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Executive Summary
The EVS SWG conference call #14 took place on June 28, 2012, 14:00 CEST for almost 3 hours with a bridge provided by Nokia. There were 25 participants and 11 input documents (including the agenda and 6 postponed documents); the meeting covered 6 input documents, others were postponed.
The outcome is summarized below:
· On EVS-3: A working assumption was agreed on the removal of brackets in the DTX column in EVS-3 for NB clean and noisy speech in noisy channel (FER) conditions (S4-120864).
· On EVS-8a (list of conditions, listening instrument):

· It was agreed to include the list of conditions from TD AHEVS-151 in EVS-8a, and to let the EVS-8a Editor to find a suitable presentation for readability.
· The existing list of conditions was discussed. Rate switching conditions were agreed for Experiment D with a switching path defined in the processing plan between 7.2 and 13.2 kbit/s.

· Dynastat was tasked to make proposals to update the list of conditions, in particular regarding the test design in terms of balance, and NTT DOCOMO, Fraunhofer, Qualcomm and Samsung volunteered to work with Dynastat. The choice of listening instrument was postponed.

· On the noise file collection procedure:

· Dynastat volunteered to provide to setup a common repository for noise file collection. 

· The organization of the noise file procedure was discussed and clarified based on TD AHEVS-164. Proponent companies were invited to indicate if they can provide noise files, and also to provide an email contact address and a contact point. Commitments to provide noise files were minuted (see details in the present report).

· It was agreed that the level of noise files should not be adjusted before the submission of noise files, but the noise levels should not be too low or too high (e.g. with no clipping). 

· It was suggested that the procedure for noise collection will be documented in EVS-8a, and a random offset in each noise file will be handled in EVS-7a. It was also suggested to report recording conditions as part of noise file submission.

· On the qualification phase status:

· The list of agreed things from the Host Lab’s perspective in TD AHEVS-152 was confirmed.

· Dynastat and NTT were tasked to provide the preliminary material for artificial mixed content (with EVS-7a and possibly all NDA parties in cc). Adhoc groups of volunteers were formed to progress open issues:
· NTT, Dynastat, Fraunhofer for the preliminary material for crosschecking of scripts
· ORANGE, Motorola for preliminary executables
· Fraunhofer, NTT DOCOMO, ORANGE for the independent development of scripts
· Ericsson volunteered to cross-check the SWB MNRU issues raised in TD AHEVS-165.
· The deadline for preliminary CuTs was discussed and it was noted that candidates cannot submit any preliminary CuT because of open issues (definition of command line, JBM handling).
· It was suggested that the SA4 Secretary provides numbers (seed) for pseudo-random generation for random selection of noise files, which was acceptable for the SA4 Secretary.
To progress further before SA4#70, the meeting agreed to have an additional conference call (#15) on July 26, 2012, same time (starting at 14:00 CEST).
1 Opening of the session: June 28, 14:01 CEST
The EVS SWG Chairman, Stefan Bruhn (Ericsson), opened the EVS SWG teleconference call. Minutes were taken by the EVS SWG Secretary, Stéphane Ragot (ORANGE).
A hand raising tool (http://tohru.trace.wisc.edu/) was used to facilitate discussions during the call, but it did not work to organize discussions.
2 Approval of the agenda and registration/allocation of documents
The agenda AHEVS-161R1 including an allocation of documents was approved (see Annex 1 of the present report) was agreed.
The EVS SWG Chairman suggested allocating at least 15 mn at end of the call to address the qualification schedule (including deadlines in Annex H of EVS-8a) and the corresponding input from Dynastat (TD AHEVS-152).
3 Review and Agreement of EVS SWG Conference Call#13 minutes 
Mr Stéphane Ragot presented TD AHEVS-162 Draft report from SA4 EVS SWG Teleconference #13 (18th June 2012), from EVS SWG Secretary
Comments / questions: 
None.
Conclusion:

TD AHEVS-162 was agreed.
4 Test Plan matters
4.1 Databases for subjective tests

Mr Alan Sharpley presented TD AHEVS-151 Extension to the Common Speech and Audio Materials for Preliminary Cross-check of Proponent Executables in the EVS Qualification Test, from Dynastat
It is proposed to agree on the following points proposed in this contribution:

· The condition lists presented in Tables 2A-2L cross-checked with the Excel file attached to the EVS-8a Test Plan.

