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1 Introduction
Contribution S4-060263 [1] provided results for service scenario B. In this contribution the setup and experimental conditions are replicated to verify the numbers provided in S4-060263.

2 System setup and parameters
In order to verify the numbers provided in S4-060263, the experiments performed were kept as similar as possible. The video codec used was JM 10.2. The video decoder error concealment algorithm used was copy from co-located blocks.

The following were kept identical

· Testing environment

· Channel configuration

· Test sequence and frame rate
· Bearers

· First 4 RTP packets were sent error free

The encoder configuration was kept as similar as possible. The following were enabled
· Modes: 16x16, 16x8, 8x16, 8x8

· Motion search range: 8

· RD-optimization was turned off

· Search range restriction was not used

· No slices were used. One RTP packet per frame
· Single I-frame / IDR at the beginning

· 5% RIR Intra MB per frame

· Constrained Intra prediction

· The frame rate used was fixed frame rate, i.e, variable frame rate was not used 
· Rate control was not used, instead constant QP encoding was performed
· Fast motion estimation and fast mode decision were turned off
3 Results
The results obtained for the sequence “stunt_walk_friends” at 128 kbps and 64 kbps is shown in Table 1. The threshold used for pDVD computation was 1dB. The encoded sequence was run 32 times in order to ensure statistically significant results. For comparison the results obtained at 128 kbps for the same sequence from S4-060263 is shown in Table 3.
	Case
	Bitrate
	AEP
	ADP
	SDEP
	SDDP
	PDVD
	PEANSD
	PDANSD

	A
	67.9
	28.911864
	26.214768
	1.548033
	4.558869
	40.843568
	28.636785
	23.184093

	B
	67.9
	28.91149
	24.00056
	1.548149
	5.100926
	68.30973
	28.63638
	21.072965

	C
	118.96
	31.786259
	28.818001
	1.359609
	5.235078
	36.194153
	31.574208
	24.476238

	D
	118.96
	31.7853
	24.78432
	1.359649
	6.467421
	70.68261
	31.57327
	20.593971


Table 1: AVC/JM10.2
	Case
	Bearer File name

	A
	PSC__64kbps_20ms_BLER_0_5.txt

	B
	PSC__64kbps_20ms_BLER_1_0.txt

	C
	PSC__128kbps_20ms_BLER_0_5.txt

	D
	PSC__128kbps_20ms_BLER_1_0.txt


Table 2: Bearer and error traces
	Case
	ADP
	PDANSD
	SDDP
	PDVD
	STIDR
	AFR

	2
	24.57673
	21.1192
	5.847053
	47.7142
	0.729569
	7.217218

	3
	21.61347
	19.02962
	5.52067
	60.61758
	1.019471
	6.939311

	17
	27.57108
	24.19202
	5.219646
	32.99305
	1.018502
	14.71042

	18
	24.91262
	21.80368
	5.491066
	55.22454
	1.43019
	14.42743

	27
	29.61808
	25.34295
	6.976685
	31.07639
	0.915995
	12.23875

	28
	27.78157
	23.73133
	6.482072
	40.2186
	1.303922
	11.94542


Table 3: Results from S4-060263
From the setup used to generate the results in Table 2 and 3, we can observe that Case C of Table 1 and Case 17 of Table 3 have the same setup. Similarly, Case D of Table 1 and Case 18 of Table 3 have the same setup. Comparing these results, we can observe that, between Case C and Case 17, the differences in ADP and PDVD are 1.25 dB absolute and 9.70% relative. Similarly, we can observe that, between Case D and Case 18, the differences in PDANSD and PDVD are 1.21 dB absolute and 27.40% relative. 
4 Discussion

There were several difficulties in replicating the experiments performed in S4-060263. These were the following

· Not all encoder parameters were adequately explained

· 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
· The threshold used for computing pDVD is not specified
· Clean PSNR (AEP) is not specified

· It is difficult to figure out the test cases for which the results are provided in Section 3

It is 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
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