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Meeting Agenda for Video Codec Ad-Hoc during SA4#38
Opening of the session: Tuesday February 14th, 200 pm


8.1 Approval of the agenda and registration of documents
075a
8.2 Video Codec Performance Requirements (Release-7)

8.2.1 Software and Procedure
072n
8.2.2 Input for TR

071n, 051n, 052n, 053n
8.2.3 Simulation Results
074->80n, 93n
8.2.4 TR Drafting
94->plenary
8.3 Other issues
· Error Resilience 
015n->plenary
· LG offer to donate H.263 software
End of the session: Wednesday February 15th, noon
Tdoc “colour code”: 
blue = postponed from an earlier SA4 meeting 


red  = covered during this meeting 
Meeting Minutes:

S4-060072

SA4 plenary guided the VAG that Proposal 1 is acceptable as a working assumption with minor modifications.

“The TR shall at least comprise uncompressed video sequences, error free coded video bit streams, erasure prone video bit streams (both in an appropriate packet format to be defined), and an informative textual description of a decoder operation reacting to an error free and erasure prone stream (in the above packet format).”

Proposal 1 is agreed with the above modifications. Proposals 2 to 4 were not agreed in SA4 plenary. The VAG will follow the guidance from SA4 plenary.

The document is noted.
S4-060071
A basic structure of the TR is agreed 
5
Definitions

5.1
Service scenarios

5.2
Performance Metrics

6
Performance Figures and Numbers Requirements

6.1
Test cases for Service Scenario A

6.2
Test cases for Service Scenario B

6.3
Test cases for Service Scenario C

6.4
Performance Requirements

7
Video Sequences, Bitstreams, Error Patterns, and Performance Requirements Generation

7.1
Video Sequences

7.2
Compressed Video Data

7.3
Error Patterns

7.4
Performance Requirements Generation


Annex A Possible way to use information in TR for performance assessment

Appropriate section headings needs offline work and will be included in 94.
The VAG agreed that Annex A would be a valid component of the TR. Guidance from SA4 plenary is expected.

Discussion on Scenario Definitions:

· Scenario A (MMS-like): The VAG agreed that performance figures for this scenario should be included in the TR.

· Scenario B (PSC-like)

· Scenario B1 (Encoding) The VAG agreed that performance figures for this scenario should be included in the TR.

· Scenario B2 (Decoding) The VAG agreed that performance figures for this scenario should be included in the TR.

· Scenario C (MBMS-like): The VAG agreed that performance figures for this scenario should be included in the TR tentatively to the conclusions drawn from Document 93.

The document structure was agreed with the proposed modifications.

S4-060051
It is agreed that the content of the document should be in Annex A.
With the working assumption of the non-availability of a reference software (except for a decoder accepting compliant bitstreams), but the availability of a channel software, tests for the following scenarios can be carried out as follows:

· Scenario A: Can be assessed using path 2 

· Scenario B2: Can be assessed using path 1 and error-free anchor streams

· Scenario B1: Could be assessed using path 3, but not necessary appropriate.
In case of no channel software available

· Scenario A: Can be assessed using path 2

· Scenario B2: Can be assessed using path 1 and error-prone encoded video streams

· Scenario B1: Cannot be assessed unless we have a very simplified channel model.

The SA4 VAG agreed to add the proposal with the discussed modifications to Annex A of the TR.

The document is noted.
S4-060052

The proposed test cases are covered by the structure as agreed previously and would go into sections 6.1.1, 6.2.1, and 6.3.1, and 6.4.1 of 94.
The document is noted.

S4-060053

The proposed performance requirements are covered by the structure as agreed previously and would go into sections 6.1.2, 6.2.2, and 6.3.2, and 6.4.2.

The document is noted.

S4-060080

From the presented results it is obvious that the selection of representative and reasonable test cases needs subjective viewing.

The document is noted.

S4-060093

Rerunning of simulations for higher FEC overheads would be desirable.

From the presented results it is obvious that the selection of representative and reasonable test cases needs subjective viewing.

Offline subjective viewing for PSC-like and MBMS-like services will take place during SA4#38 on Wednesday evening to identify appropriate test cases. People are invited to participate. 

The document is noted.
S4-060094

Offline and online drafting has been done. The agreements of the VAG are reflected in this document. The document will be presented to SA4 plenary under agenda item 13.1 as an SA4 VAG agreed document.
S4-060015

The document was intentionally submitted to Agenda item 13.6 for MBMS user service enhancements. 
The VAG found the results interesting, but it was also stated that for MBMS this technology is likely not suitable. The technology might be of interest for PSC services. More service specific information with respect to latency, complexity, and test cases is requested.

The document will be presented in SA4 plenary for discussion under agenda item 13.1.
The document is noted.
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