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1. Introduction

The meeting was held on October 19, 1999 within the joint SMG11#12 and 3GPP TSG SA4#7 meeting. The agenda (TSG-S4#7(325)99) was approved with a change to include reports/liaisons from other groups in agenda item 3.3. The final agenda is provided as Annex 1.

2. Allocation of documents to agenda items

The list of documents is recorded in Annex 2. The right hand side column defines the allocation to the respective agenda item.

3. Review of work item scope

The already approved documents on the feasibility report on AMR-WB (SMG P-99-249) and on the work item description of AMR-WB (TSG-S4#6(246R)99) were reviewed.

4. Reports/liaisons from other groups

Document TSG-S4#7(341)99 was presented. The proposal of ITU-T Q20/16 to harmonize WB coder standardization activities between 3GPP/SMG11, 3GPP2 and ITU-T Q20/16 was noted. It was agreed to focus on the technical aspects first. Later during the meeting, the group was informed by the Q20/16 chairman that their next meeting is scheduled for February 2000. It was decided to draft an answer to the liaison statement by ITU-T for the TSG-S4#8 meeting in December. The rapporteur will propose a first draft version on the reflector and he asked for contribution of the group by email correspondence such that a stable version will be available for the December meeting.

Document TSG-S4#7(373)99 was presented by BT. The three proposals related to the harmonization of the work in the 3GPP/SMG11 group and in the ITU-T Q20/16 group were discussed. Delegates of Deutsche Telekom and France Telecom supported the proposals in 373. Ericsson pointed out that constraining the bitrates to exactly 16 and 24 kb/s as required by ITU would impose a strong constraint on the work of the 3GPP group because switching is needed in AMR-WB but not in ITU and, furthermore, that 3GPP2 has to be taken into account as well. An alternative to mandate 16 and 24 kb/s but ensuring harmonization is to allow lower bitrates than those particular values and ask ITU-T in an answer to their liaison statement to change the rigid requirement on the bitrate. It was agreed to take the proposal on harmonization of the bitrates into account when reviewing the design constraints document and also in drafting the answer to the liaison statement by ITU-T. Furthermore, it was agreed that candidates are asked to follow the second proposal, i.e. they are encouraged to submit their proposal to ITU-T as well (although it was noted that they cannot be forced to do so). The proposal on harmonization of schedules will be taken into account when discussing the schedule.

5. Review and discussion of design constraints

TSG-S4#7(317)99 which is the version 0.1 of the AMR-WB permanent document on design constraints (WB-4) was presented in detail. During the discussion, several changes were introduced.

The changes agreed by the group are introduced in a version 0.2 of the design constraints document which is document TSG-S4#7(383)99. This version is the current working assumption of the AMR-WB group.

6. Review and discussion of performance requirements

TSG-S4#7(364)99 was presented in detail by Kyrill Fischer of Deutsche Telekom. It was pointed out that the proposal is to include “Poor or Worse” votes (i.e. MOS below 3) as a basis for the definition of the performance requirements for AMR-WB, at least in part. DT felt it to be especially important for test conditions that could lead to inexact results caused by a direct comparison of the coder under test and of the reference coder G.722, as it is currently proposed in the performance requirements document (WB-3). France Telecom supported the proposal of 364. Ericsson noted that it is open to any new method which offers significant advantages. It was proposed to present TSG-S4#7(364)99 in SQ as well and ask SQ experts to point at those test items which are most critical in this respect and could take advantage of the “Poor or Worse” method.

TSG-S4#7(316)99 which is the version 0.1 of the AMR-WB permanent document on performance requirements (WB-3) was presented in detail. During the discussion, several changes were introduced.

The changes agreed by the group are introduced in a version 0.2 of the design constraints document which is document TSG-S4#7(375)99. This version is the current working assumption of the AMR-WB group.

7. Standard process and project plan

The rapporteur noted that a decision on the need of a qualification phase is required soon to be able to establish a project plan and a schedule for the AMR-WB work. For this purpose, it is helpful to know the number of potential candidates. A three-step procedure was proposed and agreed. 

First, candidates considering to submit a coder proposal are asked to indicate their preliminary intention by October 20 to Mr. Paolo Usai. They are also asked to indicate whether their name could be revealed at the TSG-S4#7 plenary.  Since this will be a preliminary indication, no firm conclusions may be drawn. The estimation of the number of potential candidates helps however to better understand if a qualification phase was needed or not.

Second, candidates seriously considering to submit a coder proposal will be asked to send a letter of intent to ETSI. The deadline for expressing intention will be discussed at the plenary. On the other hand, this declaration of intent is mandatory for candidates, i.e. all interested candidates must send the letter of intent to be considered for the AMR-WB competition. 

Third, a firm commitment statement will be required from candidates when the costs for the selection tests will be known. The date will be fixed later.
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1. Approval of the agenda

2. Allocation of documents to agenda items




3. Work item scope

3.1. Review of feasibility phase report

3.2. Review of WI description

3.3. Reports/liaisons from other groups

4. Performance requirements

4.1. Review of draft working assumptions (WB-3)

4.2. Discussion on the performance requirements

4.3. Finalization of the performance requirements document (WB-3)

5. Design constraints

5.1. Review of the draft working assumptions (WB-4)

5.2. Discussion on the design constraints

5.3. Finalization of the design constraints document (WB-4)

6. Network aspects, Implementation requirements

7. Standard process and project plan (WB-2)

8. Test methods

9. Open issues

10. Documents and editors (WB-1)
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