to get video content shared and distributed

AR - Arthur to provide names of Companies providing what sequences.

 

Hybrid - Perceptual / Bitstream (Junic/Lee)

Berger - taking over the co-chair of that group.. 

DECISION - Berger has taken over the role from Pero.

 

Calibration Verification - SW project (Webster/Lee)

Full reference and Reduced-reference models standardized calibration processing.

Issue is the J.244 had some modification that is editorial or more than editorial and this is to be decided.

More review of the submissions (P.910rev and J.244) to form consensus at JRG-MMQA and hopefully to get NHK to change their vote from no - yes and overcome their objections Discussion Wednesday at 1pm….

NTIA – J.cal trial use in the USA and Canada ANSI standard - 18months re-address and approve or change in the standard method. In the APP in SG9.

 

Project for Collaborative Development (Alex) 

Plan was to meet and document the test procedure to be approved at the next meeting.

Intermediate meetings and draft a proposal for the next meeting.

 

Final Report MM discussion (Volunteers and Assignments)

To Be Determined.

 

Presentation form Yoshio - Collaboration with IEC TC100 Coordination. 

Pioneer Corporation…

DECISION: He will be VQEG Liaison to IEC-TC100

Quality has started in Pioneer

Mainly for Consumer products. 

Concerns - AV sync, Loudness in multi-channel, Colour management and measurements and other issues…

 

TC - Intel should get involved in this activity. TC100

GET SLIDE DECK. (on ftpsite)

 

Display is the core in the home system and video and audio is very important. Content to end-user.

Receiver - set-top box and compression system for internal storage.

 

International standards organization are there rules for engagement.

Each country - have formal bodies for standards and they are under the ISO, ITU etc.. 

Hope that there can be liaison with other groups to move forward the standards work on quality and need technical advice and relationships otherwise, there is a gap.

 

DECISION - Yoshio will be the liaison between TC100 and VQEG

 

MM / JRG-MMQA portion - Kjell 

 

Source - Video - 

ILG - source receiving scores under the score of 4.0

Uncertain ground - discard should be completed before receiving the data form proponents.

Authority is in question:

1.       ILG should be responsible for SRC discard

2.       Believe the decision Criteria - Call on the field stands unless there is overwhelming data to change. (set the bar very high for discarding source)

a.       Visually inspect all - scores are reasonable

b.       SRC selected and assigned to experiments everything was well balanced

c.        No visual examination will be justification for rejection of any source material (experts agreed before hand)

d.       Main idea was to set a bar of 4.0 to avoid compression of the subjective scores.. Limiting the score could be annoying if for many sequences. Not this case

e.       Analysis on the Common set - elicit trust for the source scores

 

ILG - Decided not to discard any source and associated PVS's Approved by the VQEG body.

 

Lowest score for source was - 3.29 - VGA 11 SRC 4 

3.38 second.

3.5 - had (2 sources..) 

Most are fairly close to 4.0 (3.92, 3.88)

 

Notes should be made in the final report to understand - (Margaret notes will be distributed)

Insert Table regarding SRC below 4.0

VQEG MM SRC with Scores Under 4

Reviewed Feb 26 2008 (submitted to VQEG March 3, 2008)

	SEQUENCE
	SCORE
	TEST
	PROPONENT
	Reviewer’s Comment

	q00_100 
	3.92
	Q07
	
	Woman standing next to calendar with map of the world. Overall resolution could appear low with the dates on the calendar just below legibility.

	q07_100 
	3.88
	Q07
	
	Basketball action shot.  Scores on banner are not legible. Strong jaggies on court lines.

	c00_200
	3.88
	C04
	
	Sports action montage with windows and graphics.  Background screen of scores exhibits constant flicker. Bottom few lines are corrupt.

	
	3.96
	C08
	
	

	c00_600 
	3.96
	C01
	
	Bird animation.  Moderately high background noise that also flickers.

	
	3.83
	C03
	
	

	
	3.50
	C04
	
	

	
	3.92
	C05
	
	

	
	3.88
	C06
	
	

	
	3.83
	C07
	
	

	
	3.79
	C08
	
	

	
	3.92
	C09
	
	

	
	3.88
	C11
	
	

	c07_400 
	3.71
	C07
	
	Vertically scrolling city names.  Second half exhibits moderately visible de-interlacing artifacts and non-smooth scrolling.

	c10_600
	3.92
	C10
	
	Old chemistry lab.  Moderately high background noise.

	v00_600 
	3.38
	V03
	
	Discovery wildlife and photographers montage. Moderately high background noise in several scenes.