· Agree the final set of test conditions for Experiments A, B, D, E.

· Address the Balance issues discussed in Section 4 and add test conditions where appropriate.

· Agree the Listening Instrument to be used for the subjective experiments.
Comments / questions: 
· On conditions lists/On Balance of Sample-distribution in the Presentation Sequences
The SA4 Secretary requested to unify the presentation of conditions for the test plan (list in TD AHEVS-151 vs tables in current EVS-8a) before attaching EVS-8a to the contract. 
Mr Nobuhiko Naka (NTT DOCOMO) pointed out that VBR is not agreed at this point of time.
Mr Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) stated that VBR is highlighted, and he invited to cross-check all other conditions that have not been agreed.
The EVS SWG Chairman noted that some conditions (e.g. rate switching) may be added depending on the use of VBR, but he agreed that it would be more correct to highlight all VBR conditions.
Mr Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) pointed to conditions a15 and a24 in Experiment A which are not highlighted. He stated that the main point is that the list of conditions needs to be finalized and agreed by end of SA4#70, and Dynastat cannot start randomizations until all conditions are agreed.
Mr Markus Schnell (Fraunhofer) commented that the Q values for MNRUs are missing for all experiments, and he asked who will make proposals, as these values are needed to cross-check scripts.
Mr Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) stated that Q values are very important and will be addressed within the next couple of weeks. He clarified that to set a proper range of MNRUs one needs to know what is the final set of conditions.
Mr Nobuhiko Naka (NTT DOCOMO) commented on the tables provided in TD AHEVS-151; he stated that such tables can be included in EVS-8a and the corresponding Excel sheet can be revised, however he emphasized that table F is very small and hardly readable. 

The SA4 Secretary stated that listening labs are used to Word file and he did not see any problem to have both Word (as in TD AHEVS-151) and Excel versions.  It was noted that table F can go over more than 1 page by proper editing.
The EVS SWG Chairman asked if the group agrees to include in EVS-8a the tables from TD AHEVS-151 listing conditions, and to let the editor to find a suitable presentation for readability. Answer: no objection.
The EVS SWG Chairman proposed to consider the set of conditions and see what can be further agreed. The EVS-8a Editor noted that the switching range in Exp. E should be defined or agreed.
The EVS -3 Editor clarified that SA4 agreed on bit rate switching requirement during the SA4#69 closing plenary after EVS SWG discussions got closed on EVS-8a; he stated that the EVS SWG can revisit the status of bit rate switching conditions based on this situation. Mr Markus Schnell (Fraunhofer) had the same understanding, and he stated that the only switching path that can be easily solved is in Experiment D where switching will be from 7.2 to 13.2 kbit/s.
It was further clarified that the requirements for bit rate switching were agreed at SA4#69, and the only issue left for bit rate switching is the definition of the switching pattern (or path) which is a test plan matter.

The EVS SWG Chairman understood that the group should be able to agree on rate switching. He asked if the group agreed on the rate switching conditions with a switching path defined in the processing plan between 7.2 and 13.2 kbit/s for Experiment D. Answer: yes.
The VBR conditions were then discussed. Mr Stefan Doehla (Fraunhofer) asked what the impact of VBR is on the balance of experimental design in Experiment A.

Mr Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) stated that removing VBR and either 2 MNRUs or removing VBR and two of rate switching conditions would help to balance the test design.
Mr Craig Greer (Samsung) suggested to add some reference conditions that are not used, for instance by repeating 3 AMR references with DTX on.

