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Comparison of subjective video quality assessment methods for

multimedia applications
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Abstract

In this paper, we compared two subjective assessment methods DSCQS(Double Stimulus Continuous Quality Scale method)
and ACR(Absolute Category Rating). These methods are widely used in order to evaluate video quality for multimedia
application. We performed subjective quality tests using DSCQS and ACR methods. The subjective scores obtained by the
DSCQS and ACR methods show that these methods are highly correlated in terms of MOS(Mean Opinion Score) and have
slightly lower correlation in terms of DMOS(Difference Mean Opinion Score). The results indicate that ACR method is an

effective subjective quality assessment method, which shows compatible performance with DSCQS method and can evaluate
a larger number of video sequences.
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Fig. 1. Presentation of video sequences for the DSCQS method
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