
MCIF Profiling WG meeting #4 
27 August 2019 

Attendees 
Jill Boyce (Intel), Alan Stein (InterDigital), Lukasz Litwic (Ericsson), Masaru Ikeda (Sony ), Jud Cary 

(CableLabs), Walt Husak (Dolby), Brian Lee (Dolby), Justin Ridge (Nokia), Sean McCarthy (Dolby), 

Teruhiko Suzuki (Sony) 

Agenda: 
• Review of Agenda 

• Public availability of documents 

• Update on JVET profiling-related activities 

• Review of minutes of June 2019 meeting 

• Discussion about MCIF sub-profile definition process 

• Future plans 

 

Presentation of slide deck.  

Discussion: 
Question: There may be discussion about technical matters on the profiling WG email reflector, so 

should it be public?  

Response: This is a question to raise to the board. Could make a public read-only archive, without 

opening full participation to the email reflector, e.g. read access without ability to send email to the 

reflector. 

 

• Mechanism for sub-profile definition 

• Register MC-IF for an ITU-T T.35 manufacturer code, allocate code points for sub-profiles 

• Any other options? 

No other suggestions. Proceeding with ITU-T T.35 is OK. 

 

• Requirements for applications 

• How difficult should it be? 

• Should conformance bitstreams be required? 

Comment: Should be relatively few sub-profiles defined, so OK to set a high bar for acceptance or a sub-

profile. 



Suggestion: Should a fee be charged to request a sub-profile? Charging a fee could help MC-IF budget.  

Responses: MC-IF needs to act in the industry’s interest. Charging a fee may make it more likely that 

sub-profiles would be defined outside of MC-IF.  Fees could be charged as long as they are reasonable, 

and MC-IF remains a non-profit. The fee charged might change over time if the MC-IF reputation for sub-

profile definition is established. 

 

Question: How can sub-profiling be used in enforcement? 

Response: Sub-profiles can only be used to reduce capabilities of a profile already defined by JVET. A 

sub-profile can avoid use of optional tools, but not add tools or replace tools, and the bitstream must 

still conform to the full profile. A bitstream is labeled to indicate which tools it will not use, using 

constraint flags. The actual sub-profiles themselves won’t be defined in the VVC spec. 

Suggested additional requirements: 

1. Prove that a bitstream conforming to the sub-profile can be decoded by a decoder that 

conforms to the full profile, which ignores the sub-profile indicator. (This could be part of the 

cross-check.) 

2. Describe the use case and motivation for the sub-profile, with components TBD. Why is the 

existing full profile not suitable for your needs? Who are the expected users, e.g. what industry? 

Response: These two suggestions are agreed to. 

Requesters would be invited to a Profiling WG meeting to present their proposal. 

 

Question: Could a sub-profile require the presence of an SEI message?  Should we explicitly allow or 

disallow requiring an SEI message? Suggestion to disallow.  

Response: Will require additional thinking. 

 

Suggestion: Any voting should be delayed, and conducted after the initial presentation of a proposal to 

add a sub-profile. 

Response: Agreed. 

 

Question: Who can vote on sub-profile? Is participation in the Profiling WG required? 

Response: Each member company can vote, and a majority of those voting are needed to advance a 

recommendation to the board. Don’t limit voting to Profiling WG participants, but allow all MC-IF 

member companies to vote, and communicate about the vote on the main MCIF reflector. The 

mechanism for voting would need to be determined, we would expect VTM and/or Causeway to be used 

for voting offline during a voting period, rather than requiring attendance at a Profiling WG meeting. 



 

Question: Should a simple majority be sufficient for the sub-profile agreement, or should it require a 

higher percentage of the votes? 

Response: Needs to be further discussed. 

 

Volunteers to work on a proposal process document: Jill Boyc, Alan Stein, Lucasz Litwic, Justin Ridge  

Make a draft document available, circulate before the next WG meeting, so that it could be discussed at 

the next meeting. Next meeting expected to take place in November. 

No Profiling WG meeting at the MC-IF Members meeting in September at IBC, but expect to have an 

update to the meeting about the Profiling WG activities. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


