Meeting Minutes VQEG Friday, 11th May 2007-05-11, Paris
Note taker: Christian Schmidmer, OPTICOM

Meeting starts at app. 9:10

· Discussion and acceptance of minutes from Thursday

· HD Testplan: 

· Decision on co-editors for HD Testplan (Leigh Thorpe, Greg Cermak) was added to yesterdays notes.

· HD Continued:
· Discussion on what would be the subjective test method for HD. 
· FT supports SAMVIQ, but there are also other proposals which seem to be valid (e.g. DSCQS). All methods seem to be acceptable in terms of the testing methodology. 
· The main concern with all methods is however the duration of the test which according to Filippo increases from ACR-HRR over SAMVIQ to DSCQS. 
· One disadvantage of SAMVIQ is that only one subject at a time can run the test (pointed out on Thursday by Filippo). 
· Marcus reports experience that SAMVIQ is well suited to evaluate small as well as large degradations within one test. The result was still very accurate. 
· Quan has also conducted a SAMVIQ test on data similar to the MM testplan requirements. For very similar qualities in one test SAMVIQ is better suited than ACR-HRR. For a wide range of degradations in one test, both methods were reported to be very similar. 

· Marcus points out that the SAMVIQ is more appropriate than ACR if the qualities used in the experiment are not balanced over the MOS scale. This is what may happen in the HD test. Here the distribution of scores may form clusters towards the two ends of the scale. Opinions on this vary significantly amongst the experts. Patrick points out that such a distribution will lead to a good correlation of most models since they only have to predict the cluster to which each sample belongs. He therefore proposed on Thursday to split the testplan into two distinct plans for the two quality ranges.
· Information from Arthur: SAMVIQ is not yet standardised by the ITU. He cites from a Japanese ITU contribution comparing DSCQS with SAMVIQ. The correlation between DSCQS and SAMVIQ is reported to be very high.  SAMVIQ is faster than DSCQS according to the contribution.
· KDDI reports experience with MM resolutions only. Prefers DSCQS.

· NTT is in favour of DSCQS.

· FT prefers SAMVIQ

· NEC: is in favour of DSCQS.
· FT reports that stability of SAMVIQ is very high.

· Do we need fully factorial designs with SAMVIQ? Yes, principle is similar to MUSHRA tests.
· Chris raises serious concerns regarding the suitability of SAMVIQ for testing models since the subjects might use different scales for each scene (content) presented to them. This highly depends on the selection of anchors shown with each content type. The models will always apply the same scale independent of the content.

· Arthur: We have three good methods on the table. Purpose is to evaluate models. The output of test will go to standardisation bodies. We can be very conservative and use only standardised methods. This would require DSCQS for HD. However, we don’t have to be conservative and we could use ACR-HRR or SAMVIQ. Personally he wants to push SAMVIQ in his lab to gather information for the future. Discussion should continue over the HD reflector.

· Surveys by Margaret:

· How many people could consider changing from DSCQS to x at the next meeting? 6 pro, 4 against.

· Who is interested in qualities between broadcast and Multimedia? 9 pro, 0 against.

· How many clips per resolution we would like to include? 

· Limit to app. 50:
1 pro


· Limit to app. 160:
4 pro
· App. 1000+:

2 pro
· Other ideas should be send to Margaret and Filippo

· Arthur reminds us that we should not act completely independent from the ITU and other bodies.

· 11:00 25 min Coffee break –

· Other Business
· Video Clarity product presentation and short user discussion

· Discussion if we want to have unsolicited advertising during meetings. There seem to b large support for not having this. Chris volunteers to write a formal policy on commercial advertising at VQEG meetings and reflectors.
· Next meeting
· Provisionally in Ottawa during last week of September 2007-05-11
· Proposal was mentioned to have more, but shorter meetings.  

· The whish for more teleconferences was expressed by Phil.

· NTT still thinks about hosting second next meeting. Boulder seems to be possible as an alternative too.

- 11:45 Meeting adjourned, liaison drafting to follow

