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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF DELAWARE

WI-LAN INC,,

Plaintiff,
C.A. No. 15-cv-787-LPS-CJB
V.
JURY TRIAL DEMANDED
SANSUI AMERICA, INC.,

ORION AMERICA, INC,, and
ORION ELECTRIC CO., LTD.

Defendants.
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PLAINTIFF’'S FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT

Plaintiff Wi-LAN Inc., by and through its undersigned counsel, files this First Amended
Complaint for Patent Infringement against Defendants Sansui America, Inc., Orion America,
Inc., and Orion Electric Co., Ltd. (collectively, “Defendants”).

THE PARTIES

1. Plaintiff Wi-LAN Inc. (“Wi-LAN”) is a corporation formed under the laws of the
country of Canada with its principal place of business at 303 Terry Fox Drive, Suite 300, Ottawa,
Ontario, Canada, K2K 3J1. Wi-LAN is a leading technology innovation and licensing business
actively engaged in research, development, and licensing of new technologies.

2. Sansui America, Inc. (“Sansui America”) is a company organized under the laws
of the State of Delaware, having a principal place of business at 28 W. Grand Ave, Suite # 2,
Montvale, New Jersey 07645. Upon information and belief, Sansui America may be served with
process by serving its registered agent, United Corporate Services, Inc., 874 Walker Rd., Suite C,

Dover, Delaware 19904.
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3. Orion Electric Co., Ltd. (“Orion Electric”) is a company organized under the laws
of Japan having a principal place of business at 41-1 lehisa-cho Echizen-shi Fukui 915-8555
Japan. Upon information and belief, Orion Electric may be served with process in Japan pursuant
to the Hague Convention on the Service Abroad of Judicial and Extrajudicial Documents in Civil
or Commercial Matters.

4, Orion America, Inc. d/b/a Orion Sales, Inc. (“Orion America”) is a company
organized under the laws of the State of Illinois, having a place of business at 3471 North Union
Drive, Olney Illinois 62450. Upon information and belief, Orion America may be served with
process by serving its registered agent, United Corporate Services, Inc., 901 S. 2" Street, Suite
201, Springfield, Illinois 62704.

5. Upon information and belief, Orion America is a wholly owned subsidiary of
Orion Electric and/or acts as agent for Orion Electric. Orion Electric, Orion America, and/or
Sansui America sell or provide display products such as digital televisions for sale or resale
under the “Sansui” brand name. Sansui America and Orion America acted or acts as sales agents
for Orion Electric. And Orion America acts as a sales agent for Sansui America and provides
customer support and warrants the products for its Sansui branded display products and/or those
display products of Sansui America.

6. Upon information and belief, Defendants have conducted and regularly conduct
business within this District, have purposefully availed themselves of the privileges of
conducting business in this District, and have sought protection and benefit from the laws of the

State of Delaware.
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JURISDICTION AND VENUE

7. This action arises under the Patent Laws of the United States, 35 U.S.C. § 1, et
seq., including 35 U.S.C. 8§ 271, 281, 283, 284, and 285. This Court has subject matter
jurisdiction over this case for patent infringement under 28 U.S.C. §8 1331 and 1338(a).

8. As further detailed herein, this Court has personal jurisdiction over Sansui
America. Sansui America is amenable to service of summons for this action. Furthermore,
personal jurisdiction over Sansui America in this action comports with due process. Sansui
America has conducted and regularly conducts business within the United States and this
District. Sansui America has purposefully availed itself of the privileges of conducting business
in the United States, and more specifically in Delaware and this District. Sansui America has
sought protection and benefit from the laws of the State of Delaware by placing infringing
products into the stream of commerce through an established distribution channel with the
awareness and/or intent that they will be purchased by consumers in this District.

9. Sansui America — directly or through intermediaries (including distributors,
retailers, and others), subsidiaries, alter egos, and/or agents — ships, distributes, offers for sale,
and/or sells its products in the United States and this District. Sansui America has purposefully
and voluntarily placed one or more of its infringing products, as described below, into the stream
of commerce with the awareness and/or intent that they will be purchased by consumers in this
District. Sansui America knowingly and purposefully ships infringing products into and within
this District through an established distribution channel. These infringing products have been and
continue to be purchased by consumers in this District. Upon information and belief, through
those activities, Sansui America has committed the tort of patent infringement in this District
and/or has induced others to commit patent infringement in this District. Plaintiff’s cause of

action for patent infringement arises directly from Sansui America’s activities in this District.
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10.  As further detailed herein, this Court has personal jurisdiction over Orion Electric.
Orion Electric is amenable to service of summons for this action. Furthermore, personal
jurisdiction over Orion Electric in this action comports with due process. Orion Electric has
conducted and regularly conducts business within the United States and this District. Orion
Electric has purposefully availed itself of the privileges of conducting business in the United
States, and more specifically in Delaware and this District. Orion Electric has sought protection
and benefit from the laws of the State of Delaware by placing infringing products into the stream
of commerce through an established distribution channel with the awareness and/or intent that
they will be purchased by consumers in this District.

11.  Orion Electric individually, through its agents and/or as an agent for Sansui
America — directly or through intermediaries (including distributors, retailers, and others),
subsidiaries, alter egos, and/or agents — ships, distributes, offers for sale, and/or sells its products
in the United States and this District. Orion Electric has purposefully and voluntarily placed one
or more of its infringing products, as described below, into the stream of commerce with the
awareness and/or intent that they will be purchased by consumers in this District. Orion Electric
knowingly and purposefully ships infringing products into and within this District through an
established distribution channel. These infringing products have been and continue to be
purchased by consumers in this District. Upon information and belief, through those activities,
Orion Electric has committed the tort of patent infringement in this District and/or has induced
others to commit patent infringement in this District. Plaintiff’s cause of action for patent
infringement arises directly from Orion Electric’s activities in this District.

12.  Venue is proper in this Court according to the venue provisions set forth by 28

U.S.C. 88 1391(b)-(d) and 1400(b). Orion Electric is subject to personal jurisdiction in this

PLAINTIFF’S FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT PAGE 4



Case 1:15-cv-00787-LPS-CJB Document 14 Filed 01/15/16 Page 5 of 28 PagelD #: 130

District, and therefore is deemed to reside in this District for purposes of venue. Upon
information and belief Orion Electric has committed acts within this judicial District giving rise
to this action and does business in this District, including but not limited to making sales in this
District, providing service and support to their respective customers in this District, and/or
operating an interactive website, available to persons in this District that advertises, markets,
and/or offers for sale infringing products.

13. Orion America individually, as the wholly owned subsidiary of Orion Electric
and/or as the agent of Orion Electric and/or Sansui America — directly or through intermediaries
(including distributors, retailers, and others), subsidiaries, alter egos, and/or agents — ships,
distributes, offers for sale, and/or sells its products in the United States and this District. Orion
America has purposefully and voluntarily placed one or more of its infringing products, as
described below, into the stream of commerce with the awareness and/or intent that they will be
purchased by consumers in this District. Orion America knowingly and purposefully ships
infringing products into and within this District through an established distribution channel.
These infringing products have been and continue to be purchased by consumers in this District.
Upon information and belief, through those activities, Orion America has committed the tort of
patent infringement in this District and/or has induced others to commit patent infringement in
this District. Plaintiff’s cause of action for patent infringement arises directly from Orion
America’s activities in this District.

