Minutes from VQEG Multimedia Audio Call, Friday 17 December 2004

Chairs: David Hands (BT) and Kjell Brunnstrom (Acreo)

Participants

David Hands (BT) --- co-chair

Kjell Brunnstrom (Acreo) --- co-chair

Arthur Webster (NTIA)

Philip Corriveau (Intel)

Vivaik Balasubrawmanian (Intel)

Greg Cermak (Verizon)

Margaret Pinson (NTIA)

Steve Wolf (NTIA)

Chistian Schmidmer (Opticom)

Chulhee Lee (Yonsei)

Quan Huynh-Thu (Psytechnics)

Filippo Speranza (CRC)

Pero Juric (Swissqual)

Eugen Roden (Swissqual)

Ragip Kurceren (Nokia)

Jorgen Gustafsson (Ericsson) 

Irina Cortanis (Ericcson)

Doina Petrescu (Motorola)

Scott Isabelle (Motorola)

Bob Warren (Motorola)

Ron Renaud (CRC)

Tim Rahrer (Nortel Networks)

Agenda

1. Introductions

2. Review of actions from Seoul

3. Pre-testing update

4. Focus on addressing outstanding issues (viewing distance/chin

rests, environment, test set-up, test duration)

5. Chapter owners and Test schedule

6. AOB

Note that ** denotes actions arising from the audio call.

PC opened the call and asked for participant introductions. A total of 22 
participants took part in the call. 

KB outlined the agenda and the agenda was then approved.

KB then reviewed the actions list from the Seoul meeting. The main points of the review were:

· AW has provided an ANSI set of definitions that will form the basis for the MM definitions section. 

· MP has sent a sample spreadsheet and 

**DH to forward the sample spreadsheet to the MM-test reflector.

· PC has sent out a sample test environment document

** to resend the example test environment document as some people did not receive it

· CS has sent out an overview of method used to evaluate models for P.563

** DH to send CS list of proponents

** CS then to contact proponents to find out if they wish to join the email reflector

· KB set up a Forum discussion topic on evaluation of metrics; already some entries and interest focusing on aggregation of test data

DH then provided an overview of the 5 pre-tests reported at the Seoul meeting. After this DH asked if any further pre-tests had been performed.

· BT repeated their original test, but this time a chin-rest was used

· Perhaps surprisingly, no statistical difference in results found from test 1 where subjects viewing distance varied (between 6 and maybe 12 H) and test 2 where viewing distance was fixed at 6H. Only 12 subjects per test were used, but this is usually sufficient to identify trends. No trend was found.

· Yonsei have run a test using five different LCDs

· They found no difference in subjective scores between LCDs

· Report will be presented at SG9 meeting in January

MP requested that data/reports from MM pre-tests are placed on ftp site

DH then asked if any further pre-tests are planned. Acreo will run the same test as BT, with chin-rest.

DH then outlined possible topics for future pre-tests, to be completed prior to next meeting.

Ideas were:

1. Viewing distance/ chin-rests -- Acreo will examine

2. Test duration -- no interest, a 1hour session with a 10-15 minute break is considered appropriate by most on audio call

3. Using a mask to cover LCD device (to overcome possible biasing of small image in large screen) --- maybe mask is best, no one interested in examining specifically (maybe BT)

4. Test instructions -- some debate over whether to include context (e.g. mobile application) or not; FS thinks asking subjects to pretend is dangerous and could lead in biasing of results, best to keep it simple and specific (evaluate reproduction quality).

** GC will produce draft instructions for the multimedia test

** QH-T to send GC copy of instructions

5. Frame freezing as an error condition -- some issue about whether subjects respond differently to frame-freezes as opposed to compression errors; no interest at the moment

6. Multi-country comparative test -- issue of how reliable/consistent test data will be when results are obtained from labs using scales/instructions with different languages. Initial idea is to have 3-5 labs run identical test and compare results. Some interest. 

** DH to send out invitation to participate.

Item 6 led to a prolonged discussion on aggregation of test data. CS believes each labs data set be treated in isolation and models are then evaluated against N different data sets. Some issues raised about how you can identify a best model this way, as it is possible to have N different 'winners'. CS said it worked well in speech testing. This is a big topic for resolution and a separate audio call will be arranged to discuss.

MP then raised the issue of calibration (alignment). The issue here is whether calibration and model measurement should be separated for the purposes of testing. Issue is: 

i) do we want proponents to submit complete systems for testing or 

ii) do we want to identify the best core predictive model (to do this we would need to either perfectly align all test material or use a single calibration method for all models)

This is another major issue and requires a separate discussion.

KB then considered how best to move the testplan forward. Idea of having chapter owners proposed and considered good. Chapter owners would be responsible for updating text in light of decisions made at meetings or on the reflector or forum. Note that any changes should be made using the 'track changes' function and will be approved by VQEG (either by agreement on the reflector or at main meetings). The following chapter owners were agreed:

Subjective assessment -- GC

Test labs and schedule -- KB

Sequence processing/ Data formats -- MP

Objective quality models -- CL

Evaluation metrics -- IC

Definitions -- AW

DH will have be responsible for editing all changes into the full testplan document.

AW announced that a JRG-MMQA meeting will be held on 19 January 2005 as part of the co-located SG9 and SG12 meetings. The location will be ITU, Geneva.

Close.
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