Mr Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) stated that adding 3 reference conditions would help with balance. He proposed to consider duplicating conditions a07 to a10 with DTX on. It was noted that it may difficult to add G.711 with DTX on and one MNRU may be added instead.
The EVS SWG Secretary requested to clarify whether rate switching conditions can be agreed in some experiments, and whether there is no problem of balance when adding rate switching for instance in Experiment D. 
The EVS SWG Chairman summarized that the group agreed on rate switching conditions for Exp. D with a switching path from 7.2 to 13.2 kbit/s and he clarified that the discussion was focusing on Exp. A.
The EVS SWG Chairman further summarized that VBR is being considered in 3 experiments (A, B, and E), and he noted that Dynastat will check balancing wrt VBR with the freedom to add further reference conditions like AMR with DTX on.
Mr Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) was fine if one proponent could work with Dynastat to look offline at the balance and come back to group with recommendations. Mr Nobuhiko Naka (NTT DOCOMO) volunteered, as well as Mr Stefan Doehla (Fraunhofer), Mr Imre Varga (Qualcomm), and Mr Craig Greer (Samsung). 
Mr Craig Greer (Samsung) noted that in table B two conditions (b21 and b35) are highlighted in yellow with no reference. Mr Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) clarified that no reference condition was defined in EVS-8a for b21 and b35. The EVS-8a Editor asked to clarify the status of DTX performance requirements in EVS-3 for NB noisy speech in noisy channel.
The EVS-3 Editor confirmed that in S4-120864 there are brackets for DTX operation (On/Off) for NB clean/noisy speech in FER conditions and he noted that the group may consider removing brackets in this case.
The EVS SWG Chairman asked if there were any concerns about removing brackets for DTX conditions of NB clean/noisy speech in noisy channel (FER) conditions in S4-120864.
Mr Harald Pobloth (Ericsson) asked to confirm that the footnotes for 'DTX on' would be inserted. The EVS-3 Editor clarified that footnotes for 'DTX on' would have to be inserted to keep consistency between clean and noisy channel cases as done elsewhere in EVS-3.
Mr Noboru Harada (NTT) requested to have more time to check this proposed change in EVS-3. He preferred to minute the proposed change to be able to check a written proposal.

The EVS SWG Chairman asked if the group could at least agree on a working assumption for the proposed removal of brackets for DTX conditions for NB clean/noisy speech in noisy channel (FER) conditions in S4-120864. Answer: yes.
Mr Noboru Harada (NTT) asked Dynastat to clarify whether Q values could be defined for MNRUs in experiments that have been fully agreed (e.g. Exp. L). Mr Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) stated that Dynastat would start working on Q values the week after the teleconference call#14.

The EVS SWG Chairman summarized that Dynastat would make proposals based on agreed list of conditions.
· On Listening Instrument
The SA4 Secretary felt that proposal 1 is more appropriate, and he had concerns on the level; he recalled that past exercises used 79 SPL for monaural and 73 SPL in SWB to take into account hearing on 2 ears and more energy in SWB.
Mr Alan Sharpley (Dynastat), as a listening lab, preferred proposal 1.
Mr Jon Gibbs (Motorola) supported the SA4 Secretary and Dynastat and suggested agreeing on option 1.
Mr Harald Pobloth (Ericsson) commented on the justification of use cases and did not see why different sets of equipment would be expected for different bandwidths. He also emphasized a risk of potential errors, and preferred to use the same listening instrument.
The SA4 Secretary did not see any justification for the possibility of mistakes; he stated that a professional lab is able to calibrate and should be able to run tests with both proposals. He emphasized that in previous exercises only proposal 1 was used, and certain listening levels were justified by the presence of more bandwidth for WB and SWB, while normal terminals will be different in case of NB terminal and SWB terminal. He stated that a terminal to provide different bandwidths will be tuned differently, otherwise there would be a clear inconvenience in loudness.
Mr Harald Pobloth (Ericsson) agreed on the argument of professional labs, but felt that human mistakes would be possible. He stated that the hardware will be the same for different bandwidths and the presentation mode would be the same even if one may accommodate for level variation due to bandwidth.
Mr Imre Varga (Qualcomm) felt that more discussion is needed and he highlighted that more urgent issues should be addressed.