14.  Venue is proper in this Court according to the venue provisions set forth by 28
U.S.C. 88 1391(b)-(d) and 1400(b). Orion America is subject to personal jurisdiction in this
District, and therefore is deemed to reside in this District for purposes of venue. Upon

information and belief Orion America has committed acts within this judicial District giving rise
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to this action and does business in this District, including but not limited to making sales in this
District, providing service and support to their respective customers in this District, and/or
operating an interactive website, available to persons in this District that advertises, markets,

and/or offers for sale infringing products.

BACKGROUND

A. The Patent-In-Suit.

15. U.S. Patent No. 6,359,654 titled “Methods and Systems for Displaying Interlaced
Video on Non-Interlaced Monitors” (“the 654 patent”) was duly and legally issued by the U.S.
Patent and Trademark Office on March 19, 2002, after full and fair examination. Stephen G.
Glennon, David A. G. Wilson, Michael J. Brunolli, and Benjamin Edwin Felts, I11 are the named
inventors listed on the ’654 patent. The *654 patent has been assigned to Plaintiff Wi-LAN Inc.,
and Plaintiff Wi-LAN Inc. holds all rights, title, and interest in the 654 patent, including the
right to collect and receive damages for past, present and future infringements. A true and correct
copy of the 654 patent is attached as Exhibit A and made a part hereof.

16. By assignment, Wi-LAN Inc. owns all right, title, and interest in and to the *654

patent (“the Patent-in-Suit”).

B. Defendants’ Infringing Conduct.

17.  Upon information and belief, Defendants make, use, cause to be used offer to
sell, and/or sell within, and/or import into the United States display products that incorporate the
fundamental technologies covered by the Patent-In-Suit. Upon information and belief, the
infringing display products include, but are not limited to, digital televisions. By way of

example only, Plaintiff identifies the Sansui SLED3900 and Sansui SLED 6520 digital
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televisions as infringing products of one or more of the Patent-in-Suit. Similar models of
Defendants’ digital televisions are believed to infringe as well.

18. By incorporating the fundamental inventions covered by the Patent-In-Suit,
Defendants can make improved products with features, including but not limited to, accurate
display of interlaced video on a non-interlaced display. Upon information and belief, third-party
distributors purchase and have purchased Defendants’ infringing display products for sale or
importation into, and use in, the United States, including this District. Upon information and
belief, third-party consumers use and have used Defendants’ infringing display products in the
United States, including this District. Upon information and belief Defendants use or cause to be
used infringing display products in the promotion and sale of said products.

19. Upon information and belief, Defendants have purchased infringing display
products that are made, used, caused to be used, offered for sale, sold within, and/or imported
into the United States, including this District by Orion Electric and/or third party manufacturers,

distributors, and/or importers.

COUNT |

Patent Infringement of U.S. Patent No. 6,359,654

20. Plaintiff repeats and re-alleges each and every allegation of paragraphs 1-19 as
though fully set forth herein.

21.  The ’654 patent is valid and enforceable.

22, Defendants have never been licensed, either expressly or impliedly, under the
"654 patent.

23. Upon information and belief, to the extent any marking or notice was required by

35 U.S.C. § 287, Plaintiff has complied with the requirements of that statute by providing actual
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or constructive notice to Sansui of its alleged infringement. Upon information and belief,
Plaintiff surmises that any express licensees of the *654 patent have complied with the marking
requirements of 35 U.S.C. § 287 by placing a notice of the ’654 patent on all goods made,
offered for sale, sold within, and/or imported into the United States that embody one or more
claims of that patent.

24. Upon information and belief, Defendants have been and are directly infringing
under 35 U.S.C. § 271(a), either literally or under the doctrine of equivalents, and/or indirectly
infringing, by way of inducement with specific intent under 35 U.S.C. § 271(b), the 654 patent
by making, using, offering to sell, and/or selling to third-party manufacturers, distributors, and/or
consumers (directly or through intermediaries and/or subsidiaries) in this District and elsewhere
within the United States and/or importing into the United States, without authority, display
products that include all of the limitations of one or more claims of the *654 patent, including but
not limited to digital televisions (e.g., Sansui SLED3900 and SLED 6520), their display
components, and/or other products made, used, caused to be used, sold, offered for sale, or
imported by Defendants that include all of the limitations of one or more claims of the 654
patent.

25. Upon information and belief, distributors and consumers that purchase
Defendants’ products that include all of the limitations of one or more claims of the *654 patent,
including but not limited to digital televisions (e.g., Sansui SLED3900 and SLED 6520), also
directly infringe, either literally or under the doctrine of equivalents, under 35 U.S.C. § 271(a),
the ’654 patent by using, offering to sell, and/or selling infringing display products in this

District and elsewhere in the United States.
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26. Upon information and belief, the third-party manufacturers, distributors, and
importers that sell display products to Defendants that include all of the limitations of one or
more claims of the 654 patent, also directly infringe, either literally or under the doctrine of
equivalents, under 35 U.S.C. § 271(a), the *654 patent by making, offering to sell, and/or selling
infringing products in this District and elsewhere within the United States and/or importing
infringing products into the United States.

27. Upon information and belief, Defendants had knowledge of the 654 patent and
its infringing conduct at least since October 16, 2013, when Defendants were formally placed on
notice of its infringement by letter to Kazuo Sasaki, General Manager, Legal Intellectual
Property Department of Orion Electric Co. Ltd.

28. Upon information and belief, since at least the above-mentioned date when
Plaintiff formally placed Defendants on notice of their infringement, Defendants have actively
induced, under U.S.C. § 271(b), third-party manufacturers, distributors, importers and/or
consumers to directly infringe one or more claims of the ’654 patent. Since at least the notice
provided on the above-mentioned date, Defendants do so with knowledge, or with willful
blindness of the fact, that the induced acts constitute infringement of the 654 patent. Upon
information and belief, Defendants intend to cause infringement by these third-party
manufacturers, distributors, importers, and/or consumers. Defendants haves taken affirmative
steps to induce their infringement by, inter alia, creating advertisements that promote the
infringing use of display products, creating established distribution channels for these products
into and within the United States, purchasing these products, manufacturing these products in
conformity with U.S. laws and regulations, warranting these products, distributing or making

available instructions or manuals for these products to purchasers and prospective buyers, and/or
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providing technical support, replacement parts, or services for these products to these purchasers
in the United States.

29. Despite having knowledge of the ’654 patent, Defendants have specifically
intended and continue to specifically intend for persons who acquire and use the products that
include all of the limitations of one or more claims of the ‘654 patent, including but not limited
to digital televisions (e.g., Sansui SLED3900 and SLEDG6520), including third-party
manufacturers, distributors, importers, and/or consumers, to use such devices in a manner that
infringes one or more claims of the *654 patent. This is evident when Defendants encourage
and instruct customers and other end users in the use and operation of the products via
advertisement and instructional materials.

30. In particular, despite having knowledge of the ’654 patent, Defendants have
provided, and continue to provide, instructional materials, such as user guides, owner manuals,
and similar online resources (available for example, via
http://www.sansuiproducts.com/support/support.html, and
http://www.sansuiproducts.com/support/downloads.html, and other instructional materials and
documentation provided or made available by Defendants to customers after purchase) that
specifically teach the customers and other end users to use the Defendants’ products in an
infringing manner. By providing such instructions, Defendants know (and have known), or
should know (and should have known), that their actions have, and continue to, actively induce
infringement.

