Review of Monday’s minutes
Discussion about data analysis
Start of the discussion based on GC’s email addressing the following concerns:

· Amount of data to analyze

· Labs/person(s) that will do the analysis 
GC mentioned that due to the amount of data, the analysis cannot be conducted by one lab (like during FRTV2) but will have to be conducted by several labs 

=> Need to identify who and which tool(s) will be used for the analysis. In the case that different tools are used, results could be slightly different. 

GC has SAS package and Opticom has made a tool (Optimap) available to the ILG. They have been compared on a common data set and results are very close (correlations within tenth of percent).
MB said that 3 steps are required in the process of data analysis:

1. Gather all the subjective data (subjects ratings, MOS, standard deviation for each PVS) and corresponding output of objective models in one document (e.g. Excel Spreadsheet).

2. Computation of coefficients of the fitting function between subjective and objective scores (fitting per experiment)

3. Computation of the 3 performance metrics (correlation, RMSE and outlier ratio)

MB made the following proposal:

· A common format for step 1

· One common program for step 3 that takes as inputs the fitting coefficients, subjective data and objective data
· Several programs can be used to compute coefficients for step 2
=> Discussion about who will do what.

FS proposed that proponents do all the analysis and that the ILG uses Optimap (or other software) to check a subset of the data => what happens if results are not similar enough?
All the issues will be addressed by a data analysis working group: Opticom, CRC, IrCCyN, Verizon, SwissQual, Yonsei, Intel, Psytechnics (chair: Greg Cermak).
Discussion about post-experiment subject screening
GC proposed that the screening procedure should not be compulsory. 
Decision: MM test plan stays as it is. If a lab has excluded and replaced subjects using the screening procedure, the number of excluded subjects must be reported.

Contributions are solicited to revise ITU-T P.910 and/or BT.500 to include the screening procedure and subjective test methodology used in the MM test plan.

Note: a problem has been found in the CommonSet sequences brought by NTIA/ITS. This will be fixed before the end of the meeting. 

JB asked a few clarifications about some portions of the text in the MM test plan. 
Currently the MM test plan has the following sentence “Coding Schemes that will be used may include, but are not limited to:” in Section 6.3.8. JB mentioned that now that all test designs are known, then this sentence could be replaced by the exact list of codecs included in all tests. MP mentioned that this information (which defines the final scope of the test) is typically included in the final report with the results.

P29: the sentence “These 25% must have a maximum temporal registration error of +3 seconds (added delay)” was modified to “These 25% must have a at most maximum temporal registration error of +3 seconds (added delay).” 

 Discussion about the ACREO player
KB said he updated the player and sent it to a small group of testers. He received feedback on several issues and bugs. The latest version is beta 4. Feedback was also sent on this version. Some remaining issues are:
1. How to start the experiment (currently the character ‘s’ has to be pressed to start the experiment, which implies the use of a keyboard). 

2. Insert of a break during a session

3. Practice trials not included in current version. 
Decision: The player will be run twice: once with a setup file to play 6 practice trials (which are not used in data analysis) and once with the setup file to play the actual PVS for the test. The same set of training sequences will be used in all tests. 

 Discussion on which sequences to use for the training trials: should we produce all new sequences or pick them from existing PVSs that have been created for the different tests. The current Test Plan specifies that the source content for the training trials should be different from the one used in the test.
Decision: 2/3 majority reached to modify the current test plan to allow training sequences to use the same content than the one used in the test

2 methods are proposed to select the training sequences:

Method 1: each of the 6 practice trials is picked up in a different test (that PVS has a content identified to be unique, i.e. the content of that PVS is not used in other experiments of the same resolution).
Method2: the training sequences are picked from the CommonSet
Vote: majority in favor of Method 1

Decision: Section 4.1.7 is modified to ‘Practice clips:  these test clips allow the viewer to familiarize with the assessment procedure and software. They must represent the range of distortions in the experiment. A number of 6 practice clips will be used. Each of the practice clips will come from a different test. Ratings given to practice clips are not used for data analysis. 

QH will pick up the practice trials from the existing sets of PVSs that have been exchanged during the meeting.
Other remaining issues with the software:
1. PixelDepth: currently specified to be 16 but this creates some color artifacts. This parameter will be removed.
2. NoOfImagesInSequence: currently needs to be specified but cannot be the same number for 25 and 30fps.  This parameter will be removed.
3. Grey background: currently set to 128 but might need to be changed to 108 to comply with ITU recommendation.
4. MB mentioned he experienced a software crash when trying to run a full test
ACREO will update the software to take into account all the mentioned issues.
Discussion about swap of PVS
Currently the MM test plan specifies that every proponent test lab runs a subjective experiment using the test material they have produced. Discussion is re-opened to swap test material such that proponent test lab runs a subjective experiment using PVSs prepared by another proponent test lab.
10 organizations in favor in changing the test plan.

0 organization opposed.

Decision:  Each proponent test lab will run their subjective experiment using PVSs prepared by another proponent. Entire experiments are exchanged.
Before the end of the meeting, MP will produce a table with pairs of proponents.

Review of the MM schedule
 See MM test plan v1.19