The EVS SWG Chairman summarized that the choice of listening instruments is postponed.
Conclusion:
It was agreed to include in EVS-8a the tables from TD AHEVS-151 listing conditions, and to let the editor to find a suitable presentation for readability.
The existing list of conditions was discussed. Rate switching conditions were agreed with a switching path defined in the processing plan between 7.2 and 13.2 kbit/s for Experiment D. Besides, a working assumption was agreed for the removal of brackets for DTX conditions for NB clean/noisy speech in noisy channel (FER) conditions in EVS-3 (S4-120864).
Dynastat was tasked to make proposals to update the list of conditions and several companies volunteered to work with Dynastat on this aspect (NTT DOCOMO, Fraunhofer, Qualcomm, Samsung). The choice of listening instrument was postponed.
TD AHEVS-151 was noted.
4.2 Test plan aspects for objective requirements

4.2.1 Speech database

4.2.2 Background noise database

4.3 Test plan aspects for objective requirements

4.4 Other urgent test plan matters

Mr Nobuhiko Naka presented TD AHEVS-164 Outcome of offline discussion on procedure for noise file collection, from NTT DOCOMO, INC.
This contribution proposes a procedure for noise file collection to be used in EVS qualification phase of testing, capturing what was agreed in the EVS SWG teleconference #13; some open issues are also listed.
Comments / questions: 
· Proposed procedure:

The EVS SWG Chairman asked if there were any comments or questions on the proposed procedure which should capture what was agreed in the EVS SWG teleconference #13.
Mr Harald Pobloth (Ericsson) commented on the second last bullet about noise files with a report of problems. He understood that noise files that are submitted with no reports by July 20, 2012 would be in the pool, and he asked whether other noise files would be up to SWG decision. Mr Nobuhiko Naka (NTT DOCOMO) had the same understanding.
The EVS SWG Chairman stated that noise files would be submitted until July 13, there would be one week to check whether noise files are compliant (with EVS-8a, ITU-T guidelines), and unless comments, they would be accepted. He suggested that files receiving comments would be handled with a case by case decision, and such files might be withdrawn, or modified and resubmitted, and this cannot be decided upfront.
Mr Ira Panzer (Dynastat) commented on fact that possibility for Dynastat to set up a repository for noise file collection, and he noted that Dynastat can start dialogue with PCs at any time for those who provided a point of contact. He emphasized that Dynastat is not under contract yet but Dynastat is already doing a lot of things.
The EVS SWG Chairman asked whether the proposed procedure would be possible for Dynastat.

Mr Ira Panzer (Dynastat) commented on the final date for the pool of noise and he did not see the need to slip. Mr John Tardelli (Dynastat) recalled that the group tried to set a date on July 2012 to avoid piling up all issues for SA4#70, and he explained that Dynastat has now set up a sort of share file structure that can be used to collect files.

The EVS SWG Chairman summarized that files for which by July 20 no comments are raised are automatically in the pool, and for all files which received comments and which comments cannot be resolved by July 20, the EVS SWG would need to discuss further.
Mr John Tardelli (Dynastat) highlighted that among reasons to pick up the July 20 deadline, it will be easier to set SNR with noise files, he felt it is important to check which files can be provided by PCs. 

The EVS SWG Chairman concluded that files with no negatives comments or which comments have been resolved by July 20, 2012 are in the pool. 

· Open points:

Mr John Tardelli (Dynastat) asked if there is any volunteer to provide FTP for noise file collection.
Mr Ira Panzer (Dynastat) stated that Dynastat can setup a common repository to move this along. He invited all PCs to reply by email on point of contact (PoC), so that everybody gets access to the folder and can review the files.
The EVS SWG Chairman suggested to have an action point, for each company to indicate if they can provide noise files, and also to provide an email contact address and a contact point.
Mr Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) highlighted that fast interaction will be needed in the host lab/PC.
The SA4 Secretary stated that the situation for NDA was the same, and he suggested to send over the SA4 reflector the name of companies that have not responded to Dynastat to provide PoCs.
The EVS SWG Chairman asked to all proponents to clarify whether they could provide noise files. The answers are captured in the table below:
	PC
	Car noise
	Street noise
	Office noise

	Fraunhofer Gesellschaft
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes

	Huawei Technologies Co., Ltd.
	No
	No
	No

	Motorola Mobility UK Ltd.
	No
	No
	No

	NOKIA Corporation
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes

	NTT
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes

	NTT DOCOMO, INC.
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes

	Orange SA/ France Telecom
	?
	?
	?