31. Upon information and belief, Defendants’ acts of infringement of the 654 patent
have been willful and intentional. Since at least the above-mentioned date of notice, Defendants

acted with an objectively high likelihood that its actions constituted infringement of the ’654
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patent by refusing to take a license and continuing to make and sell its display products,
including but not limited to digital televisions (e.g., Sansui SLED3900 and SLED6520), and the
objectively-defined risk was either known or so obvious that it should have been known.

32.  As adirect and proximate result of these acts of patent infringement, Defendants
have encroached on the exclusive rights of Plaintiff and its licensees to practice the 654 patent,
for which Plaintiff is entitled to at least a reasonable royalty.

CONCLUSION

33. Plaintiff is entitled to recover from Defendants the damages sustained by Plaintiff
as a result of Defendants’ wrongful acts in an amount subject to proof at trial, which, by law,
cannot be less than a reasonable royalty, together with interest and costs as fixed by this Court.

34. Plaintiff has incurred and will incur attorneys’ fees, costs, and expenses in the
prosecution of this action. The circumstances of this dispute create an exceptional case within the
meaning of 35 U.S.C. § 285, and Plaintiff is entitled to recover its reasonable and necessary
attorneys’ fees, costs, and expenses.

JOINDER OF PARTIES

35. Plaintiff incorporates paragraphs 1 through 34 herein by reference.

36. Upon information and belief, Orion America is a wholly owned subsidiary of
Orion Electric and/or acts as agent for Orion Electric. Orion Electric, Orion America, and/or
Sansui America sell, sold, or provide display products such as televisions for sale or resale under
the “Sansui” brand name. Orion America and Sansui America act and/or acted as a sales agent
for Orion Electric. And Orion America acted and/or acts as a sales agent for Sansui America and
provides customer support and warrants the products for its Sansui branded display products

and/or those display products of Sansui America..
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37. On information and belief, Defendants have been participating individually, as
wholly owned subsidiaries or as agents of one another in or responsible for the making, having
made, offering for sale, selling, importing, and/or using the display products that are the subject
of Count I. Thus, for this Count, the right to relief against each individual Defendant is asserted
jointly and severally with the other Defendants.

38. The alleged infringements set forth in Count | arise out of the same transaction,
occurrence, or series of transactions or occurrences relating to the testing, making, using,
offering for sale, selling, and/or importing of the display products made the subject of Count I.

39.  Questions of fact common to all Defendants will arise in this action including, for
example, infringement by, or through use of, Sansui-branded products.

40. Thus, joinder of Sansui America, Orion America and Orion Electric is proper in
this litigation pursuant to 35 U.S.C. § 299(a).

JURY DEMAND

41. Plaintiff hereby requests a trial by jury pursuant to Rule 38 of the Federal Rules of
Civil Procedure.

PRAYER FOR RELIEF

42. Plaintiff respectfully requests that the Court find in its favor and against
Defendants , and that the Court grants Plaintiff the following relief:
A. A judgment that Defendants have infringed the Patent-In-Suit as alleged herein,
directly and/or indirectly by way of inducing infringement of such patents;
B. A judgment for an accounting of all damages sustained by Plaintiff as a result of

the acts of infringement by Defendants;
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C. A judgment and order requiring Defendants to pay Plaintiff damages under 35
U.S.C. § 284, including up to treble damages for willful infringement of the *654
patent as provided by 35 U.S.C. § 284, and any royalties determined to be
appropriate;

D. A permanent injunction enjoining Defendants and their officers, directors, agents,
servants, employees, affiliates, divisions, branches, subsidiaries, parents and all
others acting in concert or privity with them from direct and/or indirect
infringement of the Patent-In-Suit pursuant to 35 U.S.C. § 283;

E. A judgment and order requiring Defendants to pay Plaintiff pre-judgment and
post-judgment interest on the damages awarded;

F. A judgment and order finding this to be an exceptional case and requiring
Defendants to pay the costs of this action (including all disbursements) and
attorneys’ fees as provided by 35 U.S.C. 8§ 285; and

G. Such other and further relief as the Court deems just and equitable.
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Dated: January 11, 2016. Respectfully submitted,

FARNAN LLP

/s/ Brian E. Farnan

Brian E. Farnan (Bar No. 4089)
Michael J. Farnan (Bar No. 5165)
919 North Market Street, 12th Floor
Wilmington, Delaware 19801
302-777-0300 Telephone
302-777-0301 Facsimile
bfarnan@farnanlaw.com
mfarnan@farnanlaw.com

Monte M. Bond (pro hac vice)
Jeffrey R. Bragalone (pro hac vice)
Patrick J. Conroy (pro hac vice)
Terry Saad. (pro hac vice)
BRAGALONE CONROY P.C.
Chase Tower,

2200 Ross Ave., Suite 4500W
Dallas, Texas 75201
214-785-6670 Telephone
214-785-6680 Facsimile
mbond@bcpc-law.com
jbragalone@bcpc-law.com
pconroy@bcpc-law.com
tsaad@bcpc-law.com

Attorneys for Plaintiff
Wi-LAN, INC.
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a2z United States Patent (10) Patent No.:  US 6,359,654 B1
Glennon et al. 5) Date of Patent: Mar. 19, 2002
(54) METHODS AND SYSTEMS FOR 5517247 A * 5/1996 Correa et al. ............... 348/448
DISPLAYING INTERLACED VIDEO ON 5,621,470 A * 4/1997 Sid-Ahmed ................. 348/448
NON-INTERLACED MONITORS 5,646,094 A * 7/1997 Horita et al. ............... 348/448
5668602 A * 9/1997 Sid-Ahmed ................. 348/448
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(*) Notice:  Subject to any disclaimer, the term of this * cited by examiner
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U.S.C. 154(b) by 0 days. Assistant Examiner—Vivek Srivastava
(74) Attorney, Agent, or Firm—Jaquez & Associates;
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348/454, 455, 456, 458, 459, 446, 445, vertical offset of the two fields in accordance with the
443, 441, 558, 556, 555, 543, 544, 545, present invention. The first way is that the two fields can be
546, 576; HOTN 7/01, 11/20, 7/20 displayed at different positions on the display using a
non-interlaced display. The second way is that the video data

(56) References Cited can be altered to correct the positional offset between the
U.S. PATENT DOCUMENTS fields. Another method of the present invention is to lock the
frame rate of the output video to the incoming field rate or
4,426,661 A * 1/1984 Ol.(ada etal. .o.oooeeeenee 348/448 a multiple of the incoming field rate, or to certain sub-
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4698674 A 10/1987 Bloom ... ... 358/140 ~ match the incoming field time precisely. As long as each
5007257 A 3/1992 Clough et al. . ... 340/814 output frame is displayed exactly the predetermined number
5,117,280 A * 5/1992 Farley et al. .. ... 348/443 of times, the appearance of smooth motion will be main-
5,367,337 A * 11/1994 Pyle et al. ..... ... 348/521 tained.
5485217 A * 1/1996 Park .......... ... 348/448
5,504,531 A * 4/1996 Knee et al. ................. 348/448 18 Claims, 6 Drawing Sheets
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A B C D E
NTSC FIELD FILM TOTAL TIME IMAGE TOTAL TIME
FRAME FRAME CAPTURED IMAGE
USED | TRANSMITTED (ms) DISPLAYED (ms)
1 (ODD) 1 1
2 (EVEN) I 50
3 (ODD) 1 I 66.6
4 (EVEN) 2 33.3
5 (ODD) 2 2 333
6 (EVEN) 3
7(ODD) 3 50 3 133
§ (EVEN) 3
9 (ODD) 4 333 4 33.3
10 (EVEN) | 4
11 (ODD) 5 5
17 (EVEN) 5 50
13 (ODD) 5 3 66.6
14 (EVEN) 6 33.3
15 (ODD) 6 6 333
16 (EVEN) 7
17 (ODD) 7 50 7 333
18 (EVEN) 7
19 (ODD) 8 333 8 333
20 (EVEN) 8
21(0ODD) 0 9
22 (EVEN) 9 50
23 (ODD) 0 9 66.6
24 (ODD) 10 333
75 (EVEN) 10 10 333
26 (ODD) 11
77 (EVEN) 11 50 11 333
78 (ODD) 11
FIGURE 3

