[bookmark: _GoBack]Dear colleagues, 

Below are the minutes of meeting from the AVHD/P.NATS phase 2 call 3rd November. 
Comments are appreciated. 
  
Best Regards, 
  
Alex, Shahid, Silvio 



ToDos 
· 
· All: Look for publications about 'realistic' encoder settings 
· All: Look for publications about subjective testing: subjective 
test methods to better differentiate in the high/very high quality range. 
· 

Participants 

Savvas          StreamOwl 
Paul, Lily        Huawei 
Chulhee         Yonsei University 
Craig                 Netscout 
Werner,Marcel         TLabs 
Gunnar         Ericsson 
Eric                 AT&T 
Shahid                 Opticom 
Silvio                 Rohde-Schwarz 
Alex                 TU Illmenau 


Agenda 

- Update from VQEG 
- Subjective testing methodology 
- Any update on ToR? 
- Draft requirement specification/call for participation 
- Update on statistical evaluation document 
- AOB 


Feedback from VQEG 

Role of ILGs: 
ILGs might help us in the project. Some might be interested to 
to produce databases. Interest in access to the subjective data. 
  
Regarding subjective testing: there was some mixed feedback. 
  
There was a main concern: how to ensure that models developped within this project can be 
applied to highly optimised encoded bitstreams used by certain service providers 
(applies to hybrid-/bitstream models)? 
  
Service providers present in VQEG were not sure to be able to help with concrete 
proposal for HRCs (e.g. encoding settings), a certain criticism of the approach used so 
far could be heard.   
  
Many AVHD-AS/P.NATS phase 2 participants think: Most important is to have video quality 
measure, which is independent of vendor/service provider, i.e. standardized method. 
  
In conclusion: How to we get 'realistic' encoding settings?   
  
Should check about possible publications of settings used by service providers, e.g. 
Some values from Netflix might be published.   
  
Some of the critics lead to a more general discusion: 

Discussion about number of proponents of different model types, and if it would make sense to 
prioritize some model types. 

Setting priorities to certain model types might not lead to a large spead-up of the model validation. 
  
Probably 4-5 full-reference  proponents. 
There migth be few proponents submitting a mode 3 bitstream model. 
After the preliminary call for participation, more exact estimates will be known. 
  
Could the Netflix VMAF method be added to the evaluated full-reference models? Possibly. 
  
  
  
Subjective testing methodology 

Using ACR over the whole quality range for the short term video quality databases 
will probably lead to quite limited accuracy in the high to very high quality range (fullHD - UHD-1). 
  
Who is interested to have higher accuracy/resolution in high quality range: 
TLabs, AT&T, Huawei 
  
Should the short term databases be split into two methods, one 
focusing on the complete quality range, another on the high-very high quality range? 
  
Should different viewing conditions be used for these different short term video quality 
test methods, e.g. 1.5H versus 3H for TV viewing distance? 
  
Will need more input from existing studies. 
  

Next audio call: 

November 10th, 15:00 - 16:00 CET 
---

