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Introduction

This document reports on the progress of activity of the H.263++ Development ad-hoc committee for the period between the ITU-T Q.15/16 video coding experts group meeting in Portland June 24-27, 1997 and that in Sunriver on September 8-11, 1997.  The mission of the group was to consider the need for adopting additional incremental enhancements to Recommendation H.263 beyond those the current H.263+ draft.

Status

The activity of the group was carried out via the advanced video email reflector at Iterated Systems (itu-adv-video@listserv.iterated.com) and the ftp site at PictureTel (ftp://standard.pictel.com/video-site).  The output of that activity consists of this report (Q15-B-08).

There was little direct discussion of H.263++ on our email reflector since our last meeting, although there were some discussions of technical features that could be considered as H.263++ features if adopted as such (e.g., long motion vectors, generalized scalability, adaptive quantization).  However, it is fundamentally important for us to review our workplan.  This was the subject of one email message by the chairman (Gary Sullivan 9/2/97 21:20) which forms the basis for the content that follows.

Here is the current status of H.263++ as seen by the chairman:

No serious effort has taken place up to this time to adopt a draft of an H.263++ text, or even a solid workplan.

It is anticipated that such a serious level of effort can get under way in December ’97.

I believe it would not be terribly difficult for us to find some useful extensions of H.263.  People continue to have new good ideas.

However, there appears to be little eagerness on the part of system implementers for more additional optional features to be added to H.263 at this time.

We should give the world some time to absorb the H.263+ revisions and to provide some feedback on the success of that effort.

I do not get the sense that there is a huge backlog of current features which are ready, waiting, and worthy for H.263++ standardization.

ITU-T SG16 guidelines generally prohibit issuing revisions of standards more often than every two years, although there is some controversy about whether or not this applies to optional enhancement extensions.

Here are three possible workplans for discussion:

Workplan 1: The Deliberative Approach

Meeting�Approx Date�Type�Activity��b�Sep ‘97�Experts�Adoption of Workplan��c�Dec ‘97�Experts�Start of Significant Effort��d�Jan ‘98�SG16���e�Apr ‘98�Experts�First Formal Draft Adoptions��f�Jul ‘98�Experts���g�Oct ‘98�SG16���h�Jan ‘99�Experts�Last Formal Draft Adoptions��i�Apr ‘99�Experts���j�Jul ‘99�SG16���k�Oct ‘99�Experts���l�Jan ‘00�Experts�Final Draft for Determination��m�Apr ‘00�SG16�Determination��n�Jul ‘00�Experts�Bug-checking��o�Oct ‘00�Experts�Final Draft for Decision��p�Jan ‘01�SG16�Decision��

Workplan 2: The Two-Year Goal Approach

Meeting�Approx Date�Type�Activity��b�Sep ‘97�Experts�Adoption of Workplan��c�Dec ‘97�Experts�Start of Significant Effort��d�Jan ‘98�SG16���e�Apr ‘98�Experts�First Formal Draft Adoptions��f�Jul ‘98�Experts�Last Formal Draft Adoptions��g�Oct ‘98�SG16���h�Jan ‘99�Experts���i�Apr ‘99�Experts�Final Draft for Determination��j�Jul ‘99�SG16�Determination��k�Oct ‘99�Experts�Bug-checking��l�Jan ‘00�Experts�Final Draft for Decision��m�Apr ‘00�SG16�Decision��

Workplan 3: The Rapid-Fire Approach

Meeting�Approx Date�Type�Activity��b�Sep ‘97�Experts�Adoption of Workplan��c�Dec ‘97�Experts�Start of Significant Effort��d�Jan ‘98�SG16�First Formal Draft Adoptions��e�Apr ‘98�Experts�Last Formal Draft Adoptions��f�Jul ‘98�Experts�Final Draft for Determination��g�Oct ‘98�SG16�Determination��h�Jan ‘99�Experts�Bug-checking��i�Apr ‘99�Experts�Final Draft for Decision��j�Jul ‘99�SG16�Decision��

My own personal preference is to adopt the deliberative approach and to ensure that we require a high level of justification for the adoption of each proposed enhancement feature.  However, if we can currently identify specific features which already meet a very high level of justification and for which the deliberative approach would be an unacceptable road-block, then we should adopt a more rapid pace.

We must also continually review the status of H.263++ as the H.263L effort evolves.

Conclusions

H.263++ has not yet formalized a workplan or created a draft.  It is important for us to formulate a plan for our work.  Three possible workplans have been outlined herein.  It is anticipated that the activity of H.263++ will commence at a more serious level with our December meeting.
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