(PRIOR ART)
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BEGIN

CAPTURE FIRST AND SECOND
FIELDS OF EACH PAIR OF FIELDS
INTO RESPECTIVE BUFFERS

l

SCALE EACH OF THE FIRST AND
SECOND FIELDS OF EACH PAIR OF
FIELDS TO FILL VERTICAL RESOLUTION
OF THE NON-INTERLACED MONITOR

#

CONCURRENT WITH THE PREVIOUS
SCALING STEP, ADJUST A SELECTED
ONE OF THE FIRST FIELD OR
SECOND FIELD OF THE PAIR OF
FIELDS TO CORRECT FOR VERTICAL
OFFSET BETWEEN THE PAIRS OF FIELDS

|

DISPLAY THE FIRST FIELD OF
EACH PAIR OF FIELDS ON THE
NON-INTERLACED MONITOR IN

A FIRST TIME PERIOD

DISPLAY THE SECOND FIELD OF
EACH PAIR OF FIELDS ON THE
NON-INTERLACED MONITOR IN A
SECOND TIME PERIOD
SUBSEQUENT TO THE FIRST TIME

PERIOD

FIGURE 4
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BEGIN

CAPTURE FIRST AND SECOND
FIELDS OF EACH PAIR OF FIELDS

INTO RESPECTIVE BUFFERS AT
INTERLACED VIDEO DATA FIELD RATE

!

SCALE EACH OF THE FIRST AND
SECOND FIELDS OF EACH PAIR OF
FIELDS TO FILL VERTICAL RESOLUTION
OF THE NON-INTERLACED MONITOR

!

ADJUST A SELECTED ONE OF THE

FIRST FIELD OR SECOND FIELD OF

THE PAIR OF FIELDS TO CORRECT

FOR VERTICAL OFFSET BETWEEN
THE PAIRS OF FIELDS

'

SET THE FRAME DISPLAY RATE OF
THE NON-INTERLACED MONITOR TO A
MULTIPLE OF THE FIELD RATE OF THE

INTERLACED VIDEO DATA

'

LOCK FIRST AND SECOND FIELDS
OF EACH PAIR OF FIELDS TO THE SET
FRAME DISPLAY RATE

l

SEQUENTIALLY DISPLAY THE
FIRST AND SECOND FIELDS

ON NON-INTERLACED MONITOR

AT THE SET FRAME DISPLAY RATE

U.S. Patent Mar. 19, 2002

FIGURE 5
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| BEGIN l

CAPTURE FIRST AND SECOND
FIELDS OF EACH PAIR OF FIELDS INTO
DISTINCT RESPECTIVE BUFFERS AT
INTERLACED VIDEO DATA FIELD RATE

!

SCALE EACH OF THE FIRST AND
SECOND FIELDS OF EACH PAIR OF
FIELDS TO FILL VERTICAL RESOLUTION
OF THE NON-INTERLACED MONITOR

!

ADJUST A SELECTED ONE OF THE

FIRST FIELD OR SECOND FIELD OF

THE PAIR OF FIELDS TO CORRECT

FOR VERTICAL OFFSET BETWEEN
THE PAIRS OF FIELDS

l

SET THE FRAME DISPLAY RATE OF
THE NON-INTERLACED MONITOR TO A
MULTIPLE OF THE FIELD RATE OF THE

INTERLACED VIDEO DATA

U.S. Patent

Y

LOCK FIRST AND SECOND FIELDS
OF EACH PAIR OF FIELDS TO THE SET
FRAME DISPLAY RATE BY DETERMINING
DIFFERENCE IN FIELD RATE OF INTERLACED
VIDEO DATA AND THE SET FRAME DISPLAY RATE

!

SEQUENTIALLY DISPLAY THE
FIRST AND SECOND FIELDS

ON NON-INTERLACED MONITOR

AT THE SET FRAME DISPLAY RATE

FIGURE 6
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METHODS AND SYSTEMS FOR
DISPLAYING INTERLACED VIDEO ON
NON-INTERLACED MONITORS

CROSS-REFERENCE TO RELATED
PROVISIONAL APPLICATION

This application claims the benefit of U.S. Provisional
Application, Ser. No. 60/011,656, filed on Feb. 14, 1996.

FIELD OF THE INVENTION

The present invention relates to computer display
systems, and particularly to methods and systems for dis-
playing interlaced video on monitors which are non-
interlaced.

BACKGROUND OF THE INVENTION

Until now there have been two commonly used simple
methods for displaying interlaced video being fed into the
computer system on a computer monitor. These are normally
independent of whether the computer monitor is interlaced
or not, as even when the monitor is interlaced it normally
refreshes at a rate independent of the incoming video signal.

Throughout this description NTSC video is assumed for
the sake of illustrative examples, with references to 240 line
fields, 480 line frames, 60 fields per second and 30 frames
per second. This does not restrict the invention to NTSC or
the line counts or frame or field rates but is merely used for
simplicity. The invention is equally applicable to other video
standards such as, but not limited to, PAL with 288 line
fields, 576 line frames, 50 fields per second and 25 frames
per second.

The first method is just capturing one of the two fields,
and displaying 240 lines scaled (interpolated) up to 480 or
however many are in the current display mode. The special
case of scaling to 480 lines (line doubling) is currently used
in the art and is well documented. See pages 332-333 of
“Video Demystified: a Handbook for the Digital Engineers”
by Keith Jack, HighText Publication Inc., 1993 (referred to
herein as “Keith Jack”).

The second method is to perform simple de-interlacing
where both fields are captured into a single 480 line buffer
and double the buffer line length for a single field in order
to store a field in every other line. This is referred to as
“Field Merging” (see p. 333 of Keith Jack)

(1) Deinterlacing by interleaving two fields into a single
buffer

This method is fine in theory and provides better vertical
resolution than a single field 240 line capture, but gives very
objectionable results when viewing video with rapid hori-
zontal action (for example a football game), as noted in page
333 of Keith Jack.

As the two fields of a single video image are separated in
time by Veoth of a second, storing the later field interweaved
into the same buffer results in a image with a zipper like
appearance along high contrast vertical edges when rapid
horizontal motion takes place in the source video. This effect
is illustrated in FIG. 1 of the present application. Page 335,
FIG. 7 of Keith Jack uses a picture of a flying bird to
illustrate this artefact.

Another problem to compound these line to line zipper
like artefacts occurs when one needs to scale the resulting
480 line video up to different sizes. When one scales up by
line replication, at certain points in the vertical scaling it is
necessary to display one of the lines twice. If the image
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already has a repetitive left-right-left-right-left-right offset
on vertical edges, replicating a single line introduces what
appears as another break in the video. The effect can be seen
in FIG. 2.

