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Silvio Borer from Swissqual

Christian Schmidmer and Roland Bitto from Opticom

Phil Corriveau from Intel

Margret Pinson from NTIA/ITS

Mu Mu, Lancaster University
Agreements
1. ILG will perform all subjective testing.  There will be at least 6 experiments, with a minimum of 1 per resolution.  At least 3 experiments’ video sequences will be made public, and at least 1 experiment’s video sequences will be kept private.  Model submission and subjective test completion deadlines will be June 22, 2009. 
2. H.264 SVC and VC-1 will be removed from the test plan.

3. All models must be able to address all 4 video formats.

4. Text of test plan will be adjusted to make it clear that 1080p 24fps film footage can be converted and used in any 1080i or 1080p experiment.

5. The next audio call will be December 11, 2008, starting at 7:00 am Mountain Time (Denver time zone).
Unresolved Issues

1. Insertion of a common set into all experiments remains unresolved.  Example video sequences converted to all formats will be produced for examination.
2. Regarding the ILG publishing analysis beyond that explicitly mentioned in the HDTV Test Plan, text will be proposed and discussed at the next audio call.  See notes below.

3. Regarding potentially running one or more experiments using a professional quality monitor, the issue was not passed.  However, emails sent to the moderator after the audio call closed indicated that some people were unable to present their opinions on this issue.  The topic will be reintroduced.
Action Items

1. Margaret Pinson will draft text regarding ILG supplementary analysis.
Minutes
Thank you, Greg Cermak, for the minutes.

ILG can perform 1 expt at 2 resolutions and 2 expts at 2 other resolutions.

Probably a $5k-$8K fee.  It looks like there will be enough video to have all of it available for research-only distribution. Resources for H.264 AVC & MPEG2 tests. Not for VC-1 or H.264 SVC.  Question of how many ILGs can produce transmission errors.  3 labs can produce packet loss errors.

Phil of Intel: “I need HD results now.”
There is great interest in having a wide variety of impairments.  Chris is interested in distortions other than packet loss, but he can’t say exactly what those might be.  Filippo suggests polling the ILG for what kind of distortions they can produce.

Current ILG list will be emailed; it’s quite long, 13 labs.  Opticom is worried about their competitors being ILG and handling models.

Regarding releasing video sequences: It looks like 75% of datasets will be made public, but those who don’t want data made public can be accommodated.

There seems to be agreement on this approach.

Use of professional monitors is still an open issue, but would be improved in an ILG-only approach.

Agree to ILG-only approach?  VZ-yes. DT-yes. BT-yes. Ghent- yes. NTT-yes.

Yonsei-yes. Tektronix-yes. KDDI-yes. Psytechnics-yes. CRC-yes.

SwissQual-yes. Opticom-pass. Intel-yes. NTIA-yes.  Approved.

 Remove H.264 SVC and VC-1 from test plan?  Approved.

Regarding extra analyses:  Proposal is that ILG runs extra analysis if they want, but publishing it in the ultimate HD Report is subject to review by proponents.  Opticom and SwissQual want a veto on publishing supplementary analyses outside the HD Report. Yonsei objects to the veto idea.  NTIA notes that ILG under-charge fees, and in compensation want to publish.  Yonsei proposes that ILG be allowed to publish. Psytechnics notes that anyone can publish based on publicly-available data.  Margaret: ILG-sanctioned supplementary analyses can be published in the VQEG report only using publicly­available data and Š not clear here.  How will this be decided?

2/3-majority vote among ILG+proponents?  Proposed: At least half of proponents and at least half of ILG need to approve. Jun wants as much analysis as possible specified in advance and written in the Test Plan.

Also, SwissQual.  Margaret will draft language on the issue for consideration at next audio call.

Monitors: Proposal currently (from Vittorio) is to limit scope of expt. to “secondary distribution”  unless professional monitors are used. Question:

Are there tests for qualifying monitors as professional-grade? This issue seems to remain unresolved (I stepped out for a couple of minutes).  Note following meeting: an email received by the moderator indicates that some people who support the proposal were unable to speak in favor.  The topic will be readdressed.  
Question about models addressing fewer than all 4 video formats:  Agreement that each model should apply to all 4 formats.

Question: Should there be a common set of sequences (say, 30)?  This set would not be analyzed by the models.  It might be used to measure monitor performance. Questions about how this would work technically for the 4 formats.  No decision on this call.

