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_____________________________
General Status

The period since the Awaji meeting has been marked with intense editing work, resulting in three interim drafts culminating in the release of the JVT-F100 draft on Feb 16 as the final Awaji output reflecting the editor's embodiment of the technical content of the specification as declared frozen in Awaji.  A draft meeting report for the Awaji meeting JVT-F001 was made available a few days after the meeting and refined in form soon after that, and we are not aware of any significant problems in that report.

Interim communications have been conducted by ftp (ftp.imtc-files.org directory jvt-experts) and email (reflector jvt-experts@mail.imtc.org with subscription page http://mail.imtc.org/cgi-bin/lyris.pl?enter=jvt-experts and a few ad-hoc group email reflectors listed in the meeting report, and reference software site http://bs.hhi.de/~suehring/tml/.

We see fewer input documents to this meeting than has been the case in the recent past, and also a change in the mix of the type of contributions.  To a great extent we believe this to represent increased satisfaction with the content of the draft text.  There are far fewer requests to change things in the draft text, and the changes requested have become much smaller in magnitude (e.g., mostly down to the level of typos, grammar improvements, establishment of conventions for how to describe things in a more formalized way, clarifications, and corrections of inconsistencies in the descriptions).

The contributions registered for the meeting, numbering about 40 (in contrast with approximately 100 for the previous meeting in Awaji Island and approximately 150 for each of the three meetings before that in Geneva, Klagenfurt, and Fairfax).  Only 14 of these 40 contributions advocate changes to the draft text.  There is an increase (to 11) in the number of contributions on non-normative subjects.

Interest in the project by industry remains high, as evidenced by the high level of attendance registrations relative to the number of contributions (we expect an attendance level at the meeting of roughly 100 people, showing both a high absolute level of attendance and a higher-than-usual ratio of attendees to contributions – which usually seems to fall near a 1:1 ratio).

The registered contributions can be categorized as follows:

1.0 Input Report Documents (6 contributions)

2.0 Draft Text Refinements and Multi-Subject Contributions (10 contributions)

3.0 Other Normative Content (3 contributions)

4.0 Profiles & Levels

4.1 Main/Baseline Interoperability (6 contributions, primarily advocating stability)

4.2 Main/Extended Interoperability (1 contribution, similar approach to main/base)

5.0 Test Model & Complexity Analysis

5.1 Rate Control (3 contributions)

5.2 Intra Mode Decision (2 contributions)

5.3 Motion Estimation (4 contributions)

5.4 Motion Compensation Interpolation (1 contribution)

5.5 Complexity Evaluation (1 contribution)

6.0 IPR Issues (1 contribution)

Although we have less of an apparent workload in terms of quantity of contributions, now is the time to finalize the text.  We need to identify and fix all remaining issues now, and we have no opportunity to go back home and review what happened for a few months and then come back and do something about it.  Thus we expect to still require a great deal of hard work and have scheduled the meeting to last longer than might be expected for this number of contributions.
We plan to avoid parallel sessions in Pattaya to the extent feasible.  We also plan to progress the editorial work during the meeting rather than waiting exclusively for post-meeting editing for decisions made at the meeting (although we do still plan to need a post-meeting editing period including on-site meetings for editing for a few days after the main meeting).  We have asked anyone proposing a change to the draft text to submit text for their requested changes with change marks relative to JVT-F100, and this policy seems to have been followed by the contributors.  We have also asked for proposals to strongly avoid changes of technical design, as the technical content of the specification was declared frozen in Awaji.  This also seems to have been generally followed in practice.

IPR Status

Our members have been strongly encouraged to file their patent licensing declarations with the parent bodies according to their IPR policies.

No significant difference is reported in current IPR reporting situation relative to what is noted in the Geneva input IPR status report JVT-E137 and in the notes in the Geneva and Awaji meeting report on the subject, except as noted below.  It is noted that formal reports to the parent bodies are necessary now and that a significant number of such reports have arrived to the parent bodies in the interim period since the last meeting.

It was noted in the Geneva meeting report that a paper statement was provided by IBM during the Geneva meeting and it was noted in the Klagenfurt and Geneva meeting reports that a verbal report of IPR was made by Thomson at the Klagenfurt meeting.  These organizations are expected to fulfill (or have already fulfilled) their formal reporting requirement to the parent bodies in time for approval of the standard.

Just in the last few days, email was sent by Apple to the MPEG convenor copying the JVT chairman stating that AT&T and Lucent have IPR necessary to implement some parts of the draft specification.  If these organizations do indeed have such IPR they urgently need to report this to the parent bodies.
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