[bookmark: _GoBack]Participants:
· Chulhee Lee
· Quan Huynh-Thu
· Marcus Barkowsky
· Lucjian Janowski
· Kjell Brunnström
· Pierre Lebreton
· Laurence, skype?

Agenda :
· Progress and Testplan for 3D objective metrics
· Progress and Testplan for comparing different viewing conditions and environments
· Progress and Testplan for establishing a Ground Truth dataset for 3DTV testing methodologies
· Other topics


1. Progress and Test plan for 3D objective metrics
Taichi Kawano: sent an email regarding the test plan:
· Not able to attend to the call
· He is writing the test plan
· Should be done before the next meeting
· Time should be reserved during the next meeting to discuss the proposed test plan.
	
2. Progress and Test plan for comparing different viewing conditions and environments
Marcus Barkowsky:
· The video sequences for this test are ready and were distributed during the last meeting in Rennes
· Test plan is almost ready
· Should be sent soon (November 15th, 2012)
Test plan which will be sent describes the question which are planned to be tackled.
There is a need to define what is done by each lab:
· Tests are done outside of the ITU Rec. therefore more information should be provided to clearly what was done in every labs.
· There are a lot of information which need to be added to describe what have been done
· Include pictures?
It would be nice to have some results before the complete establishment of the test plan 
 Identify what information needs to be added in the test plan / test report.  
Identify which question are answered and needs to be addressed in further testing.

Several tests have already been conducted:
· 1 by Acreo (Kjell Brunnström)
· 3 by Yonsei Univ. (Chulhee Lee)
· 2 by Nantes Univ. (Marcus Barkowsky)
AGH (Lucjian Janowski) willing but might be difficult at the moment.

Comments on test results Acreo / Kjell Brunnström:
· Documentation on the way.
· Preliminary analysis is under progress. 
· Documentation of the test is also under progress.
· The document created by Marcus should be more a test report than a test plan. The 2 part (test plan and test report) should be included in the doc from Marcus.
· Analysis should also be included and specify which are asked (regarding methodology) 
Test conducted by Acreo:
· 2 viewing distance
· 20 Obs. involved in the test
· Not a full test on both conditions: the database was split in 2 parts. Each part were tested with a specific viewing cond. 
· Results could be check with result of Yonsei Univ.

Comments on test results Yonsei Univ. / Chulhee Lee
Test conducted by Yonsei Univ.
· 3 display: 1 Hyundai / 2 LG with 
· All used with passive glasses. 
· All Computer display
· Test done to be as close as possible to the MPEG test plan
· Did not use any calibration: use manufacturer settings

· Documentation on the way 
· A common excel file to describe test would be nice. However it is needed to identify what should be included in such table first.
 These tests are done outside of BT500, and then there are many aspects which can/should be added to the documentation.


· Paper EA accepted, some result can be published
· More subj test will be done (journal paper targeted)


ITU-R finished Rec. 
· Valuable effort, but work is still interesting to check what factors are really important have reliable measurement instrument for 3dtv.
Effort should be continued:
· Provide a contribution to ITU-T.
· Then results can be transmitted to ITU-R from ITU-T 

Next steps:
· More conditions (viewing, type of displays shutter/polarized, …)
· Structure the description of the condition of each lab


3. Progress and Testplan for establishing a Ground Truth dataset for 3DTV testing methodologies:
· Test based on pair comparison (PC)
· Idea is to establish dataset with all kind of degradation we can get from 3D
i. Different degradations
ii. Comfort
iii. Depth quality and quantity
· Video sequences are prepared and available in a non-compressed manner
· Will be distributed at the meeting in Singapore

· Test plan is under progress. Marcus is writing it
· Results from comparison between test conditions shows that it does not seems to have too much differences between tech.  both approaches  PC in SbS or time sequential would be possible

Comments:
· Number of comparison should not be more than 100
Currently there are ~1500-2000 pairs to compare in total.
Square design approach will be employed to decrease the number of tested pairs.


· Who is choosing pairs displayed in every labs?
Marcus and one PhD student in Nantes Univ. are working on that issue


· The question of overlapping?
Currently in the process of determining the sets
There will be a common set of compared pairs

·  Question of the viewing order?
Both comparison A-B and B-A should be done. This can be done over subjects, but must consistency must be checked.
We can do 50%obs on BA then 50%obs on AB and check that there is no influence
· PC Method?
Binary preference answers

Two screens in SbS have slight differences. It is necessary to mix the sequences between the obs so they can see the same preferred sequence on one display then on the other one.  could be done by spreading the comparison over the obs.
Similar problem with PC time sequential may occurs: subj can always prefers the first seq.
· A-B and B-A must be tested



· A first draft of a test plan by the end of the week (November 18th 2012)


Quan may not be able to do the test. 2 different screens can be problematic
Proposal of a test plan before meeting in Singapore  will be discussed at least in Singapore
Lucjian Janowski may not join to Singapore meeting
· Check if a good conference bridge would be possible
· Possibility to share slides/documents ?  
· Maybe able to have the Adobe connect? (from Nantes)


4. Other topics
Quan Huynh-Thu: 
Will provide at the meeting a short report on the analysis of the source seq.
· Target the characterization of the source seq employed in the tests.
~15min talk







