Dear all, 

please below find the MoM from last Thursday’s call (Feb. 16th, 2017). 

Comments are welcome as usual. 

Best regards, 
Alex 

————————— 

Participants 
AT&T: Al M, Eric P 
DT: Werner, Bernhard 
Ericsson: David L, Gunnar 
Huawei: Lily, Paul C 
Infovista: Irina 
Netscout: Simon 
NTT: Kazuhisa 
Opticom: Shahid 
StreamOwl: Savvas 
TU Ilmenau: Alex 
UPEC: Sajid 
Yonsei: Chulhee 
  
Interim Meeting 
* Collection of information in share point exists 
  * subjective testing, devices etc. 
* Link to gitlab available, can be used for info on 
  * Processing chain etc. 
* Agenda Interim Meeting 
  * Intro 
  * Missing things for training 
  * Go through the items contained in Sharepoint 
  * TODO Jörgen/Alex, Kazuhisa, Al: Iterate ideas of agenda Q44 and share with group, due at latest for call on March 2, 2017. 
* Deadline for contributions to the interims meeting, 15 March 

Processing chain: status update 
VMs 
* See information on processing chain in gitlab, will contain info on readme file etc., will be sent by Werner 
* Two VMs available, one with, one w/o GUI, somewhat different access options 
* Gitlab info: David will add info on how to run Opticom VM headless 
* Both will be supported, same OS, package to be installed can be done by same commands 
* So far no direct discussions on processing chain 

Repo for 4k playout set-up 
* Shahid will share details on playout etc., Opticom got agreement from NTIA to share playout software 

Device specification for subjective tests 
* Device specification currently exchanged via email, must be consolidated 
* Issue of mobile phone screen size re-opened 
* Two mobile 1440p-devices have been suggested for usage in subjective testing. Samsung Galaxy S7 (no edge) and Google Nexus 6p. No decision yet since there is not an agreement on how to treat eventual upscaling if the reference video is smaller than the screen. 
* Will be discussed again next week 

Statistical evaluation 
* Model complexity. Define criteria for comparison? —> postponed to next week since Silvio should be there
* RMSE* vs. RMSE. MoM said that we would discuss this next week, to have Silvio in the call. 
  * Opticom checked whether CIs were saturating in POLQA, and it apparently was not the case. 
  * The argument was restated that with RMSE* there is no validation with higher emphasis on center of distribution, as it is the case for RMSE 
  * It was mentioned that in POLQA there were quite different databases that had different ranges of CIs, and hence RMSE* was used to harmonize across databases. Jörgen and Alex had discussed the issue together with e.g. Irina and Jens some years ago for both P.NAMS and P.NATS, concluding that the databases there would be more harmonic and thus RMSE be more well behaved, preferable. 
  * Need to decide based on counter-weighing between advantage due to RMSE* in light of our databases Phase 2 and the added complexity / difference to Phase 1. Postponed to next call, 23rd Feb. 
* Request to add some text to document regarding optimization of existing Phase 1 models, to serve as references / baseline for Phase 2. 
  * TODO: Will be done by Kazuhisa, NTT 

Any other business 
- 

Next call 
Feb. 23rd, 2017, 15-16 CET 
---
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