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Figure 3. PSNR comparison under different packet loss rates, CIF Foreman sequence is used, target bitrate is1Mbps, (a)

GOP length150 (b) GOP length15

inserted, the PSNR inside one GOP is more stable than RMV, while for the RMV approach, intra

coding is not used, and consequently the PSNR inside one GOP drops incessantly.

In all the previous experiments, the channel packet loss rate is assumed to be available at the

encoder, this can be implemented with the Real Time Control Protocol (RTCP) [20]. However, in

practical situation, feedback packet loss rate information may be delayed from the decoder. Therefore,

the packet loss rate used by the encoder in its RD optimization process may not be exactly identical

to the actual packet loss rate. To further evaluate the performances of the proposed JRVIR approach