	Panasonic Corporation
	No
	No
	No

	Qualcomm Incorporated
	?
	?
	?

	SAMSUNG Electronics
	?
	?
	?

	Telefon AB LM Ericsson
	Yes
	Yes
	?

	VoiceAge Corporation
	No
	No
	No

	ZTE Corporation
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes


The EVS SWG chairman stated that level adjustment should not be needed before submission, but the noise levels should not be too low or too high (e.g. with no clipping). He asked if the group agreed on this view. Answer: Yes.
Mr Harald Pobloth (Ericsson) commented on the last bullet of section 3 in TD AHEVS-164, and preferred that the noise will not be a random outcome of collected files.
The issue of selecting one noise type per bandwidth was also discussed.

The EVS SWG chairman emphasized that even if random selection is conducted among files, a smaller portion is needed for processing, and random offset is needed into the selected file. Mr Nobuhiko Naka (NTT DOCOMO) pointed out that this issue is related to processing and not the noise collection itself. The EVS SWG chairman clarified that procedure for noise collection should be in the test plan, and the random offset could appear in the processing plan.
Mr Noboru Harada (NTT) asked where is the description about how to edit noise files and whether side information like car type, recording conditions should be provided.
The EVS SWG chairman referred to the ITU-T handbook and definitions in EVS-8a, and noted that one cannot over-specify everything.
Mr Harald Pobloth (Ericsson) pointed out that recording conditions shall be reported according to TD AHEVS-151. Mr John Tardelli (Dynastat) referred to the EVS SWG teleconference #13 where supplemental information was discussed.
Conclusion:

Dynastat volunteered to provide to setup a common repository for noise file collection. 

Proponent companies were invited to indicate if they can provide noise files, and also to provide an email contact address and a contact point. Commitments to provide noise files were collected.

It was agreed that the level of noise files should not be adjusted before submission, but the noise levels should not be too low or too high (e.g. with no clipping). 

It was suggested that the procedure for noise collection be in EVS-8a, and a random offset be handled in EVS-7a. It was also suggested to report recording conditions as part of noise file submission.
TD AHEVS-151 was noted.
5 Processing Plan matters
TD AHEVS-159 Processing functions for Jitter Buffer Management, from Fraunhofer IIS was not presented by lack of time.
TD AHEVS-159 was postponed.
TD AHEVS-160 Processing plan v0.0.6, from Editor (Fraunhofer IIS) was not presented by lack of time.

TD AHEVS-160 was postponed.
TD AHEVS-163 Processing plan v0.0.7, from Editor (Fraunhofer IIS) was not presented by lack of time.
TD AHEVS-163 was postponed.
5.1 NB filter mask

The part related to NB filter mask of TD AHEVS-153 Narrowband Filtering and Background Noise Processing, from Motorola Mobility UK Ltd. was not presented by lack of time.
TD AHEVS-153 was postponed.
5.2 Filter masks for noisy WB and SWB speech

TD AHEVS-148 Noisy speech preprocessing for qualification, from NTT DOCOMO, INC., NTT was not presented by lack of time.
TD AHEVS-148 was postponed.
The part related to filter masks for noisy WB and SWB speech of TD AHEVS-153 Narrowband Filtering and Background Noise Processing, from Motorola Mobility UK Ltd. was not presented by lack of time.
TD AHEVS-153 was postponed.
5.3 Processing for evaluation of objective requirements

5.4 Other urgent processing plan matters

TD AHEVS-165 Report on the source code for SWB MNRU, from NTT, NTT DOCOMO, INC. was not presented by lack of time, however Mr Noboru Harada (NTT) asked if there was any volunteer to crosscheck the outcome of NTT on SWB MNRU.

Comments / questions: 
Mr Harald Pobloth (Ericsson) stated that Ericsson can have a look at the SWB MNRU source code, and see if the source code would give the results of the executable.

Mr Noboru Harada (NTT) clarified that on Windows platform, the results qare identical, however NTT could not get bit-exact results on Linux.

