VQEG HDTV Audio Call
October 30, 2008

Participants
Greg Cermak from Verizon

Chulhee Lee from Yonsei University

Phil Corriveau from Intel

Quan Huynh-Thu from Psytechnics

Osamu Sugimoto from KDDI Labs

Kjell Brunnstrom from Acreo

Jun Okamoto from NTT

Mu Mu from Lancaster University

Kevin Ferguson from Tektronix

Greg Hoffman from Tektronix

Margret Pinson from NTIA/ITS

Stephen Wolf from NTIA/ITS

Toru Yamada from NEC

Christian Schmidmer from Opticom

Roland Bitto from Opticom

Jens Berger from Swissqual

Silvio Borer from Swissqual

Agreements
1. All subjective data will be published in the VQEG HDTV Final Report.

2. All objective data will be published in the VQEG HDTV Final Report (i.e., except for models that were withdrawn).

3. The next audio call will be November 20, 2008, starting at 7:00 am Mountain Time (Denver time zone).
Unresolved Issues

1. Proposal to publish all video sequences (where possible) remains unresolved. 

2. Proposal to restrict scope of HDTV test plan to secondary distribution (i.e., models will not be validated for perfect to near-perfect quality video). 

Action Items

1. ILG will explore feasibility of ILG running all HDTV experiments.  An ILG proposal will be brought to the next audio call identifying (1) cost if any, (2) number of datasets that can be produced. 

Minutes
Thank you, Greg Cermak, for taking minutes. 

VQEG HD call.  A couple of people from Tektronix (incl. Kevin Ferguson & Greg somebody) were on the call, Phil, Jun, MuMu, Margaret, Steve, Chris & Roland, Osamu, Chulhee, Quan.  Question: Publishing subjective data.  Chris is willing to contribute subjective data to other contributors, but not to publish data for non-contributing competitors to use ​ if Opticom pays.  Subjective data without the video clips is ok, but not the combination.
Chulhee points out that if we first decide on the video sequences, then the other decisions are easier. Quan says, what if just part of the PVSs were released, a part that was produced by the ILG.  Christian proposes putting together a pool of PVSs where everyone contributes and signs a cross-NDA.
NTIA can’t do cross-NDAs.  Steve objects to closed databases as a basis of standards for third-party validation. Kevin likes Quan’s partial-release.  Steve points out that if the standard is based on the whole database, then the whole database must be available for checking.  Subject of conformance testing is raised ​ what if new implementations of standardized models are proposed: They must be tested against something. 
Kjell suggests giving contributors a time advantage before releasing PVSs + subjective data.  Jun & Chulhee both say they have copyrighted video, so they can¹t publish them.
MuMu speaks for 650 people on VQEG mailing list who want to do research using VQEG data; supports partial release. Kevin suggests time-delay release plus making copyright video available for sale.  Quan suggests that copyright-free PVSs be available for each of the critical HRC types ​ to form a releasable database.  Steve says, just use copyright-free scenes.

Chris concentrates on copyrighted material. Chulhee suggests publishing data only for proponents whose model is accepted.  
Phil points out that the original VQEG idea was to publish databases as well as support standards.  Asks, what are we trying to do?  
Quan says we simply do not have enough copyright-free HD material to run a full HD testing program; so simply release only the copyright-free part of the data.  
Margaret asks for opinions on (1) delayed-release of all data: Opticom objects.  (2) Partial-data release: Steve objects. (3) Have ILG create all datasets and release them.

Opticom objects if they have to pay. Would PVSs be limited?  Maybe not if proponents help out some.  Margaret proposes a minimum of 4 tests.  No objections: that’s the tentative proposes.  Chris wants 4 datasets per resolution. Margaret proposes 2. Chulhee says 1 dataset per resolution is ok.  Kjell may have trouble doing work for free. Objections to ILG getting a fee on the order of MM fees?

Question of releasing subjective & objective data: NTIA supports releasing both subjective and objective data.  Opticom agrees only if the PVSs are not simultaneously released.  Opticom agrees if PVS descriptive names are withheld.  Steve wants names released with the data.  Margaret¹s proposal is that if a model is in the HDTV Final Report, then the associated data will be published (possibly with a delay).  Opticom objects only to subjective data that are linked to PVSs.  
Decision: Subjective and objective data will be reported in HDTV Final Report only for final models. Question of PVSs is shelved until ILG discusses feasibility of doing all the subjective tests itself.

Question:  Limit HD Test to secondary distribution, rather than strictly to primary distribution? NTT can do testing with professional monitors and would like to see scope also apply to primary distribution.  Chulhee points out that HRCs in current test plan are for secondary distribution, also the test method (ACR) is only usable for secondary distribution.  Margaret proposes that a second HD Test be done at some later date.  Jun (NTT) is not sure.  This issue appears not to be resolved.

Next call Nov. 20.