These breaks appear in a regular pattern, dictated by the
scaling factor used to scale up from 480 lines to the
destination size (for example 600 or 768 lines).

Pages 333-336 of Keith Jack refer to advanced techniques
requiring detection of motion between fields on a pixel by
pixel basis requiring the storage of 4 fields. This processing
on a pixel by pixel basis would typically be expensive to
implement because of the requirement for storing 4 fields
and attempting to compare and process pixels from two
fields to generate each output pixel.

Vertical interpolation can help to reduce this second
artefact by attempting to interpolate between the lines from
the two fields, but still does not give visually pleasing
results.

(2) Displaying a single field per frame

Displaying a single field from a frame has an advantage,
but some definite problems. The advantage is that there are
none of the artefacts described above relating to the inter-
leaving of two time-separated fields into a single buffer.
There are three main problems. The first problem is that the
image generated is fundamentally lower resolution
vertically, coming from only 240 lines. Keith Jack refers to
this when discussing “Scan Line Duplication” and “Scan
Line Interpolation,” indicating that although the number of
lines is doubled, the vertical resolution is not increased from
the original data (see pages 332-333 of Keith Jack). In
addition, Keith Jack only deals with displaying on a 480 line
display where the number of lines is exactly doubled.
Further, Keith Jack only considers displaying a single field
because it does not consider the differing spatial aspects of
odd and even fields in an interlaced video source.

The second problem is that the image only changes 30
times per second, whereas the source interlaced data changes
60 times per second. Thirty frames per second is often
considered “full motion video,” indicating that it is good
enough to fool the human eye into perceiving smooth
motion. However, performing a side by side comparison of
30 and 60 frame per second video makes it apparent that 60
frames per second is noticeably smoother.

The third problem is that displaying a single field at a rate
of 30 fields per second interferes with 3:2 pull down
commonly used to transmit films shot at 24 frames per
second on an NTSC signal at 60 fields per second. With 3:2
pull down, a single film frame is transmitted for either two
or three NTSC fields in order to approximate to the nominal
30 frames per second of NTSC. FIG. 3 shows the relation-
ship of the film, the transmitted NTSC fields, and the images
displayed on the computer screen.

It can be seen from column C of FIG. 3 that on a
conventional TV the successive frames are displayed for 50
ms, 33.3 ms, 50 ms, 33.3 ms, 50 ms, and so on. This rapid
alternation between two display times which differ by a
factor of 1.5 gives a good impression of smooth motion on
a conventional TV.

From column E of FIG. 3, it can be seen that using and
displaying a single field results in the successive frames
being displayed for 66.6, 33.3, 33.3, 33.3, 66.6 ms, and so
on. Note that the period of the alternation between the short
display time and the long display time is two times that of
column C, and that the two display times differ by a factor
of 2.

Summarizing, column E has a higher variability in the
display time and a longer period in the variability. These two
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factors result in a noticeable jerkiness in the displayed
images, particularly in smooth but rapid horizontal pans in
the source film.

Note that in this simplistic analysis the effect of running
the video monitor attached to the computer at a rate other
than 60 Hz has been ignored. If the monitor is being
refreshed at another frequency, (for example the commonly
used 75 Hz), the artefacts introduced vary somewhat but the
displayed images still show a fundamental jerkiness.

Pages 358-361 of Keith Jack address issues regarding
field and frame rate conversion, but only for conversion
from a computer monitor non-interlaced to TV interlaced, or
from one interlaced standard to another. Keith Jack does not
address frame rate conversion from interlaced (e.g., TV) to
non-interlaced (e.g., computer monitor) systems. In
addition, it refers to the “3:2 pull down” technique illustrated
above in columns A and B (see its section on Field and
Frame Rate Conversion of page 361 and FIG. 9.36 of page
365) for conversion from 24 frames per second film to 60
fields per second NTSC.

SUMMARY OF THE INVENTION

The following inventions describe ways of displaying
interlaced video from sources such as MPEG 1, MPEG 2,
Broadcast TV, Cable TV, Satellite TV, Direct Broadcast
Satellite (PBS), Direct Satellite System (DSS), Video Tape
Recorders (VIR’s ), LaserDisc, and any other sources of
interlaced video, along with non-interlaced MPEG 1 video,
on computer systems.

One method used in the present invention is to display all
of the incoming fields but one at a time, and correcting for
the positional offset of one field relative to another in the
interlaced data. The method of doing this is to capture the
two fields into separate buffers, one for the odd field and one
for the even field. When one of the fields has been captured
into the buffer, the buffer is displayed, scaled to the
requested dimensions on the monitor using some scaling
hardware or software. That image is displayed until the next
field is captured into another buffer, and then the subsequent
image is displayed until the third field is captured into either
the original first buffer, or into another (third) buffer.

An important aspect of the present invention is the
correction of the positional offset of the two interlaced video
fields. There are two ways presented to deal with the vertical
offset of the two fields in accordance with the present
invention. The first way is that the two fields can be
displayed at different positions on the display using a
non-interlaced display. The second way is that the video data
can be altered to correct the positional offset between the
fields.

Another method of the present invention is to lock the
frame rate of the output video to the incoming field rate or
a multiple of the incoming field rate, or to certain sub-
multiples of the incoming field rate. This is a much looser
coupling of rates than conventional genlocking, and conse-
quently can be implemented much more cheaply. All that is
required to ensure that each field is displayed for the
predetermined number of frame times on the output monitor.
If the output frame rate is being made the same as the
incoming field rate, then each field needs to be shown
exactly once. This results in a frame rate of the output
display of exactly the incoming field rate (59.94 hertz for
NTSC, 50.00 hertz for PAL and SECAM). Similarly, for an
output monitor rate of twice the incoming field rate, each
field is displayed for exactly two output frames.

An important feature of this method is that each frame of
the output monitor need not match the incoming field time
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precisely. As long as each output frame is displayed exactly
the predetermined number of times, the appearance of
smooth motion will be maintained.

These and other features of the present invention will
become apparent from the following description when read
in conjunction with the drawings and the appended claims.

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS

FIG. 1 shows a prior art method of deinterlacing by
interleaving two fields into a single buffer.

FIG. 2 shows another prior art method of deinterlacing by
interleaving two fields into a single buffer.

FIG. 3 shows a prior art method of displaying a single
field per frame.

FIG. 4 is a flowchart of one embodiment of the present
inventive method for displaying interlaced video data on a
non-interlaced monitor.

FIG. 5 is a flowchart of another embodiment of the
present inventive method for displaying interlaced video
data on a non-interlaced monitor.

FIG. 6 is a flowchart of yet another embodiment of the
present inventive method for displaying interlaced video
data on a non-interlaced monitor.

DETAILED DESCRIPTION OF THE
INVENTION

The present invention comprises a novel graphic display
system and related methods. The following description is
presented to enable any person skilled in the art to make and
use the invention. Description of specific applications are
provided only as examples. Various modifications to the
preferred embodiments will be readily apparent to those
skilled in the art, and the general principles defined herein
may be applied to other embodiments and applications
without departing from the spirit and scope of the invention.
Thus, the present invention is not intended to be limited to
the embodiments shown, but is to be accorded the widest
scope consistent with the principles and features disclosed
herein.

(1) Display All Fields

One feature of the present invention is to display all of the
incoming fields but one at a time, and correcting for the
positional offset of one field relative to another in the
interlaced data. The method of doing this is to capture the
two fields into separate buffers, one for the odd field and one
for the even field. When one of the fields has been captured
into the buffer, the buffer is displayed, scaled to the
requested dimensions on the monitor using some scaling
hardware or software. Typically, scaling can be achieved
using line replication, line dropping, or a filtered scaling
method such as interpolation.

