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1 Introduction
This document provides updates to TR26.955 from different sources.
Clause 2 provides the summary for the agreements from the last telco

Clause 3 provides comments from Apple – thanks. I have replied inline and addressed the main issues.

Clause 4 provides a summary of the updates of the online repository.

2 Agreements from last telco

	S4aV200643
	[5G Video] Screen Content scenario additional evaluation results
	InterDigital France R&D, SAS
	Gaelle Martin-Cocher


Presenter: Gaelle Martin-Cocher (Interdigital)
Discussion: 
· Rajan: On EVC we are looking at the bug and the results. As soon as we have updates, we will provide some explanation. EVC should not be included in the report. Still have some time to include results

· Gilles: Full characterization of all codecs?

· Thomas: we can add what we have, but we should agree on the numbers. At the point when we get there, we will define the numbers

· Thibaud: We should add the higher QP values

· Thomas: agree on QP 42.

· Thomas: support adding the results for VVC with two caveats

· Cross-check until next meeting

· Editor will do the integration

· Rajan: would not like to see this added, cross-checked is needed

· Madhukar: would like to see cross-check until we add it.

· Thomas: would prefer to add this as the TR is the only place. Prefers to add this to the Technical Report

· Gilles: Can we use a temporary Annex?

· Thomas: this is a good idea

· Madhukar: Temporary annex is ok

· Thomas: We need to check the characterization metrics for each scenario.

Decision:
· Proposal is to add QP42 - agreed.

· Proposal to add results for VVC - agreed

· Add to Temporary Annex with clear process information

· Proposal on EVC results

· Not added until bugs are fixed

· We leave the decision on characterization open, which metrics are to be used

· Editor will implement the agreements.

S4aV200643 is noted.
	S4aV200646
	[5G Video] Online Gaming scenario preliminary results
	InterDigital France R&D, SAS
	Gaelle Martin-Cocher


Presenter: Gaelle Martin-Cocher (Interdigital)
Discussion: 
· Thomas: the issues with SSIM and VMAF are not a problem with gaming sequences?

· Gaelle: somehow, but to a lesser agree

· Thomas: invitation for better

Decision:
· Document the VVC results as the above

· Not document EVC yet until bug fix is provided in ETM

· Editor will do the implementation

S4aV200646 is agreed.
	S4aV200647
	[FS_5GVideo] Proposed Updates to TR26.955
	Qualcomm CDMA Technologies
	Thomas Stockhammer


Presenter: Thomas Stockhammer (Qualcomm)
Discussion: 
· Gilles: keep the change history up to date

Decision:
· Agreed as baseline.

· Upload to specification.

S4aV200647 is agreed.
	S4aV200650
	4K-HDR Test Material Selection for FS_5GVideo
	ATEME
	Thibaud Biatek


Presenter: Thibaud (ATEME)
Discussion: 
· Gilles: What is the blocking point with the CableLabs sequence?

· Thibaud: we should be able to solve this soon

· Thomas: Can we use some of the sequences for FullHD as well?

· Thibaud: could be done

· Thomas: reaches out offline

· Thomas: Can we upload the sequences?

· Thibaud: yes

· Thomas: we need to coordinate this - offline

Decision:
· Agreed. We will add communication to RAN1 in 3 weeks.

S4aV200650 is agreed.
3 Review from Apple

Dear Thomas,
Hope everything is going well.

Sorry, will be long email.

We review 26.955 and have some editorial comments and questions.

First there are some clause numbering issues

In Clause 6.3.8, all the sub-clause are numbered 6.2.8.x
The usage of the Key is confusing.

You have a key for the reference Sequence: Sx-Ryy where x is the scenario and yy the reference number.

In the Anchor Tuple you use: Sx-Ayy-zzz, where x is the scenario, yy a combination of the reference number and anchors profile and zzz reference to the encoder (264 or 265).

Then in the chapter where you describe the configuration you use Sx-Aw-zzz where the w seems to represent the encoder profile. Not exactly the same.

Could be less confusion for these chapter 6.n.8.2.2 and 6.n.8.3.2  to have the Configuration name directly

For example 6.4.8.2.2 use "JM-03" instead of "S3-A1-264"

Similarly for 6.4.8.3.3 use "HM-02: Main 10 Profile with fixed Intra every second" instead of "S3-A2-265: Main 10 Profile with fixed Intra every second"
It is also easier to map to the config file.
Yes, I did this
You often refer to the Fraunhofer link for the coder:

https://vcgit.hhi.fraunhofer.de/jct-vc/HM/-/tags/HM-16.21+SCM-8.8. 
When I click on the link there is teh following message:

[image: image1.png]@ Project 'jct-ve/HM' was moved to 'jvet/HM'. Please update any links and bookmarks that may still have the old path.




Could be good to update the link to correct location.

You use these links several time in the document. Perhaps you should define it once in reference Software and in the document refer to this Chapter.
I will do so – need to find the details
Some other comments following the document

 

Table 6.2.7-1 you have the same key S1-R4 for the 3 WAVE-CR00x files.
Table 6.2.8.2.1-1 You have a Configuration for each file. Shouldn’t the same one be used? JM01
Table 6.2.8.3.1-1 You refer to JM encoder and configuration for HEVC. Should be HM16.22 and HM-01
Page 39, Table 6.2.8.3.2-1 The table number should be 6.3.8.3.1 (comment above). Also The JM-01 configuration is referenced for instead of HM
Page 39 Clause 6.2.8.3.2 Title should be change as it is scenario2 , see also my above comment about referencing the config name directly.

Rather than having link to website, should we not reference the config file name in attachment?
Table 6.4.4-2 Should AVC Progressive High Profile be used instead of Main (as mentioned in 26.114)?
Table 6.4.8.2.1 Some of the reference sequence are missing. Also AVC doesn’t support 10bits, so only even reference sequences should be used (8 bits)
Clause 6.4.8.2.1Why is the Main Profile used? Should be better to use the Progressive High Profile.

Also some of the parameters are not optimal.
Table 6.5.4-1 For AVC should the Progressive High Profile mentioned, as this is what reference in Clause 6.5.8.2.1
Table 6.6.4-2 Should AVC Progressive High Profile be used instead of Main (as mentioned in 26.114)?
Table 6.6.8.2.1-1 should be updated to reflect the correct reference sequence.
Added editor’s note for now.
Hope this will help.

Thanks

Fabrice

4 Updates to online repository
The online repository has been significantly upgraded. All metrics, and reference sequences anchors for 265 have been added.
5 Proposal
It is proposed to:
1) Use this version as the baseline for TR26.955v1.0.0
2) Produce a clean version based on the agreements of the call

3) Attached the cover page[image: image2.png]
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