Dear colleagues,
 
Below are the minutes of meeting from the AVHD/P.NATS phase 2 call October 5th. Comments as always appreciated. 
 
Best Regards,
 
//Jörgen 
 
Participants:
-          AccepTV:             Mathieu
-          Ascom:                 Irina
-          Avassi:                  Craig
-          AT&T:                    Al, Eric
-          Ericsson:              Jörgen
-          Huawei:               Paul
-          NTT:                       Kazuhisa
-          Opticom:             Chris
-          Streamowl:         Savvas
-          T-Labs:                  Werner, Bernhard, Alex, Marcel
-          Yonsei univ.:      Chulhee
 
Agenda
-          Subjective test method 
-          ToR
-          Databases, ILG
-          Physical meetings and next call
 
 
Subjective test method
 
1.       We need to decide what subjective test method should be used for the 10 seconds subjective testing. ACR with hidden reference removal is an option, but it is a question if that method is sensitive enough. For lower quality range the method is surely  sensitive enough, but it is not as certain for the upper quality range. 
 
2.       Do we repeat content or not? In P.NATS phase 1 content was not repeated. But in that project long sequences where used. In AVHD/P.NATS phase 2 the focus will be on shorter sequences. 
 
We have a challenge in designing subjective testing covering both high quality with small degradations, and at the same time aiming at a model which will also be able to correctly handle severe degradations. 
 
Experiences from the E-model, and speech quality, transformation to a 100-point scale was used. A scale extension has been used to include wideband conditions. 
 
In P.NAMS (P.1201.1 and .2) T-Labs tested conducting MUSHRA-test highly sensitive with reference, and comparing it to ACR tests. It is a challenge to have a common set which would allow merging, without compressing one of the scales. 
 
Eric from AT&T said that for them the highest priority is on the higher quality range. Paul from Huawei supported this view: If it is very low quality the user of the model does not care if it is 1.5 or 1.9. 
 
Irina from Ascom stated that the mid-range of the scale is important for mobile operators. It can be very difficult to have one scale for the higher range and the lower range. 
 
If we would use the 100-point scale it would mean that we handle different devices separately. This is connected to what the use case is for the model. Compare high quality scenarios is probably difficult with ACR type of tests. Irina pointed out that the 1-5 MOS ACR scale is widely used by operators, and it is not at all easy to make them understand a new 100-point scale. 
 
The SAMVIQ method, “MUSHRA for video”, is an alternative subjective test method. Could be a compromise. 
 
It was agreed that we will bring this up for discussion at the Q14 Munich meeting. Everyone are encouraged to point to literature on this topic. We might need to run ACR and SAMVIQ tests (small and large range) to see how they correlate. It is anticipated that this discussion will require one to two months before we are in a position to decide. This time would possibly allow us to run small scale tests to investigate the different methods. This topic can be brought up in the 
VQEG. 
 
 
Munich Q14/12 meeting
 
Key topics:
-          ToR (finalize)
-          Preliminary requirement specification (collection of key points)
-          Subjective test method
 
 
Bit rate ranges in the ToR
 
Chris pointed out that we need to have ranges per codec. H.264 and H.265/VP9 have completely different levels. Eric has sent out tables with proposals, based on guidelines from Netflix, YouTube and Apple. We need to merge these three tables 
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