Dear colleagues, 
  
Here are the minutes of meeting from the AVHD-AS/P.NATS phase 2 call 8th December 2016. Comments are appreciated. 
  
Best regards 

Silvio 


Agenda 

- Call for Participation: status update 
- Continued discussion about subjective test methods (based on the two contributions from NTT) 
- Contribution by NTT: re-training of phase 1 bitstream models 
- Update on statistical evaluation document 
- Source sequences 


Participants 

Huawei: Paul 
AT&T: Eric, Al 
Yonsei University: Chulhee, 
Netscout: Craig, Simon 
Ericsson: Gunnar, Jörgen 
Opticom: Shahid 
AcceptTV: Mathieu 
StreamOwl: Savvas 
Rohde-Schwarz: Silvio 
NTT: Kazuhisa 
Kingston University: Maria 


Todos 

- Jörgen will send the call for participation to TSB. 
- Proponents: Test method:  There is a proposal form NTT to use ACR. If other proponents favour another test method 
  (DCR, DSCQS,...), please propose the method and/or argue with respect to advantages over ACR. 
- Proponents: Please indicate your interest in device type and viewing distance for subjective testing. 
  

Call for Participation: status update: 

Small changes were made according to feedback from VQEG. 
Decided to make the deadline dates bold in the table. 
Todo: Jörgen will send the call for participation to TSB. 



Continued discussion about subjective test methods 


Proposal form SwissQual: Use three different viewing distances for the subjective test, 1.5H, 3H, 4.5H 
(see details in email from Silvio, 8.12.2016). 

Comments were made: Videos of 720p resolution might be enough for smartphone, the fullHD prob.not visible. 
It was noted that the absolute viewing distance is important for small screen. 

In addition, there is a comfort factor, if the absolute viewing distance is very close, due to the convergence 
of the eyes. 

Similar, it was experiences that for UHD, a viewing distance of 1.5H can be uncomfortable, as felt too close 
to the screen. 

On the other hand, according to the data of the study by NTT, if a viewing distance of 3H is used, then fullHD 
is enough, no different to UHD could be measured. 

It was noted that both these two previous findings might depend on source sequence. 

Will the use of different viewing distances lead to different scale for each distance? 
Maybe it could be possible to build a continuous model out of it, which depends on relative viewing distance 
and display size. 

How about comparison of mobile case of phase 2 to phase 1, if a different viewing distance is used for the 
smartphone case. 

Should we let the subjects chose the viewing distance for the smartphone? 
As some might feel more comfortable with a close viewing, others prefer a larger viewing distance. 

It was noted that the same argument could hold for the TV. 

It was stated that for phase 1, the comfort was the guiding principle, to come up with the 3H for PC and 5-7H 
for smartphone. 

Another option is: set a maximum viewing distance, and let subjects choose. 

It was concluded that the visual acuity should be measured. Previously, Jaeger test chart or Snellen charts were 
used for the measurement. 

Definitely, we should use subjects with good vision, possibly with glasses. 

For practical reasons, it might be more difficult to fix viewing distance to exact values. 

Many agree that the smartphone is a very important category, and should be used for subjective testing. 

Should we use one plattform only for the smartphone? 
Probably android is a good choice, as there is already the subjective testing software available. 


Todo: Proponents: Test method:  There is a proposal form NTT to use ACR. If other proponents favour another test method 
(DCR, DSCQS,...), please propose the method and/or argue with respect to advantages over ACR. 

Todo: Proponents: Please indicate your interest in device type and viewing distance for subjective testing. 


ITU-T SG12 meeting in January 

For non-ITU-T members: if you would like to participate (physically or remotely), please contact Martin Adolph (martin.adolph@itu.int), 
(possibly cc-ing Alex and Jörgen). 


Next Call 

15th December 2016, 15:00-16:00 CET 

Tentatively, next calls: 22nd December 2016, then 5th January 2017. 

Will be discussed in the next call 

* Contribution by NTT: re-training of phase 1 bitstream models 
* Update on statistical evaluation document 
* Source sequences 
---
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