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1. Overall Description:
3GPP SA4 thanks ATIS IFF for their LS on ATIS IIF – Technical Report on a proposed Test Process for

Perceptual Quality Measurements.
SA4 sees that this technical report describes a new process in which perceptual quality measurements (sometimes called QoE models) can be validated. SA4 acknowledges ATIS concern that the current Perceptual Quality Measurements (PQM) model test processes may not be flexible, timely, and open enough. 
SA4 have reviewed the proposal and has the following general comments:

· Although the proposal will probably make model validation faster, it will also lead to a process that is less open. Typically today the test and validation setup is agreed for each standardization task by all participating companies, and also specifically adapted for the task at hand. In the proposed process only the individual test labs will have detailed control over the selection of the test material and the test conditions which will be used for model validation. 

· The proposed process moves a large part of the validation responsibility from the different standardization organizations towards the test labs. Thus the formal interaction between the standardization organizations and the test labs is vital and needs to be better understood.
· Different test labs will most likely use different sets of test material and test conditions, which means that models not validated by the same test labs might not really be comparable.
· For each new model proposal, new validation campaigns would be launched. There are already numerous test campaigns (MPEG, ITU and others…) and this proposal would add up to the current landscape. This might result in some confusion by increasing the number of PQM labels.
We have also some more specific comments on parts of the technical report:

· The sentence 'by permitting trade-offs between model accuracy and model complexity' seems to indicate that models may not have high performance. This may be clarified.
· We would recommend avoiding the following level of correlation that seems quite low:

CC > 80% Class C

CC > 75% Class D
2. Actions
To ATIS IIF: SA4 kindly asks ATIS IIF to take the above comments into account.
3. Dates of next 3GPP SA4 meetings: 
25 - 29 January 2010


TSG-SA4#57
Location: St. Julian, Malta
26 - 30 April 2010


TSG-SA4#58
Location: TBD, North America
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