The EVS-7a Editor stated that he preferred to see a portable source code, so that people can redo experiments in future.

Mr Noboru Harada (NTT) added that NTT observed differences that may be due to compiler options, or possibly bugs, and this issue should be figured out.

Conclusion:

Ericsson volunteered to crosscheck issues raised on the portability of the SWB MNRU tool.

TD AHEVS-151 was noted without presentation.
6 Other business
Mr Ira Panzer presented TD AHEVS-152 Current Status of the EVS Qualification Phase, from Dynastat, Inc., which was postponed from the EVS SWG teleconference #13
This contribution expresses concerns on the progress of the EVS Qualification Phase effort. Some aspects are not resolved yet, e.g. who will be the contact point (an individual) for scripts to be part of the processing plan. The guidance of the EVS SWG Chair is asked on deadline for approval of EVS-7a, 8a, and scripts in a most ready state. It is recommended that in SA4#70 to have only last cleanup of P-docs and no major decision.
Comments / questions: 
The EVS SWG Chairman asked if there were different views on list of agreed things from the Host Lab’s perspective (see list in TD AHEVS-152). Answer: No.
The EVS SWG Chairman then addressed things that need to be resolved from the Host Lab’s perspective (see list in TD AHEVS-152). He noted that the mixed and music selection should start on the 5th of August 2012 according to the Excel sheet (Annex H of EVS-8a) and that offline discussions are still taking place on this aspect.  He invited to check what happens to the schedule if music and mixed content come later. He also pointed to the crosscheck of processing scripts. 

Mr John Tardelli (Dynastat) explained that along with material distributed in AHEVS-155, there is a sample of music for crosschecking purposes; he invited further contributions to add music and mixed content sampled for crosschecking.
Mr Nobuhiko Naka (NTT DOCOMO) stated that NTT has already proposed artificially mixed content which could be used for crosschecking.
Mr Noboru Harada (NTT) clarified that the existing music material can be used to generate mixed contnet, by applying the processing script NTT provided to generate artificially generated mixed content.
Dynastat and NTT agreed to discuss further and provide the necessary prototype material for crosschecking. The EVS-7a Editor requested to be put in cc to be able to write documentation on that part in EVS-7a.

The EVS SWG Chairman suggested to keep all NDA parties or at least EVS-7a editor in the loop.
Mr John Tardelli (Dynastat) explained that the material will be available though the ShareFile, and contact points are needed.

The EVS SWG Chairman concluded that an adhoc (NTT, Dynastat, Fraunhofer) was formed for the preliminary material for crosschecking of scripts.

On reference codecs, the EVS SWG Chairman asked if there were any volunteers. Mr Stéphane Ragot (ORANGE) stated that Orange can work on this aspect. Mr Markus Schnell (Fraunhofer) highlighted that STL 2009 processing tools and other tools are needed, and not just reference codecs are needed in binary forms. Mr Stéphane Ragot (ORANGE) confirmed that Orange can work look into this. Mr Jon Gibbs (Motorola) offered to help.

The EVS SWG Chairman concluded that Orange and Motorola would contribute to reference executables.
The EVS SWG Chairman then asked who is responsible for development of processing scripts.
Mr Markus Schnell (Fraunhofer) confirmed that he started invidivual implementations. Mr Nobuhiko Naka (NTT DOCOMO) stated that NTT DOCOMO can cross-check scripts, and so did Mr Stéphane Ragot (ORANGE) for ORANGE. It was clarified that Dynastat has been working its own version of the scripts, but scripts will come from PCs.
The EVS SWG Chairman concluded that Fraunhofer, NTT DOCOMO, ORANGE are companies that can do independent development for reliable scripts.
The SA4 Secretary stated that he will be the supervisor for the contract, and if there is an issue, he should be contacted, but he cannot be the referee between host lab and PCs; depending on the issue, in principle the referee is the SA4 committee.
The EVS SWG Chairman asked if the command line can be stable enough to keep the July 23 deadline for delivery of prelim CuTs, and what happens to the schedule this command line is not defined before SA4#70.
Mr Ira Panzer (Dynastat) stated that, if this is not achieved for SA40, depending on EVS-7a completion or EVS-8a completion processing scripts will be progressed through correspondence. He emphasized that there are still many things to do.
The EVS SWG Chairman supported the idea of work by correspondence. Mr Noboru Harada (NTT) asked why additional conference calls would not be possible.  After some discussion, the EVS SWG Chairman asked if the July 26th, 2012 date would be ok for all participants. Answer: yes. He suggested the same meeting start time (14:00 CEST) which was agreed.
Mr Jon Gibbs (Motorola) commented that if someone has an idea for command line definition, a proposal can be sent over the SA4 reflector, before next the conference call.
Mr Craig Greer (Samsung) pointed out the issue related to JBM, which did not progress.

