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TITLE:
Corrections needed to new H.263 Annexes in COM 16-140

Summary

We note the presence of a few minor problems in the white document draft containing the new Annexes U, V, and W to Recommendation H.263 (COM 16-140).  We ask for those problems to be corrected.

Issue #1: Confusion of GOB and Video Picture Segment in Annex U

It is our understanding that when ERPS layer information is sent in GOB-structured coding, the intent is for the ERPS layer to apply to a video picture segment (as defined in Annex R) rather than a GOB.  This distinction will make a difference whenever a video picture segment includes more than one GOB.

Suggested Correction: Change references to GOB regions to instead refer to video picture segments as necessary to clarify that ERPS layer information is intended to apply to video picture segments rather than GOBs.

Issue #2: Confusion of SPHI and SPWI in Annex U

There is a confusion of height and width in subclause U.3.1.5.14.

Suggested Correction: Change “SPWI specifies the height …” to “SPHI specifies the height …”

Issue #3: Confusion between Decrementing and Incrementing of Indices in Annex U

In the last bullet item of subclause U.4.5, the text refers to incremented indices, when the relevant indices have been decremented, not incremented.  (This section also seems somewhat confusing and perhaps a simpler, clearer description should be sought for the process.)

Suggested Correction: Change the word “incremented” to “decremented” in the sentence: “The specified picture is assigned to a default relative index of one plus the highest of the incremented default relative indices, or zero if there are no such incremented indices.”

Issue #4: Conditions for Presence of PNI parameter in Annex U

In subclause U.3.1.2, the text says that PNI is “always present at the GOB or slice layer” when in fact it is only present when the ERPS mode is in use.

Suggested Correction: Change “always present at the GOB or slice layer” to “always present at the GOB or slice layer when the ERPS mode is in use”.
Issue #5: Start-Code Emulation Prevention in Annex V

Subclause V.2.3.3 states that "A MVD=0 (codeword "1") shall be inserted between any two consecutive MVD's that are both equal to 1 (codeword "000")."  It is our understanding that the intent was to place the extra codeword after the two MVDs in question rather than between them.

Suggested Correction: Change the sentence above to read as follows: "The MVpartition shall be scanned from left to right and a MVD=0 (codeword "1") shall be inserted after any two MVD's that are both equal to 1 (codeword "000").  If a third MVD=1 codeword follows these two MVD=1 codewords in the original bitstream (before insertion), it shall be considered the first MVD=1 codeword detected in the remaining codewords in the MV partition.  It shall not be considered a second MVD=1 codeword, and shall not have a MVD=0 codeword inserted after it."