	
	3.88
	V05
	
	

	
	3.92
	V06
	
	

	
	3.71
	V11
	
	

	v03_200  
	3.50
	V03
	
	Football stadium shots.  Second scene has moderately high noise levels in playing field.

	v04_200 
	3.96
	V04
	
	Police cars at night with flashers. Reflections on camera lens look like sporadic blocking artifacts in lower third of image.

	v06_400 
	3.58
	V06
	
	Vertically scrolling city names. Second half exhibits highly visible de-interlacing artifacts and non-smooth scrolling.

	v06_600
	3.92
	V06
	
	News footage of firemen at smoky crash scene.  Moderately strong de-interlace artifacts during pans, plus horizontal ‘glitches’ (could be birds flying by) during static shot.

	v07_100 
	3.75
	V07
	
	Old chemistry lab.  High level background noise.

	v11_400 
	3.29
	V11
	
	Table top laser display. High background noise in tabletop scene. Video appears somewhat soft.


Ron Renaud / CRC

 

Understanding if the objective data first then subjective data - and the reverse was true.. Why did we put deadlines.. So that we could avoid debate. Subjective data first then the objective… 

 

 

Test Lab Report Template - need to have a common format. 

Review the Template now….

DECISION Remove the Chair and Table from the report. 

 

What level of subjective data should be included in the report?

DECISION - Delete from Template the subjective data.

 

 

Afternoon.

 

Validation of Subjective Data. 

How many check the entire data set? Is there anyone.

Quan - recomputed the MOS and DMOS values for all experiments and checked them to see if there were any issues and then mailed them out. 

And then they were double checked.

Vittorio data is the only ones that have not been doubled check. Released a new version still needs to be double checked. 

 

One of the data sets is missing a data point - suggestion was to put the average into the missing slot for the lab values for the missing data point. 

DECISION - Average across the Labs will replace the missing data point. Document the details in the final report. C11 and C14 were mixed and thus replace with other lab averages.

 

Someone from the ILG will go in to the .tab files and fill in the missing value with the averages.. Data needs to be added and deleted. PVS wrongly used -needs to be deleted and then add the average computed from the other subjective tests. Quan says the ILG should do this.

 

We could get more accurate est. Average and then doing a linear fit for the values that do exist and then allow us to get the est better using the fit calculation. (NTIA) will do the fit. Straight linear optimization using the common set ignoring the missing data point. 

 

NTT Presentation - (Is on the website.. )

If we use condition based analysis it provides more stable data. And allows us to predict things more accurately. 

Per condition - you mean per HRC - Eliminate common data points

 

Eliminating the common set from the analysis.

Take the average of the common set.

Weight of it.

Quan talking about the impartiality of what VQEG is supposed to do - we independently test the models and then if we change the analysis after data collection we lose the credibility of the group and the impartiality of the results. 

8.3.3 - proposes another analysis can be supplied.. So the proposal from Juin NTT is valid and this proposal stands.

 

We at NTIA have a long standing history of per condition analysis - and things are different from the stimuli etc.. 

 

Freeze frames for the HRC's - The PVS was out before the deadline - they were checking for calibration. Different routines for detecting source and thus we could not id such an error. 

 

The problem is the Source - violated the test conditions and the codec was not a valid one.

Corresponding section - there is no restriction to the bit rate - very usual condition.

 

Margaret

Ambiguous if this HRC is allowed in the test plan - sees both sides of the argument.

Accident was not what was intended. 

Bigger issue whether we can toss an HRC at this point of time. We need to justify why we discarded and that it is not done to make a model look better. Many organizations feel that discarding HRC after both the subjective and objective data have been received. (she agreed it was an unauthorized change and we did not predict for it)

Chulee lee - unauthorized change of the test design. 

Marcus - PVS is not coded in any way - lossless - not lossless since there are frame freezes.

Exclude one HRC - due to non-conformance opinion only.

KDD -  Agree to remove

NTT - Better to remove.

Marie - DT - is it really not realistic. - only case where there is no compression and freeze. 

Kwill - Remove the sequence since it violates the test plan - Filippo - Gray area. 

NTIA - Keep the HRC since we have all the related data and they should be included in the results.

Ericson - Keep the HRC - could be there.. 

Swiss-Qual - Keep the HRC

Alex - personal problem - could this be a decision from the ILG - and it eliminates the impact on the data.

BT - Disagree with removing the data.

Quan - Does not see the point in continuing arguing over the point - would join Marcus - Once the data is available it is not a good thing to change our minds. (Alex makes a good point).

 

We should wait for all the data before the final report - waiting for France Telecom. 

 

Now working on the report for the MM test results. 

Draft is the production of David Hands - took the FRTV II report and edited it for the MM final report.

 

Split into subgroups to work on the MM report - ( sections ) 

 

Reconvened at 5:00PM.  Margaret Pinson (NTIA) discussed some points regarding the proposed removal of the Common set of sequences in the data analysis. She will send an email to the mmtest reflector.

END of Monday Meeting
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