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1.  Summary
This document suggests adopting the Qualification test organization similar with the G.729.1 qualification phase for the HL and GAL aspects.
2. Proposal
According to EVS-5a: Selection Rules for Qualification Phase [1], and EVS-6a: Qualification deliverables [2], it seems to be assumed that HL and GAL would be performed by different organizations from candidate proponents. However, as it was done in the case of G.729.1 Qualification phase [3], which was carried out in a cross-check manner, it is possible to perform those functionalities by candidate proponents themselves if they can agree on. This would save NDA workloads and costs for HL and GAL activities.
The source would propose the method of processing listening samples and analyzing test results similar with the case of G.729.1 qualification test, i.e., listening samples (and possibly test results) were processed(or analyzed) by each candidate.
For the sake of convenience, relevant part of the Q10/16 report [3] is referred as follows.

“… Common processing batch files, FER pattern files and background noise files were provided to all the candidates. 
The five sets of executables were sent on June 22nd before 3PM CET to Q7/12 Rapporteur who performed a simple blinding for cross-checked experiments.  Due to some NDA completion delays, Q7/12 Rapporteur had to hold the package for some candidates for a while.  All the raw data of the subjective Qualification test experiments were sent to Q7/12 Rapporteur by the five candidates before the deadline set to July 12th 3PM CET (deadline slightly delayed from July 8th to July 12th on Q7/12 experts' request). Then the candidates received the subjective test results of their codec evaluated by the cross-check labs.  The blinding was revealed on July 13th after agreement from all candidates: 
A: France Telecom / B: ETRI / C: Voice Age /D: SMM /E: Samsung

Q7/12 experts performed the statistical analysis of the subjective experiments (TD71-WP3).  In addition to the conventional 95 % confidence interval, Q7/12 experts have kindly accepted to perform the analysis at 99 % confidence level as proposed by Q10/16 to give further information on whether a requirement is seriously failed.”
3. Conclusion
The source would propose to process listening samples and analyze test result by candidate proponents for the EVS Qualification phase.
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