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1.0 Introduction
Noel O’Connor (DCU) presented the welcome note for the meeting. The meeting was started by presenting the agenda to the members of the meeting. 
WP6.2 – Research resource sharing

The discussion in this task would address the following issues.

· Report on questionnaire responses

· Repository requirement and structure

· Plan for gathering resources

· TRECVid Initiative

· Current status

· Planned participation

· Partners involved

· Next steps

· Other initiatives

· Discussion of initial steps

· Next steps.

Questionnaire Responses: Tools analysis
Noel O’Connor presented the analysis of the responses received for tools questionnaire and is summarized as below.

· Number of partners contributing tools: 8

· Total no. of tools: 8

· Tools currently available: 13

· Copyright: 6 – public and 26 restricted to K-Space

Analysis of the partner contribution
· DCU: 10 tools

· QMUL: 7 tools

· TUB: 4 tools

· JRS: 3 tools

· UEP: 3 tools

· KU: 3 tools

· DFKI: 1 tool

· ITI-CERTH: 1 tool

GU and CWI agreed to contribute on the planned tools for future purpose.

AP.2.6.1 (GU and CWI): To fill the questionnaires on planned contribution. Date: 2006-04-15.

AP.2.6.2 (EURECOM): To finalize the status on the existing tools and planned tools and to report to DCU. Date: 2006-04-15.

Ebroul Izquierdo (QMUL) mentioned the need for partners to contribute to the tools and resources, since almost only the consortium has contributed on resource sharing. Also he mentioned the need for another category for incorporating the ontologies.
Noel O’Connor (DCU) mentioned that the initial repository of tools and content will be setup and then based on the feedback from partners, the tools will be categorized.

AP.2.6.3 (ALL): To submit the planned resources to DCU. Date: 2006-04-15
Noel O’Connor continued the presentation with the analysis of responses for the content received from partners.

· Number of partners contributing content: 3

· Total number of datasets: 6

Individual partner contribution is listed below.

· TUB: 3

· NUE Face detection and tracking database (Video)

· NUE Object tracking database (Video)

· NUE static background segmentation database (Video)
· DFKI

· SmartWeb Football dataset

· SESCO Annotation tag-set

· CWI

· Interview with America (annotated video)

The group was engaged in the discussion on possible sources of content, some of the sources mentioned were internet movie archive, open video project, public domain torrents of classic and b-movies and Vanderbilt university television news archive.

AP.2.6.4 (DCU): To further investigate the details of content sources. Date: 2006-09-20.
The discussion continued on the repository structure and the requirement, some of the general requirements discussed were, flexible management of access rights, browsing and searching capabilities, common look and feel for the repository.
Craig Stewart (QMUL) mentioned it would be better to monitor the traffic of content usage and number of downloads. Also he mentioned that this will be added with the teaching resources
The group generally expressed concerns about the registering facility which could easily put off people from downloading and using the content. Simon Schenk (KU) proposed the use of optional 3 fields, likely name, occupation and purpose, which was agreed by the group.

The next discussion concentrated on structure of the repository, central and distributed. Noel O’Connor (DCU) proposed a hybrid solution as follows.

· Central tools for search browsing of metadata information that describes objects in the repository

· Some resources can be downloaded directly from the repository while others from their official web-sites.

AP.2.6.5 (DCU): To circulate the repository proposal. Date: 2006-04-30.
AP.2.6.6 (DCU): First implementation of the repository featuring DCU tools and tools with existing web-pages based on RIB. Date: 2006-05-10.

AP.2.6.7 (ALL): To provide feedback on the repository. Date: 2006-05-14.

AP.2.6.8 (DCU, ALL): To gather resources in the repository. This will include collection of tools which do not have already their own official web-page and which are ready. Date: 2006-05-30.

AP.2.6.9 (DCU): To propose the methodology, information requirement and etc for adding tools as they become available. Date: 2006-06-30.
AP.2.6.10 (DCU): To investigate the public content domain and report. Date: 2006-09-20.

Noel O’Connor (DCU) started the discussion on the TRECVid 2006 initiative from K-Space perspective, by presenting an overall structure and requirements.

Active participants must complete at least one task from the following.

· Shot boundary detection

· Identify the shot boundaries (location and type)

· High level feature extraction

· Detection of concepts, e.g. Indoor/Outdoor, people, speech and etc.

· For each feature, return the list of at most 2000 shots from the test collection

· Search

· Given the test collection, topic, the common shot boundaries reference and donated figures, return a ranked list of at most 1000 shots best satisfying the following need.

· Fully automatic

· Manually assisted

· No feedback, but human interaction

· Interactive

· Feedback on the query.

· Rushes

· Raw material used to produce a video
· 20 to 40 times as much material may be shot as actually becomes part of the finished product

· Usually only natural sound

· Highly reparative

· Video Data

· Television news from Nov. 2004

· Rushes provided by BBC archive

· Discovery data in windows media format

· Development Vs test data

· Training

· Video and common annotation on the 2005 development data.

· 7.5 hrs removed from the 2006 TV news and is used as shot boundary test data.

· Some subset of discovery data

· Testing

· Distribution

· The shot boundary test data shipped by NIST on DVD’s.

· Other data handled by LDV using 250GB loaner IDE drives

· Ancillary data associated with test data.

