JEG discussions (Thursday morning)
Organizations interested collaborating: Ghent, Intel, NTIA, AGH, Vienna University (UoV), Opticom, Avysnth, T-labs, Yonsei, ULR, NTT, KDDI, BTH, Acreo, IRCCyN
Five presentations ensued.  See presentation files on the VQEG meeting website. 
Who can contribute to modules: NTIA, AGH, UoV, Opticom, DT, Acreo, ULR, Chile, Yonsei, NTT, BTH, Ghent, Intel, IRCCyN.  People interesting in contributing to modules should indicate the type of modules they can contribute to the (soon to be established) JEG reflector. See Marcus’ presentation for a summary of modules. 
3DTV
People are encouraged to share expertise, knowledge, and experience particularly surrounding how to measure video quality and quality of experience. 

One presentation ensued.  See presentation files on the VQEG meeting website. 

Who can do 3D: AGH (soon), IRCCyN, Acreo, University of Arkinsaw, Yonsei, Ericson, Intel, CRC, Infocom

MultiMedia
NTT presentation ensued, describing their audiovisual subjective test.  See presentation files on the VQEG meeting website and paper “Multimedia quality assessment method for IPTV services” (see Multimedia_NTT.pdf). 

Chris presented summary of presentations from Berlin meeting.  See presentation files on the VQEG meeting website. Variables not captured on slide: 
· Quality scale vs. impairment scale (differential scales)

· High quality HRCs may indicate differential should be used

· Absolute ratings vs. comparative ratings (e.g., ACR / MUSHRA)

· Expert vs. naïve subjects (majority interested in naïve subjects)
· Content dependency (no interest)
· Three questions in one session or separate sessions?
· Opinion support separate sessions because answers may influence other question answers

· Quality ranges covered by audio and video (e.g., does one span a wider range of quality than the other?) (interest expressed by Roland, Margaret, and Jens)
· Audio quality in isolation or Audio quality in presence of video (and visa versa)

· Impact of language & culture? 

· What if subject does not understand speech?
· Speech only; music only; or mixture? 

· Can we require test subjects to understand English?
· Pausing & coding distortions impact may be language dependent
· English stimuli with listeners who speak English as a second language; and if so, minimum skill level may be required

· Native English speakers only

· Listening/Viewing conditions
· Headphones or speakers

· Listening rooms conform to PS.1116 to control audio characteristics

· Desire to remove reverberation (etc.) characteristics from test

· Unnatural environment (appearance, sound characteristics)

· TV may impact acoustic properties of room

· Headphones – room less important; easier to get reproducible results; watching TV is odd

· Impairments: created independently or simultaneously / correlated (e.g., transmission error impacts both audio & video)
· Common set for all experiments that contains no spoken audio (i.e., no language issues)

· Normalize audio levels / signals

· ITU-T Rec. P.56 says how to normalize speech

· No standard exists for normalizing general audio

Decision: use 5-point scale

JEG Continued
Discussed document VQEG-J_CfG.doc
Document contains a call to release dataset for anyone to access; containing videos & bit-streams & subjective data. Expectation is to use dataset to analyze algorithms & present results at next VQEG meeting. Some details are yet to be determined.  Call needs to go out soon, in order to get response by next VQEG meeting. 
Announcement: Anyone with something to contribute should send an email to by next Wednesday (February 3, 2010) to Kjell, Patrick, or Alex (the JEG co-chairs).  This includes a database, scenes, subjective data, bit stream information, parts of the above, etc.

Decision: Phil & Marcus & Patrick are now the Co-Chairs of 3D TV add last names, Arthur