That image is displayed until the next field is captured into
another buffer, and then the subsequent image is displayed
until the third field is captured into either the original first
buffer, or into another (third) buffer.

The multiple buffering is to ensure that a video buffer is
not being updated while it is being displayed, to avoid
“tearing” (a horizontal discontinuity in the displayed data
caused by the simultaneous display of part of one field and
part of the following field)—a technique commonly known
in the art and discussed in Keith Jack (see pages 358-359).

This method works well for MPEG 1 data which is 60
field per second, but is not actually interlaced, as each field
being output by the MPEG 1 decoder is from the same
vertical offset in the source image. However, for truly
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interlaced video odd fields and even fields are not from
exactly the same place in the image. For truly interlaced
video the odd and even fields are from positions one half a
line different (vertically) in the original image. If the two
fields are displayed “as is” in the same position on the output
screen, it appears that the image is rapidly jiggling up and
down. In order to display the fields in a way which elimi-
nates this artefact, it is necessary to either display the odd
and even fields in different positions on the display, or to
alter the data before it is displayed to correct this vertical
offset between the two fields.

An important aspect of the present invention is the
correction of the positional offset of the two interlaced video
fields. There are two ways presented to deal with the vertical
offset of the two fields in accordance with the present
invention.

(2) The two fields can be displayed at different positions
on the display using a non-interlaced display.

The video data in each field consists of 240 lines of active
data for NTSC video. If this is scaled up to twice that
number of lines on the display, changing the position of
scaled up image by a single line on the 480 line display
effects a half line repositioning of the original 240 line
image, correcting the half line offset of the two fields. One
field is displayed at a particular line on the display, and the
other field is displayed up one line or down one line on the
display (whichever is appropriate for the correct reposition-
ing of the other field—this depends on whether the first field
is the odd or the even field).

Repositioning in this way gives the exactly correct repo-
sitioning when each field is scaled up by exactly a factor of
2. It is also possible to get exact repositioning when the
fields are scaled up by a factor of 4 (by moving one of the
fields 2 lines on the display), 6 (by moving one of the fields
3 lines on the display), or by any factor which is exactly
divisible by 2. In the above example, a 480 line output
monitor is considered but the invention is not limited to that
monitor size.

It is possible and desirable to perform repositioning for
other vertical scale factors, but the repositioning does not
exactly correct for the vertical offset of the original fields.
The repositioning should be performed whenever the result-
ing effective offset of the two fields is less than one half a
line in the 240 line source data, as this gives visually more
pleasing results than when the data is not adjusted, and has
a positional error of 0.5 lines.

The above description applies to incoming NTSC field
data which has not been scaled, but is not limited to this case.
It is applicable to other field sizes (generated by other video
standards such as PAL and SECAM), or when the field data
is scaled vertically before being stored in the memory
buffers. In these other cases, the output sizes would be
determined by using the same scale up factors of 2, 4, 6 and
SO on.

The two fields can be scaled up using techniques includ-
ing line replication and vertical interpolation. Vertical inter-
polation gives significantly better visible results than line
replication, reducing apparent vertical “blockiness” of the
displayed image, and smoothing angled lines in the video
data which can have pronounced “stair step” appearance
when line replication is used. Vertical interpolation should
be used when scaling to factors which are not a multiple of
2, as line replication introduces additional visual artefacts in
these cases.

Prior art methods do not consider repositioning alternate
fields. As an example, even though Keith Jack discloses
using deinterlacing with scan line interpolation, it does not
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consider the vertical offset of alternate video fields (see FIG.
9.4 on page 333). In addition, Keith Jack only considers
producing two output lines for each input line, which would
restrict the output monitor to displaying 480 lines for NTSC
or 576 lines for PAL (having fields containing 240 active
lines and 288 active lines respectively). This is highly
undesirable in current situations where computer monitors
are typically operated in modes with 600, 768, 1024 or 1200
lines.

(b) The video data can be altered to correct the positional
offset between the fields.

It is possible to modity the video data to correct for the
positional difference in the fields. In the simplest case, one
of the fields can be re-sampled vertically such that the pixels
of a displayed line are generated by averaging two vertically
adjacent pixels from two lines. The resulting averaged pixel
is effectively a pixel positioned half way between the two
lines, thereby implementing a half line vertical reposition-
ing.

This approach is very attractive, as it can be implemented
for little or no additional cost on hardware which already has
a vertical interpolator. All that is required is the ability to set
the initial value of the vertical interpolator such that the first
line it generates is 50% of the top line and 50% of the line
after the top line. If the same vertical interpolator is used for
both odd and even fields it is necessary to be able to alter the
initial line behavior on a field to field basis, so that one field
can be generated with the first line being 100% of the first
line of the incoming data (that is, no vertical repositioning),
and the other field being generated using 50% line 1 and
50% line 2 for the first stored/displayed line.

Although the description above in connection with the
above described second way (i.c., the video data can be
altered to correct the positional offset between the fields) has
implied use of the vertical repositioning on the input (video
capture) side of the hardware, it is applicable to both the
input and the output paths. It is possible to perform the
interpolative repositioning on the input path, before the
video fields are stored in memory, or the video fields can be
stored in memory unaltered and the hardware which scales
the video on output can affect the interpolative repositioning.

In general, it is more desirable to perform the resampling
on the output path for the following reason. If the data is
resampled (but not scaled) on the input path, one of the fields
will have had each of its lines generated by averaging two
lines. This results in a certain amount of smoothing of the
picture before the pixels are stored in the frame buffer
memory. If this data in the frame buffer is then scale up for
display (as is usually the case), then interpolative upscaling
on the output path introduces further averaging (of two of
the lines in the frame buffer) to generate an output line. This
results in further smoothing. The two-pass smoothing can be
detrimental to the quality of the output image, making it look
much softer (with less detail) than a regular television
picture.

If the resampling is performed purely on the output path
by manipulating the initial phase of the output interpolator
for one of the fields, then the each output line is generated
by averaging two input lines a single time, giving a sharper
image than the double averaging introduced by resampling
on the input path and scaling on the output path.

Performing the resampling and upscaling on the input
path is less desirable as the video field must be stored
upscaled, thereby using more memory and potentially
increasing the cost of the system.

In addition, if the resampling is to be performed on the
output path it can be performed using whatever output
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resealing scheme is implemented in hardware. This can be
(but is not limited to) schemes which vertically scale in the
DAC, as the Brooktree BtV 2487 does, or schemes which
scale by reading the unscaled data from memory and write
it back to memory in the scaled size before the data is
displayed. The Brooktree BtV 2487 is a commercially
available integrated circuit.

A refinement of this vertical resampling scheme is to
resample both fields such that the resulting two fields have
the same effective spatial positioning, rather than resample
just one of the fields. Performing the vertical resampling has
the side effect that it smooths the image slightly. If only one
of the fields is resampled then one field has been smoothed
and the other has not. This may result in a visible disparity
between the two fields when displayed. A scheme where
both fields are resampled, but maintain the goal of having
the same resulting position would be to resample one of the
fields such that the first line output is 25% line one and 75%
line two, and the other field is resampled such that the first
output line is 75% line one and 25% line two. This still
causes a half line repositioning of one output field relative to
the other. This approach only adds benefit when the fields are
to be shown unscaled (for example as 240 lines for NTSC)
on the output monitor. In all other cases of upscaling both
fields get smoothed by the upscaling operation (assuming
interpolative upscaling) so the potential disparity in the
smoothing is eliminated.

