VQEG HDTV Audio Call
December 11, 2008

Agreements
1. All calibration constraints will be identified as “recommended” instead of “compulsory”.
2. Types of transmission errors allowed will include random packet loss, bursty packet loss, and line conditions as given in G.1050 (e.g., 131 through 133, A to H).

3. Monitor specification proposal is accepted:  “If the native display of the monitor is progressive and thus performs de-interlacing, then if 1080i SRC are used, the monitor will do the de-interlacing.  Any artifacts resulting from the monitor’s de-interlacing are expected to have a negligible impact on the subjective quality ratings, especially in the presence of other degradations.”

4. All subjective testing will use LCD monitors. 

5. High quality PC monitors may be used for subjective testing, provided that the color is set correctly (i.e., for video, not default “computer” color settings).  PC monitors may not be suitable for testing interlaced video. 

There will be an audio call on December 18 to discus data analysis. 
Unresolved Issues

1. 11-point scale proposal is pending.  This issue will be examined when proposed text is available.  
Action Items

1. Marie-Neige and Alex will draft text for the 11-point scale.

2. Chulhee Lee will draft text for more precise monitor specifications (e.g., define “Full HD”). 
Minutes
Thank you, Greg Cermak, for the minutes.

VQEG call.  Margaret, Kjell, Quan, Kevin, Silvio, Jun, Filippo & Ron, Stefan, Chris & Olan of Opticom, MuMu, Chulhee, Jun, Nicolas, Yves, Lucjan.  Discussion about the transmission error/calibration limits issue.  The proponents have a harder time with loose calibration limits.  Chris proposes loose calibration limits, but with some guarantee against pathological PVSs.  I¹ve agreed to help Margaret write something about excluding pathological PVSs.  Some talk about transmission errors ­ a volunteer is looking into the issue.

Discussion about the 11-point scale.  Marie Neige expects to have something written up about it in January.

Monitor specification:  Proposed text came with the agenda ­ a big issue is de-interlacing if 1080i SRCs are used.  The proposal is to let the monitor do the de-interlacing. Kevin worries about ILG monitors being different wrt de-interlacing.  Agenda text regarding de-int is accepted.  More text is needed.  Chulhee notes that any standard should not be contingent on a specific type of monitor.  Chulhee says that in the absence of data to the contrary, he thinks that if a model does well with one monitor, it should also do well with other high-quality monitors.  Quan notes that monitor differences should only show up in the highest end of the quality scale, which should not be too big a problem for models.

Another issue is whether monitors are CRT or LCD. Apparently there are perceptual differences between monitors. Margaret notes that HRR should get rid of monitor baseline effects.  Chris notes that we had agreed to all be using LCD, so the LCD-CRT difference should not be part of the test.  Chris notes that higher-priced LCDs tend to look pretty much alike. Kevin would like info about the monitor to be included for the models.  Everyone would like recommendations for monitors, but no organization has a recommendation yet. Margaret asks: Shall we agree on LCD monitors for the test?  What about PDP displays?  Margaret proposes that we talk about minimum monitor specifications. What about a resolution specification?  Chulhee proposes ³full HD²  1920-1080.  What about HD-style PC monitors? Margaret looks for a volunteer to help draft text regarding monitors.  Vote: Shall we allow PC monitors?  They would not handle de-interlacing, but are good for progressive.  PC monitors accepted given that Margaret will draft some cautionary text for the Test Plan. Returning to PDP-monitor issue: (missed this).  Chulhee will help write up text on definition of ³full-HD.²

Dec. 18 call will be about data analysis.