Mr Stefan Doehla (Fraunhofer) asked if there is a preliminary CuT deadline with command line. The EVS SWG Chairman clarified that if there is no agreed command line, candidates cannot submit any preliminary CuT.
Mr Craig Greer (Samsung) recalled that the schedule in Annex H of EVS-8a was not agreed in SA4#69 because of preliminary CuT and command line issues.

The EVS SWG Chairman stated that if the command line and use of JBM are quickly defined, a submission of CuTs close to July 23 would be possible (e.g. a week later). It was further suggested to check the status for these issues at the next EVS SWG conference call.
Mr Stefan Doehla (Fraunhofer) was concerned that there would be a short delay between the agreements at the next conference call and the delivery of preliminary CuT (a week after).
The EVS SWG Chairman asked if the host lab (Dynastat) could be flexible on this matter. 
Mr Ira Panzer (Dynastat) explained that preliminary common source material will be used to check preliminary scripts, and possibly the final delivery will be slipped a bit. He preferred to try to finalize everything as soon as possible and avoid delays that have continually affected the host lab for few months.
Mr Nobuhiko Naka (NTT DOCOMO) emphasized that the group did not yet agree on the selection entity for noise files. He noted that the next conference call will be just after the July 20 deadline for noise file collection.
The SA4 Secretary stated that all companies will have all databases for car, street, office noises, and every PC will have all noises available. He stated that it is not important who is deciding, and suggested that the host lab picks up one noise file. He emphasized that all PCs will be in the same position, and stated that it is not important which noise file is selected.
Mr Noboru Harada (NTT) stated that noise file selection is important for car noise, as noise characteristics may be linked to the SNR level.
The SA4 Secretary asked if it is fine if a neutral entity like the hostlab makes the selection of noise files.
Mr John Tardelli (Dynastat) explained that if the random selection is specified in the processing plan, this task should be for the host lab. It was clarified that the processing related to noisy speech (e.g. level adjustment) will be defined in EVS-7a.
Mr Stefan Doehla (Fraunhofer) commented on the selection of noise files and the intensive discussion on SNR, he proposed that the seed for nose file selection be provided by ETSI, given that the seed will decide which noise will be selected, so as to ensure a completely random selection.
The SA4 Secretary was fine to provide numbers (seed) for pseudo-random generation.
Conclusion:

The list of agreed things from the Host Lab’s perspective in TD AHEVS-152 was confirmed.

Dynastat and NTT were tasked to provide the preliminary material for artificial mixed content (with EVS-7a and possibly all NDA parties in cc).

Adhoc groups of volunteers were formed to progress open issues:

· NTT, Dynastat, Fraunhofer for the preliminary material for crosschecking of scripts
· ORANGE, Motorola for preliminary executables
· Fraunhofer, NTT DOCOMO, ORANGE for the independent development of scripts
The deadline for preliminary CuTs was discussed and it was noted that candidates cannot submit any preliminary CuT because of open issues (definition of command line, JBM handling).
It was suggested that the SA4 Secretary provides numbers (seed) for pseudo-random generation for random selection of noise files, which was acceptable for the SA4 Secretary.
Besides, it was agreed to have an additional conference call (#15) on July 26, 2012, same time (starting at 14:00 CEST).

TD AHEVS-152 was noted.
7 Close of the call: June 28, 16:46 CEST
The EVS SWG Chairman closed the meeting. 
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Color code: completed, partly completed, postponed from earlier meeting
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