As discussed in the preceding paragraph, normal interpo-
lation (averaging) of input lines to generate output lines
results in some smoothing of the output image relative to the
appearance on a normal television. Interpolation is prefer-
able to line replication as line replication looks “blockier”
than normal televisions, but the smoothing also degrades the
visual quality slightly. A refinement of the vertical interpo-
lation approach is to generate output lines by using three or
more input lines and using a more complex filter which
performs regular interpolation for smooth regions (low
frequency changes in the vertical picture data), but enhances
sharp changes in the picture vertically (high frequency
changes in the vertical picture data). This kind of “sharpness
filter” can be adjusted to provide the most visually pleasing
result for the end viewer.

In addition to eliminating the jerkiness problems dis-
cussed above for displaying a single field out of each frame,
this approach eliminates the problems of line to line “zip-
pering” as described above for displaying both fields inter-
leaved into a single buffer, and it results in video which had
an apparently higher vertical resolution than displaying a
single field vertically interpolated up to the output size.
(2) Dealing with Temporal Artefacts

Above was described one of the problems of jerkiness of
displayed images when displaying only a single field per
frame when the incoming video signal comes from film
originally shot at 24 frames per second and re-sampled to be
transmitted at 60 fields per second.

In the simplistic treatment above, only the capture rate (60
fields per second) was taken into account. However, one
must also take the monitor refresh rate into consideration.
Normally, computer monitors are operated at refresh rates of
between 56 Hz and 85 Hz. Newer monitors ate often capable
of refresh rates significantly in excess cf 85 Hz.

When the monitor refresh rate differs from the rate of the
incoming video, it is necessary to use multiple buffers to
capture and display the video fields, in order to avoid
simultaneously updating and displaying a single buffer. If a
memory buffer is simultaneously updated with incoming
video data and displayed, the resulting displayed video
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typically has objectionable “tearing” artefacts where what is
seen on the computer display is part of an old field for one
portion of the display, and part of the new field for the rest
of the display. Where there is rapid motion in the incoming
video, the transition from the old field to the new shows up
as a horizontal discontinuity in the displayed image (a
horizontal “tear” in the image). Normally it is sufficient to
make use of two buffers, one for the field being displayed on
the monitor, and one for the field currently being captured.
For reasons beyond the scope of this description it is
necessary to use three buffers to avoid horizontal tearing
under certain circumstances (such as when the image being
displayed on the computer monitor does not fill the entire
screen, and is displayed with the top edge being below the
top edge of the screen).

Given the above treatment where multiple buffering is
used to avoid horizontal tearing, each field of captured data
is displayed for a multiple of display frame times (1 or
more). This is currently the state of the art in displaying
video on non-interlaced monitors. This approach leads to
video with less smooth motion than is typically seen on a
standard television, as without some guarantee of displaying
at a frame rate locked to the field rate of the video, then some
fields will be displayed for multiple display frame times, and
some for a single frame time. This variability in the time a
particular field is displayed for leads to an apparent jerkiness
in the displayed video.

This inherent limitation of current implementations is
circumvented by the following feature of the invention:
Matching the display rate to the incoming video rate.

Genlocking is a technique known in the art for intimately
synchronizing two interlaced video signals in order to allow
video mixing and editing from multiple video sources. In
genlocking, the finest details of the video signals are syn-
chronized; the sync pulses, the pixel clocks and even the
chrominance subcarrier clock. This technique is not appli-
cable to a non-interlaced output display, where the video
timings are fundamentally different from the incoming inter-
laced video signal: the lines cannot be synchronized as there
are different numbers of lines between the interlaced field
and the output monitor, and this precludes pixel clock
synchronization. In addition, the RGB non-interlaced dis-
play monitors have no concept of a chrominance subcarrier
clock.

One aspect of the present invention is to lock the frame
rate of the output video to the incoming field rate or a
multiple of the incoming field rate, or to certain sub-
multiples of the incoming field rate. This is a much looser
coupling of rates than genlocking, and consequently can be
implemented much more cheaply. All that is required to
ensure that each field is displayed for the predetermined
number of frame times on the output monitor. If the output
frame rate is being made the same as the incoming field rate,
then each field needs to be shown exactly once. This results
in a frame rate of the output display of exactly the incoming
field rate (59.94 hertz for NTSC, 50.00 hertz for PAL and
SECAM). Similarly, for an output monitor rate of twice the
incoming field rate, each field is displayed for exactly two
output frames.

Displaying at the same frame rate as the incoming field
rate works extremely well when the non-interlaced output
monitor has the same type of phosphors as a regular
television, as the persistence of the phosphors is classed as
“medium” and results in a non-flickering image when
refreshed 60 times per second. However, most computer
monitors are designed and built with “Short persistence”
phosphors. This is because they are typically designed to be
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refreshed 75 times per second or more. For these monitors,
it would seem that moving to twice the incoming field rate
would be ideal. However, for NTSC, this would lead to a
refresh rate of 119.88 hertz (hereafter simplified to 120
hertz). Most mid-priced computer monitors are not capable
of being refreshed at that rate (normally being limited to at
most 100 hertz), especially at larger resolutions such as 1024
pixels wide by 768 lines.

For these cases an acceptable compromise is to lock the
monitor to 1.5 times the incoming field rate (approximately
90 hertz). In this case, alternate fields are displayed for
exactly 1,2,1,2,1,2,1,2 etc. frame times. This rapid variation
in the display time of each field can somewhat fool the
human eye into seeing smooth motion. It is still a require-
ment to lock the rates such that the pattern of frame times is
exactly maintained. If this is not done, then at some point the
pattern may become 1,2,1,1,2,1,2,1 or 1,2,2,1,2,1,2,1,2
which would result in a visible jerk on certain video scenes
containing motion.

An important feature of the invention is that each frame
of the output monitor need not match the incoming field time
precisely. As long as each output frame is displayed exactly
the predetermined number of times, the appearance of
smooth motion will be maintained. For example, the nomi-
nal field time of NTSC is 16.6833 milliseconds. The display
frame time should be made to be very close to this time by
the nature of this feature of the invention. However, if the
output frame time is smaller than this value, then over a
period of several frames the position of the output display
refresh gun will drift relative to the position of the incoming
video signal. As long as the cumulative error in the display
time over a number of frames does not exceed the field time
of the incoming video signal, each input field will be
displayed once only. If the display frame time can be
adjusted to longer than the field time for the incoming video
signal, then the cumulative error can be corrected over a
period of frames. Over time, the error will reduce to zero,
and then accumulate as an error in the opposite direction. At
this point, the output frame time should once again be
adjusted to less than the incoming field time to correct the
new cumulative error. As long as the errors are corrected
before they accumulate to a whole frame time, each field
will be displayed for single output frame.

There are two aspects to implementing this feature. The
first aspect is the ability to adjust the monitor timing without
causing a visible artefact on the display. The second aspect
is the ability to sense the relative positions and drift in the
positions of the video capture signal and the display signal.

