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Introduction

Since the Red Bank meeting there was no Ad Hoc report made available from this ad hoc group, and no meetings of the ad hoc group took place.  This report, therefore, covers only reflector activity in the long time frame between late October 1999 and May 2000.  A bit of activity took place in all the H.263+, H.263++, and H.26L fields.

H.263 V.2 and TMN11 issues

During this period there was relatively low activity on error resilience testing for H.263 V.2, or on the TMN.  

TMN11 was changed based on discussions in Red Bank and later on the reflector to use ‘appropriate’ INTRA MB refresh rates for the various mobile error patterns, rather than a fixed 20% INTRA MB refresh rate.  Note that the mobile anchors available on the ftp site still reflect the v.2 version of TMN11 and were not updated after the meeting.  The only major step forward since Red Bank was the availability of the achor bitstreams for Internet packet lossy testing, as documented in Q15-J-10.  The chairman believes that the quality of the error resilient coding based on H.263V.2 syntax now fairly high, and expects no significant further development in this area.

H.263++ and respective test model enhancements

Some activity on the reflector in late April focussed on H.263++ error resilience aspects, particularly on tradeoff aspects between coding efficiency and error resilience in Annex U.  This topic is also reflected in several contributions to this meeting, for example Q15-J-31, and Q15-J-33.  These contributions seem to cover all aspects of the relector discussions, and hence there is no need for additional review in this report.

For this meeting, Q15-J-51 was registered that should contain a test model description for the use of Annex U.  The document was not available at time of writing.  Likely, it will not in depyth cover the error resilience aspects of Annex U, as the test model currently does not include any feedback based mechanisms, and error resilient Annex U coding relies on this technique.  No test model description was mae available yet for Annex V or the error resilience aspects of Annex W.  For both Annexes there are older documents available that provide guidelines on their use in error prone environments.  One outcome of this meeting might be a decision on whether to include such mechanisms into the TMN.

H.26L activities

Already in Geneva, but also in this meeting a contribution specifically addresses the need for Slices in H.26L (Q15-J-18).  In addition, the data partitioning scheme discussed in Red Bank saw implementation experience by at least two independent parties.  While Q15-J-23 follows in detail the common conditions for mobile (Q15-I-60), Q15-J-53 covers the packet lossy case without closely following the common conditions.


























































































































































































