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TGT August 16th Telco Minutes

1. Neeraj S. chairing this telephone conference opens the meeting at 12.03pm.

2. Marc E. appointed acting secretary for this telephone conference

3. Roll Call
3.1. Marc Emmelmann
-- TU Berlin 

3.2. Tom Alexander
-- VeriWave 

3.3. Mark Kobayashi
-- Broadcom 

3.4. Dalton Victor

-- Broadcom 

3.5. Sasha Tolpin

-- Intel 

3.6. Fahd Pirzada

-- Dell 

3.7. Neeraj 
Sharma

-- Intel 

3.8. Graham Smith

-- DSP Group

4. Patent policy

4.1. Chair asks participants if they are aware of the IEEE patent policies (and the documents as attached to the invitation) and if there are any questions / open issues.

4.2. There are no open issues or questions

5. Approval of agenda

5.1. No objections to approving the proposed agenda

6. Call for presentations

6.1. No presentations

7. Planning of September Meeting

7.1. Main objective: resolving comment

7.2. Chair strongly encourages to present submission to resolve comments

8. Ad-Hoc Meeting

8.1. Chair asks to consider having an ad-hoc between September and November Meeting.

8.2. Chair asks for volunteers willing to host such an ad-hoc

8.3. Duration should be 2-3 days.

9. Comment Resolution

9.1. Current revision of comment resolution spreadsheet is 11-07/659r11

9.2. CID 235:

9.2.1. Commenter does not specifically refer to video standards.

9.2.2. Expressed opinion that “higher layer” video metric should not be part of TGT draft. Focus should only be on lower layer metrics.

9.2.3. Opposite concern is that other standards do not sufficiently define metrics to evaluate video performance. Evaluating video performance is definitely part of TGTs scope but referencing another standard body’s document which provides an appropriate metric would be fine.

9.2.4. Underlying assumption of commenter is that group did not consider other metrics by other standard groups. But the group did this.

9.2.5. Suggested resolution:

9.2.5.1. Counter comment saying that we considered other metrics but decided not to include those metrics. At the same time, the chair is asked to contact the commenter asking him to specifically name those standards / metrics that he thinks should be added. Group agreed to reject the comment unless the commentor provides the details.
9.3. CID 430:

9.3.1. No agreement in the group to either accept or reject the comment.

9.3.2. People accepting the comment think that only lower layer metrics should be part of the darft.

9.3.3. Those in favor of rejecting the comment think that this is part of our scope as it allows to assess the user experience.

9.3.4. Indication that, e.g. WiFi, considered this kind of metric by specifying delay, jitter, throughput as any other metric above that, assign the actual voice quality, does also assess the quality of the codec which is not part of 802.11’s scope.

9.3.5. There is a general agreement that the draft has to include a section which allows to “assess” voice (and video) quality. Maybe the word “metric” in this case is not a good choice. We should include such a section and clearly state in there that the appropriate metrics for such an assessment are, e.g. delay, jitter, throughput, etc. Possibly such a section should also include a reference on how to interpret these metrics.

9.3.6. Such a link between primary and secondary metrics is in there for voice. Problem is that such a link is not complete for video.

9.3.7. Dalton (commenter) suggest to simply rename the title into, e.g. “voice quality evaluation” and hence removing the word “metric”.

9.3.8. CID assigned to Dalton and Fahd. They will come up with a suggestion on how to rewrite this section / come up with a new wording.

9.4. CID 525:

9.4.1. In general same as 430

9.4.2. CIDs 525, 655, 772 are identical.

9.4.3. Suggestion to reject this comment as the comment is different. The assessment of application / usage cases are in the scope.

9.4.4. Reconsider this CID at netxt telecon.

10. Telecon ends at 1.03 PM EST.
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