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Meeting Agenda for Video Adhoc Group Telco, June 23, 2006

Meeting Logistics:


Date: Thursday, 2006-06-22 
Time: 5pm - 6pm pt 
Phone number: +1-888-288-9321  
PIN:176829

Opening of meeting: Wednesday June 22nd, 500 pm, pt


1 Approval of the agenda

The agenda AH-VIC-045 was approved.

2 Registration of participants

The following delegates participated in the telco.

	Company
	Participants

	Apple
	Dave Singer

	Nokia
	Stephan Wenger

	Qualcomm
	Naveen Srinivasamurthy

	Nomor Research
	Thomas Stockhammer

	Freescale Semiconductor
	Yong Zan


3 Registration of documents

	TD No.
	TITLE
	SOURCE
	Replaced by

	S4-AHVIC045
	Draft Meeting Agenda for Video Adhoc Group Telco, June 22, 2006
	Chairman
	

	S4-AHVIC046
	Performance Verification for Service Scenario B
	Qualcomm Europe S.A.R.L.
	

	S4-AHVIC047
	Recommendation of using Slices in Video Codec Settings
	Freescale Semiconductor, Inc.
	

	S4-AHVIC048
	Updates to the simulation environment for defining minimum performance requirements for video
	BenQ Mobile
	

	S4-AHVIC049
	Draft Meeting Minutes for Video Adhoc Group Telco, June 22, 2006
	Chairman
	


4 Video Codec Performance Requirements (Release-7)

- Sanity Checking on MPR generation 



47n
 - Video sequences

 - Definition of MPR generation for service scenario A.

 - Definition of MPR generation for service scenario B.

46n, 48n 

 - Improve TR

5 AOB

End of meeting: Wednesday June 22nd, 600 pm, pt

6 Meeting Minutes

S4-AHVIC046 “Performance Verification for Service Scenario B” from Qualcomm Europe S.A.R.L. was presented by Mr. Naveen Srinivasamurthy.

The document mainly discussed open issues on document S4-060263. 

On the results provided in document a major discussion issue was the constant QP value without applying rate control. It was noted that there was a difference in simulation conditions, while this document uses constant QP, the results in S4-060263 used rate control and this might be the issue why the results generated in this document and the ones in S4-060263 are not identical/comparable. 

On the discussion section the following answers were provided. They are interleaved with the original text in italics.
There were several difficulties in replicating the experiments performed in S4-060263. These were the following
· Not all encoder parameters were adequately explained. Reference was given to a Nokia contribution S4-050722 which references the used software and the encoding parameters. It was also mentioned the software was not 3GPP SA4 software and that not all companies have access to the software due to licensing terms, hence it will be beneficial to at least provide the software manual to 3GPP. 
· The table in Section 2.5 is not clear. None of the column headers ITC, S1, P1, E1, E2, T1 and T2 is explained and it was required to guess the meaning of these column headers. It was acknowledged that document 263 is not self-contained. However, the mentioned parameters are listed in document 265. 
· The threshold used for computing pDVD is not specified The applied threshold was 2dB. The quality evaluation as provided in 265 was used which specifies the threshold.
· Clean PSNR (AEP) is not specified. It was acknowledged that this information was missing.

· It is difficult to figure out the test cases for which the results are provided in Section 3. It was acknowledged that more explanations are necessary for the results.
The document also recommended that the following information be provided in order to facilitate performance verification

· Encoded anchors without packet losses

· Encoded anchors with packet losses

· Decoded YUV clips for subjective evaluation

It was agreed that this contribution and clarifications requested are helpful to verify the MPR generation proposed in S4-060263.

The document was noted.

S4-AHVIC047 “Recommendation of using Slices in Video Codec Settings” from Freescale Semiconductor, Inc., was presented by Mr. Yong Zan.

The technical merit of the proposal was acknowledged. However, it was clarified that for the generation of MPRs the use of slices and error concealment might not be necessary. It was mentioned that video MPR should specify numbers for a simple encoder setting and more complex implementation can exceed these numbers It was requested that the proponent provide further information on the usefulness of the approach.

The document was noted.
S4-AHVIC048 “Updates to the simulation environment for defining minimum performance requirements for video” from BenQ mobile, was presented by Mr. Thomas Stockhammer on behalf of BenQ mobile.

The document presented the status of modifications in the generation of the test environment. The integration of ISO file format and RTP dump format was acknowledged. The continuation of the work was endorsed.

The document was noted.

� Contact Person: Thomas Stockhammer (� HYPERLINK "mailto:stockhammer@nomor.de" ��stockhammer@nomor.de�), Nomor Research, Munich, Germany.