There are three methods to achieve the first aspect (i.e.,
being able to adjust the monitor timing without causing a
visible artefact on the display):

i) The preferred method for speeding up and slowing
down the display is to remove or add pixels to the
display lines in the vertically blanked region. The best
place to add or remove pixels is as early in the blanking
region as possible. This is because display monitors set
their line and frame frequency from the incoming
signals; if these signals change then the internal phase
locked loop circuits in the monitors will lock onto the
new frequencies. Making changes to the number of
pixels in a line (changing the line frequency) early in
the blanking allows the monitor’s phase locked loop
circuits to lock back to the normal line frequency
before the active video is displayed.

ii) It is also possible to add or remove lines from the
monitor’s refresh, but this often causes vertical insta-
bility in the monitor’s display when the line is added or
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removed. This instability is visible to viewer, making
this approach less attractive.

iif) It is possible to adjust the frequency of the clock used
to generate the output display to slow down or speed up
the display. In this case it is important that the granu-
larity of change is extremely fine such that the change
does not cause the display to visibly alter in size or
position. It is unusual to have sufficiently fine granu-
larity to make this method viable.

Three methods are presented here as examples of ways to
achieve the second aspect (i.c., being able to sense the
relative positions and drift in the positions of the video
capture signal and the display signal):

1) If it is possible to sense the position of one of the signals
but not the other, one can determine the relative posi-
tion of the two signals by sampling the available
position at a fixed time in the refresh cycle of the other
signal. Typically it is possible to generate a signal at a
set time in either the display refresh cycle (most
computer graphics systems can generate an interrupt at
vertical retrace time) or in the incoming video circuitry
(often through a frame complete interrupt). At the time
of the interrupt the code samples the available position
(often implemented as a line counter) and compares
this to a similar value obtained from previous occa-
sions. From this history, the system can determine the
rate of drift and the relative positions of the signals and
can adjust the output monitor timings to compensate.

ii) If two line counters are available, one for the input
circuitry and one for the output circuitry, they can be
sampled at the same time, and subtracted to determine
a difference in position. Similarly to method (i) above,
a history can be maintained and corrections made to the
output timing as appropriate.

iii) If the input and output circuits are linked, then it is
possible to implement a difference count, removing the
need for subtraction as described in method (ii).

The invention has been described with reference to spe-
cific exemplary embodiments thereof Various modification
and changes may be made thereunto without departing from
the broad spirit and scope of the invention. The specification
and drawings are, accordingly, to be regarded in an illus-
trative rather than a restrictive sense; the invention is limited
only by the provided claims.

What is claimed is:

1. A method for displaying interlaced video data on a
non-interlaced monitor, the interlaced video data comprising
a plurality of paired fields, each pair of fields being vertically
offset relative to each other by one-half of a field line
spacing distance, each field comprising a plurality of lines of
video data, the method including:

(a) capturing a first field and a second field of each pair of

fields into respective buffers;

(b) scaling each of the first field and second field of each
pair of fields to fill vertical resolution of the non-
interlaced monitor;

(c) adjusting one of the first field or second field of the pair
of fields to substantially correct for the vertical offset
between the pairs of fields, where said adjusting is
performed concurrently with said scaling;

(d) displaying the first field of each pair of fields on the
non-interlaced monitor in a first time period; and

(e) displaying the second field of each pair of fields on the
non-interlaced monitor in a second time period subse-
quent to the first time period.

2. The method of claim 1, wherein scaling is achieved by

line replication.
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3. The method of claim 1, wherein scaling is achieved by
line dropping.

4. The method of claim 1, wherein scaling is achieved by
vertical interpolation between at least adjacent lines in the
field being scaled.

5. The method claim 1, wherein the scaling step includes
scaling to a size other than two times the size of the
interlaced video data by interpolating the video data.

6. The method of claim 1, wherein the step of scaling is
performed before the step of adjusting.

7. The method of claim 1, wherein the step of scaling is
performed after the step of adjusting.

8. The method of claim 1, wherein the adjusting step
includes changing display positions of one of the scaled first
field or scaled second field by one or more lines on the
noninterlaced monitor.

9. The method of claim 1, wherein the adjusting step is
achieved by vertical interpolation between at least adjacent
lines in the field being adjusted.

10. A method for displaying interlaced video data on a
non-interlaced monitor, the interlaced video data comprising
a plurality of paired fields and having a field rate, each field
comprising a plurality of lines of video data, the non-
interlaced monitor having a variable frame display rate and
a maximum frame display rate, the method including:

(a) capturing a first field and a second field of each pair of
fields into distinct respective buffers at the interlaced
video data field rate;

(b) scaling each of the first field and second field of each
pair of fields to fill vertical resolution of the non-
interlaced monitor;

(c) adjusting one of the first field or second field of the pair
of fields to substantially correct for the vertical offset
between the pairs of fields;

(d) setting the frame display rate of the non-interlaced
monitor to a multiple of the field rate of the interlaced
video data, such that the set frame display rate is no
greater than the maximum frame display rate of the
non-interlaced monitor;

(e) locking the first field and the second field of each pair
of fields to the set frame display rate, where said
locking includes determining a difference in field rate
of the interlaced video data and the set frame display
rate of the displayed first field and second field by
sampling an input line counter and an output line
counter; and

(f) sequentially displaying the first field and the second
field on the non-interlaced monitor at the set frame
display rate, such that each of the first field and second
field are displayed for a predetermined number of
frame times of the non-interlaced monitor.

11. The method of claim 10, wherein the set frame display
rate is a sub-multiple of the field rate of the interlaced video
data.

12. The method of claim 10, wherein the set frame display
rate is a multiple of the field rate of the interlaced video data.
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13. The method of claim 10, wherein the locking step
includes the step of adding or removing one or more lines in
a vertical blanking region of the interlaced video data.

14. The method of claim 10, wherein the locking step
includes the step of increasing or decreasing the length of
one or more lines in a vertical blanking region of the
interlaced video data.

15. The method of claim 10, wherein the locking step
includes the step of adjusting the frequency of a clock used
to generate the set frame display rate.

16. The method of claim 10, wherein the locking step
includes sensing drift in relative positions between lines in
the interlaced video data and the displayed first field and
second field.

17. The method of claim 10, wherein said locking
includes determining a difference in field rate of the inter-
laced video data and the set frame display rate of the
displayed first field and second field by use of a difference
counter.

18. A method for displaying interlaced video data on a
non-interlaced monitor, the interlaced video data comprising
a plurality of paired fields and having a field rate, each field
comprising a plurality of lines of video data, the non-
interlaced monitor having a variable frame display rate and
a maximum frame display rate, the method including:

(a) capturing a first field and a second field of each pair of
fields into distinct respective buffers at the interlaced
video data field rate;

(b) scaling each of the first field and second field of each
pair of fields to fill vertical resolution of the non-
interlaced monitor;

(c) adjusting one of the first field or second field of the pair
of fields to substantially correct for the vertical offset
between the pairs of fields;

(d) setting the frame display rate of the non-interlaced
monitor to a multiple of the field rate of the interlaced
video data, such that the set frame display rate is no
greater than the maximum frame display rate of the
non-interlaced monitor;

(e) locking the first field and the second field of each pair
of fields to the set frame display rate, where said
locking includes determining a difference in the field
rate of the interlaced video data and the set frame
display rate of the displayed first field and second field
by sampling a line video position within at least one of
the first field and second field at a consistent time in an
output monitor display cycle; and

(f) sequentially displaying the first field and the second
field on the non-interlaced monitor at the set frame
display rate, such that each of the first field and second
field are displayed for a predetermined number of
frame times of the non-interlaced monitor.

#* #* #* #* #*