The discussion continued with the potential topics for TRECVid 2006. Noel O’Connor presented the examples from the previous TRECVid workshops. The topics express the need for video concerning people, things, events, locations etc. He also mentioned that topics asking for a specific video event will be much more frequent this year. Then he presented the template for topics.
· Title

· Brief textual description

· Examples of what is wanted

· Reference to a video clip

· Reference to an image

· Reference to audio

Then the TRECVid mile stones were presented.

· 2006-03-15: LDC begins shipping 2005 data to new participants for use in traning.

· 2006-04-01: Rushes proposal(s) complete, Guidelines complete. LDC begins shipping hard drives with 2006 data to all participants.

· 2006-07-14: Shot boundary test collection DVD’s shipped by NIST

· 2006-08-11: Search topics available from web-site

· 2006-08-15: Shot boundary detection submissions due at NIST for evaluation

· 2006-08-21: Feature extraction tasks submissions due at NIST for evaluation and feature extraction donations due at NIST

· 2006-08-25: Feature extraction donations available for partners, and results of shot boundary evaluations returned to participants.

· 2006-08-29 to 2006-10-13: Search and feature assessment at NIST.

· 2006-09-15: Search task submissions due at NIST for evaluation

· 2006-09-19: Results of feature extraction evaluations returned to participants.

· 2006-10-18: Results for search evaluations returned to participants.

· 2006-11-07: Workshop registration closes.

· 2007-03-01: Final versions of TRECVid 2006 papers due at NIST.

Noel O’Connor asked the partners for panned participation, with a proposal for K-Space participation.
Proposal: 

· K-Space to participate in search task only.

· Required to build a CBIR system, which will lead partners to force integration and will provide a good demonstrator for the project review.

· Doesn’t prohibit work on other tasks, e.g. shot boundary detection, feature extraction.

· Finally, this task contains more development time compared to other tasks.

All partners presented a list potential modules to be contributed to this initiative.

· DCU (to participate within K-Space and individually): system integration, query interface, shot boundary detection, key feature extraction, low level feature extraction
· ITI-CERTH: Region segmentation, detection of concepts, generation of metadata (OWL)

· JRS: Camera motion, shot similarity by colour and texture

· GU (to participate within K-Space and individually): retrieval model (fusion)

· DFKI: structuring transcripts, ASR, topic analysis

· EURECOM (to participate within K-Space and individually): feature extraction and segmentation

· QMUL: Visual based RF module, shot boundary detection, binary scene classification.

· TUB: Audio segmentation (speech, music), speaker segmentation and face detection.

· UEP: image classification/indexing based on LSA (static images).

DFKI, TUB and GU expressed interest over to obtain the previous year data. 

Noel O’Connor started the discussion on other initiatives with World Cup.
AP.2.6.11 (GU, DCU, QMUL): To analyze SmartWeb data corpus. Date: 2006-06-15.
AP.2.6.12 (QMUL): To contact DW for data corpus. Date: 2006-03-31.

AP.2.6.13 (GU and DFKI): To identify the overlapping data between the data corpus. Date: 2006-04-17.

AP.2.6.14 (GU, DCU and QMUL): To provide initial analysis results to DFKI. Date: 2006-07-30.

AP.2.6.15 (DFKI): To perform further alignment between sources. Date: 2006-09-19.

Noel O’Connor also presented some initiatives in parallel to TRECVid 2006 initiative as listed below.
· Ideas for a standalone demonstrator

· Investigation of SmartWeb integration methodology.

· Semi-automatic segmentation tool for video as a part of WP3 initiative.

Craig Stewart (QMUL) announced the next meeting date and time.
K-Space technical meeting: 27th and 28th in Athens

TRECVid meeting: 4th and 5th in Dublin.

Partners were requested to bring demonstrator tools to the TRECVid meeting, upon which the system architecture will be designed.

Summary of Action Points:
	Action
	Partner Responsible
	Description
	Date
	Status

	AP.2.6.1
	GU and CWI
	To fill the questionnaires on planned contribution
	2006-04-15
	

	AP.2.6.2
	EURECOM
	To finalize the status on the existing tools and planned tools and to report to DCU
	2006-04-15
	

	AP.2.6.3
	ALL
	To submit the planned resources to DCU
	2006-04-15
	

	AP.2.6.4
	DCU
	To further investigate the details of content sources
	2006-09-20
	

	AP.2.6.5
	DCU
	To circulate the repository proposal
	2006-04-30
	

	AP.2.6.6
	DCU
	First implementation of the repository featuring DCU tools and tools with existing web-pages based on RIB
	2006-05-10
	

	AP.2.6.7
	ALL
	To provide feedback on the repository. 
	2006-05-14
	

	AP.2.6.8
	DCU, ALL
	To gather resources in the repository. This will include collection of tools which do not have already their own official web-page and which are ready
	2006-05-30
	

	AP.2.6.9
	DCU
	To propose the methodology, information requirement and etc for adding tools as they become available
	2006-06-30
	

	AP.2.6.10
	DCU
	To investigate the public content domain and report
	2006-09-20
	

	AP.2.6.11
	GU, DCU and QMUL
	To analyze SmartWeb data corpus
	2006-06-15
	

	AP.2.6.12
	QMUL
	To contact DW for data corpus
	2006-03-31
	

	AP.2.6.13
	GU and DFKI
	To identify the overlapping data between the data corpus
	2006-04-17
	

	AP.2.6.14
	GU, DCU and QMUL
	To provide initial analysis results to DFKI
	2006-07-30
	

	AP.2.6.15
	DFKI
	To perform further alignment between sources
	2006-09-19
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