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Introduction
On May 16th from 8 to 10 CEST, an offline discussion on FS_Beyond2D scenarios was held by CMCC, attended by 19 participants from Qualcomm, Xiaomi, Philips, Nokia, Huawei, Interdigital, and CMCC (The list is in no particular order). The discussion covered scenario guidance, general framework, and market-relevance assessments.
Offline Discussion Report
 Discussion on scenario guidance & Framework
§  S4-240915 Simplifying Scenarios (Qualcomm)
Thomas:need to collaborate on two points（1）adapt framework align with TR 26.955，（2）collect information about test sequences and metrics
· new metrics need to be defined, which depend on codecs
· about collecting test sequence :（1）collect available sequences （2）create new sequences.need to select samples from collected test sequences, and figure out what is good for evaluation
· this proposal does not involve specific codec techniques
· the framework needs to be decided before scenarios
· scenarios should be simplified by collecting sufficient evidences of practicality
Jiayi: 
· Timeplan can't be completely overlooked, SA4 chair expects the progress of study
· Test sequences should also include public datasets, considering copyright issues and how can we ensure the quality of test sequences.
Serhan：We have no concern that we are behind the schedule. According to the time plan, scenario definitions need to be progressed in this meeting, and that is what we are doing.
Ralf: There are some scenerios overlap with TR 26. 955. However, the b2d codec and metrics are different, that we should figure out. and give the defination.
Rufael：we should consider the scenario first according to TP. 
Thomas：Evaluation would be unclear if the framework is not determined. Simplify the scenario will be helpful.
Ralf：Should we document codec aligned with scenario at point？
Thomas：Methodology is Similar to TR 26.955 method, it gives reference
Conclusion: no consensus, suggest collect scenario and define general framework and evaluation methodology at same time

§  S4-240880 Beyond 2D Format Referencing Model (Huawei)
Jiayi:
· Sensor+Sensor Convertor can be covered by pre-processing，and depth can be calculated by AI;
· framework looks specifically focuses on light field video formats. 
· framework should include AI-generated represenations
Thomas：basically support the diagram, hope to combine it with his own framework. Between Decoder and Rendering, we can add "2d plane"(?). For evaluation we can focus on step 3 to 5 of the diagram, do not focus on details(such as the sensors)
Bart: needs to consider different rendering technologies(?)
Conclusion: Merge with Qualcomms' proposal;Offline with Thomas, Bart, Jiayi
·      
 Discussion on market relevance
§  S4-240946 Thoughts on Market Relevance (CMCC)
Serhan: market-relevance is hard to quantifiable .The weights in table are not objective, 
Jiayi：it is a constructive way to processing this study, we are not deciding what is market-relevant or not. We are providing a quantifiable assessment of the market potential for each proposed scenario.
Ralf:Form of table is OK, but suggest to remove the weights. Let companies discuss on the factors and make consensus, complement missing critera to the table; Make it available to the group.
Thomas:just document the factors, discussing weights can hardly reach optimal. Criteria should stay in the boundary that we can operate.
Mary-Luc Champel:List the factors that are important and then discuss the priority of factors with companies. Priority of factors may be different depending on different companies. Should not be pre-defined by ourselves.
Conclusion: need a revision, agree to hava the table to document factors, remove weight and score, consider more criteria




§  S4-241020 On market relevant (Nokia)
Thomas:personally do not support to mention those standardization organizations in market relevance. Need to include some companies at least.
Mary-Luc Champel: Do not support to mention those standardization organizations. Some of them do not suceed in marketing.
Ralf: Supportive to add organizations.
Conclusion: need a revision

Conclusion (last 10 min)
Thomas：market relevance should be added to study item descriptions, to help better understand the report about what techniques we stand. We should collaborate on collecting scenarios, documenting the factors, creating criteria, and then we decide priority of evaluating scenarios. Scenarios should be simplified by collecting evidences of practicality.
Ralf: Document information/elements, use the table to list them, make consensus on scenarios, then move ahead to evaluations. 

Partcipants:
1. Jiayi Xu (CMCC)
2. Ningwei Xie (CMCC)
3. Lili Zhao (CMCC)
4. Yujian Yin (CMCC)
5. Jie Li (CMCC)
6. Meng Guo (CMCC) 
7. Thomas Stockhammer (Qualcomm)
8. Shilin Ding (Qualcomm)
9. Mary-Luc Champel (Xiaomi)
10. Bart Kroon (Philips)
11. Serhan Guel (Nokia)
12. Shane He (Nokia)
13. Saba Ahsan (Nokia)
14. Igor Curcio (Nokia)
15. Gazi lllahi (Nokia)
16. Huanyu Su (Huawei)
17. Rufael Mekuria (Huawei)
18. Celine Guede (InterDigital)
19. Ralf Schaefer (InterDigital)

Proposal
Based on the discussion it is proposed to:
· Collect scenarios and define framework/evaluation methodology in parallel.
· Simplify scenarios and collect evidences of practicality.
· Collaborate on scenarios, documenting the factors/criteria for market-relevance, and then decide priority of evaluating scenarios.
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