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Subjective Quality Management Scheme for Video Services in Mobile Environments
Beom-Joon Kim’

o oF
I =

of.
ox

skl S ol7] el #2397k % et e Fesh 84

gol 7128 Mg el Yol AHEE T ek ey 4 Aulae) FAL Aol A
ol | olgAolet & 4 gk wehd B wRolAt wulel ol F3

9= 9 Auj~ FA B wels Aokela o]E 93k A AHES 3]
S [e}

HAE B 8402 B3 5 glev 7o Zez 7der

(o3

)
4
o
ol

o2 iz (o N m¥

G A= uFo] AR FopA L glnk dHUE T3 ~EY FHE AT

= i

o

o
=
of
o
R
=
3
=2
=
ol

e
i

B

o,
o
ofr
ol
oE o rir M x
e
N,
o,
N

oZ, )
flo o

>
7

o ok
2= Ay )

ABSTRACT

Video services over Internet is getting important. Since the service quality of the video service provided by streaming
over Intermet may be degraded, the quality assessment and management are very important. Currently the objective method
based on the measured values of parameters is being widely used for video services. The subjective assessment, however, is
more ideal in that the quality that is experienced by human. This paper, therefore, proposes a subjective quality management
scheme for video service in a mobile environment that overcomes the limitations of the subjective method. The proposed
scheme is expected to contribute to implement a more efficient quality management system for video services in a mobile
environment.
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