Minutes of the VQEG Conference Calls of April 10 and April 15, 2008

Subject: Multimedia Phase I Test Final Report

VQEG call April 10, 2008 for MM Final Report : Greg and Arthur take notes.
Participants:

Kjell Brunnstrom, Acreo

Greg Cermak, Verizon

Jun Okamoto, NTT

Keishiro Watanabe, NTT
Alex Bourret, BT

Chris Schmidmer, Opticom

Marcus Barkowsky, Opticom

Roland Bitto, Opticom

Jens Berger, SwissQual

Silvio Borer, SwissQual

Steve Wolf , NTIA/ITS

Margaret Pinson, NTIA/ITS, 
Arthur Webster, NTIA/ITS

Leigh Thorpe, Nortel,

Quan huynh-thu, Psytechnics

Vittorio Baroncini, FUB

Phil Corriveau, INTEL

Chulhee Lee, Yonsei University

Stefan Winkler, Symmetricom


Arthur regarding the Final Report: Mentions the Final Report updates since the Kyoto meeting; latest is 1.3.1.  Most revisions are editorial and adding experiment descriptions. Major changes are Margaret's appendix on 2 metrics and Arthur's changes to the Executive Summary based on comments.  Vittorio wants to know who will submit the report to ITU-R Study Group 6.  It is important to get the report sent in by April 25, both for ITU-T and ITU-R.  Steve & Vittorio insist that the Executive Summary be agreed-to before sending the report in.  Kjell suggests that a certain amount of work be done offline via web.  Which chapter to do first?  Section 4 should be done first - the data analysis section.  Also, the Executive Summary.  Who will do the final data analysis?  Filippo will compute the metrics; Greg will then compute the statistical tests.  Chris will be happy to compute the metrics.  What's missing is the mapping coefficients from a couple of proponents.  Chulhee is working on the mapping coefficients. The issue of monotonicity of the mapping function depending on 6 vs. 20 digits was raised again.  What about NTT's coefficients? Jun will send them tomorrow. Opticom? 

Chris needs a spreadsheet from Chulhee.  Chulhee said he'd send it.  SwissQual?  SwissQual will either send their coefficients by tomorrow or will accept coefficients calculated by Psytechnics or Opticom. Cutting-and-pasting needs doing in order for the coefficient to be submitted; proponents have selected coefficients, but have not actully submitted them in their own spreadsheet.  Sounds like Chulhee will get the coefficients into a spreadheet  and then each proponent will simply write to say they agree with those coefficients or not.  Monotonicity check again comes up. 

Decision: It is okay to use 20 digits for coefficients if proponent wishes.

Margaret regarding her Appendix on the 2 metrics, resolving power and classification errors.  She describes her calculations. Steve says that these measures were developed to compare metrics that are output by hardware from different manufacturers.  Margaret volunteers to send the Matlab code for these metrics to anyone.  Also called J.149 analyses.  

What additional analyses, if any are going to be allowed into the final report?  Kjell reports messages from David Hands and Quan. 

David says nothing should go into the Final Report without a 2/3 majority vote.  Quan says basically the same thing - that any analysis must have been in the original Test Plan.  They both recommend that Steve & Margaret submit it as a separate SG9 contribution.  Steve suggests that the ILG have their own section in the Final Report, and that the analysis go there.  Chris suggests that a separate VQEG document be written for these analyses. 

Vittorio says the Executive Summary should simply describe the MM effort and not give any recommendations.  Arthur says he wants more than that: recommendations in the May SG9 meeting.

Kjell returns to Margaret's Appendix: Shall we vote?  Arthur asks whether anyone besides NTIA wants the J.149 analyses in the Final Report. After discussion, this issue is moved to the VQEG web reflector. Arthur suggests it go as a separate Contribution.

Related question: What additional analysis shall be allowed in the final report?  Currently only averaging across HRCs is allowed. 

Chris suggests that extra supplementary analysis go into the proponents' section of the report.  Chulhee proposes one page per proponent per model type.  Max of three pages per model type seems to agreed.

Vittorio proposes that the Final Report delete all details that an executive would not want to read.  Arthur says SG9 wants the whole report.  Vittorio just wants an Executive Summary.

Kjell returns to the length of the Proponents' section.  Arthur says one page per model, which is the intersection of model and resolution.  This one finally seems to be agreed.

Decision: Proponents section to discuss their results is limited to 1 page per model.  That is 1 page for Propnent A’s FR QCIF model, another for its FR CIF model, etc.

Discussion moves to Executive Summary. No Decisions reached.
END April 10, Conference call.  Legth: 2 1/4 hours.
VQEG Conference Call April 15, 2008

Notes taken by Greg Cermak and Kjell Brunnstrom:

Participants:

Kjell Brunnstrom, Acreo

Greg Cermak, Verizon

Jun Okamoto, NTT

Keishiro Watanabe, NTT
Alex Bourret, BT

Chris Schmidmer, Opticom

Marcus Barkowsky, Opticom

Roland Bitto, Opticom

Jens Berger, SwissQual

Silvio Borer, SwissQual

Steve Wolf , NTIA/ITS

Arthur Webster, NTIA/ITS

Quan huynh-thu, Psytechnics

Chulhee Lee, Yonsei University

Decisions Confirmed:  Remove J.149 Analysis from Appendix. 
Also, one page per model allowed in Proponents' Section.  
Going over these decisions again.  Also, what about an ILG section? Also, what about a big section on extra analyses?  The only "extra" analysis that has been approved for the report is the NTT HRC analysis.  Arthur recommends that secondary analyses be contributed to SG9; other people seem to agree.  When more than one or two people are off-mute at once, the call quality goes to hell.  
Decision:  so extra analyses are out of the Final Report.  
Other issues are still undecided.

Getting the final results:  Going back to issue of 20 digits and the monotonicity test.  That seems to still be hanging up getting the final results out.  Filippo also says he cannot find results from SwissQual.  Filippo is clarifying whether the data he has received is the final data.  "Who has what?" is the question.  Chulhee will

(again) collect coefficients, feed them back to proponents, and get confirmation from proponents, and then send them to Filippo.  Arthur tries to get verbal commitments from proponents on the call to review Chulhee's collected coefficients.  Much discussion about details of calculation, reporting results, cutting & pasteing, etc.

End Greg’s notes
It was decided that Yonsei will send out the coefficients, after receiving the template from Filippo, to all the proponents, which will confirm by email that these are the coefficient they selected.

The executive summary was edited. 
Decision: It was agreed to still use the phrase video quality metric, but not use the abbreviation VQM. 
Decision: It was also agreed to keep the names VGA, CIF and QCIF in abbreviated form in the executive summary and not spell it out here.

Stephen’s text about lab-to-lab correlation was discussed. Stephen will submit a text that would better state what he wants to say. 
No Decision: A vote was done to see if people wanted to have a text of this kind in the executive summary. 4 organizations voted in favor and 3 against, but the final decision has to be made when Stephen's revised text has been submitted.

Decision: A vote was performed whether to keep or delete the text about the groupings of the models. 5 organizations voted to delete and 3 for keeping the text, so the text was deleted. An editors note was added that said [Note: Add text here to describe the results of the models]

Decision It was decided that each organization (proponents and ILG) should submit their interpretation of the results by email.

Two more audio calls were scheduled to Fri 18th April 1 pm BST and Tue 22nd April 3 pm BST.

END notes for April, 16 call.

