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4.2.1
Executive Summary
The EVS SWG conference call #23 took place on Oct. 24, 2012, 14:00 CEST for almost 2 hours with the GoToMeeting tool provided by Motorola Mobility. There were 31 participants and 7 input documents (including the agenda); all input documents were covered. 
The outcome is summarized below: 
·  The change of AMR-WB DTX conditions was agreed by duplicating the concatenated sequence; the EVS-7a Editor and France Telecom/Orange (implementer of script) were tasked to accommodate this change.
·  Updated tools for objective evaluation in TD AHEVS-231 and AHEVS-235 were agreed. It was noted that all scripts are available and are being crosschecked.
·  The discussion about submitted music&mixed content items was resumed.
· It was agreed to use de-clicked items (from Motorola). The procedure to construct the common pool of items was clarified:  Mr. Markus Schnell (Fraunhofer) and Mr. Harald Pobloth (Ericsson) will create two independent pools of agreed items and crosscheck updated items. PCs were requested to send checksums of their latest items to Mr. Harald Pobloth (Ericsson), Mr. Markus Schnell (Fraunhofer), Mr. Nobuhiko Naka (NTT DOCOMO).
· A proposal in TD AHEVS-232 to handle cultural mismatch was discussed. As an alternative to claims of cultural mismatch, it was suggested to prepare listeners to items which are potentially not very usual in their cultural environment; a contribution from Dynastat was expected on this topic for the next conference call. There was no conclusion on this issue during the call.

·  An updated version of EVS-8a and it was left to be revised to AHEVS-236 after the call.
·  The following 2 dates were agreed to be added in the detailed EVS Qualification schedule:
	ETSI to PC&HL
	Delivery of Seed #2
	11/19/2012

	PC to HL
	COMPLETION Delivery of speech sentence pairs for artificially generated mixed content
	11/23/2012


1 Opening of the session: Oct. 24, 14:00 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).
2 Approval of the agenda and registration/allocation of documents
The agenda in AHEVS-229R2 was agreed (see Annex A of the present report).
3 Approval of EVS SWG Conference Call#18 report
Mr. Stéphane Ragot presented TD AHEVS-230 Draft report from SA4 EVS SWG Teleconference #22 (16th October 2012), from EVS SWG Secretary

Comments / questions: 

Mr. Imre Varga (Qualcomm) commented on page 8, and asked to confirm if Qualcomm’s items need to be revised.

The EVS SWG Secretary clarified that Qualcomm’s items were listed as items for crosschecking, however it may happen that these items do not need to be changed; he recalled that there was no time during the call #22 to conclude on the signal level in the silence portions of Qualcomm’s items.
Mr. Noboru Harada (NTT) felt that Qualcomm’s material was wrongly listed as items with no leading/trailing silence; he indicated that he had no time to crosscheck these items. He clarified that items from Nokia and VoiceAge has issues with leading/trailing silence.

Mr. Imre Varga (Qualcomm) pointed to the Excel sheet attached to AHEVS-227, and he noted that Qualcomm’s items are marked green; he explained that he then checked offline the actual status.
The EVS SWG Chairman noted that these comments were not related to the report. He invited to consider this issue in A.I. 4.5.
Conclusion:

TD AHEVS-230 was agreed.

4 Qualification phase status review

4.1 Processing scripts for subjective evaluations (due 28 Sep)
4.1.1 Decision on processing for AMR-WB DTX conditions
The EVS SWG Chairman recalled the discussion from the call#22 and asked about the status of offline discussions.
Mr. Harald Pobloth (Ericsson) explained that offline discussion has taken place, and Ericsson sent out some information on a number of master seeds that result in delayed operation of DTX and showed it can be resolved; he also clarified the answer to a comment from Fraunhofer (noise file or matter of stable operation in beginning). He clarified that in that offline discussion it was concluded that the speech + noise part can be copied, which has a simple impact on scripts as the preamble is also copied.
Mr. Markus Schnell (Fraunhofer) stated that the information provided by Ericsson was useful, and he supported the proposed change as long as it was restricted to AMR-WB to have a minimal impact on processing. He explained that he was working on the processing plan, and the extension of error pattern files.

Mr. Stéphane Ragot (ORANGE) explained that the changes to scripts should not be on AMR-WB conditions in general but only to AMR-WB DTX conditions, which is a smaller subset. Regarding the error pattern, he suggested using a dummy error pattern, and stated that the proposed changes should not difficult to implement, assuming they are agreed on high level.

The EVS SWG Chairman asked if the group agreed on high level to fix the issue of AMR-WB DTX operation as suggested. Answer: yes.
Conclusion: The change of AMR-WB DTX conditions was agreed by duplicating the concatenated sequence; the EVS-7a Editor and France Telecom/Orange (implementer of script) were tasked to accommodate this change.
4.2 Verification of tools for objective evaluations (due 28 Sep)
Mr. Milan Jelinek presented TD AHEVS-231 Distribution of the updated gain check tool for EVS qualification, v3.0, from VoiceAge 
This contribution updates the tool as agreed during the call#21. It was requested to update the tool to report pass/fail results. The functionality of the tool is the same; it accepts the active and inactive signal thresholds from the command line. The scripts had to be modified because of the command line. It was verified that the numerical output of scripts is identical to the previous version.
Comments / questions: 
None.
Conclusion:

The EVS SWG Chairman invited companies to crosscheck; he asked if anybody had done any crosscheck.
Mr. Markus Schnell (Fraunhofer) stated that Fraunhofer already did some crosscheck and support the scripts that were uploaded to Dynastat’s server, if the version is the same. Mr. Milan Jelinek (VoiceAge) confirmed that it was the same executable, and he clarified that AHEVS-231 provides the source code.
The EVS SWG Chairman noted one positive feedback and he asked if the updated contribution in AHEVS-231 can be agreed. Answer: yes.
TD AHEVS-231 was agreed.
Mr. Stefan Doehla presented TD AHEVS-235 JBM objective performance evaluation software v4.0, from Fraunhofer IIS
This is a minor update, provided by Fraunhofer, then modified by Fraunhofer and Qualcomm, a new update was requested. This version is part of the objective JBM evaluation scripts by Qualcomm. 
Comments / questions: 
Mr. Venkatesh Krishnan (Qualcomm) explained that Qualcomm crosschecked this tool, before uploading the JBM evaluation scripts; he confirmed that this tool performs as expected, and that it had been included in the objective evaluation scripts, however he clarified that he had to recompile the executable and he could make a new release of scripts with the executable from TD AHEVS-235, if needed. 
Mr. Craig Greer (Samsung) asked to clarify what was updated in the software. Mr. Stefan Doehla (Fraunhofer) clarified that Qualcomm found that it might make sense to update the state differently (change of one line) which does not really change anything. Mr. Venkatesh Krishnan (Qualcomm) clarified that one line was changed; instead of updating based on previous frame, the updating is based on the current frame as it should be done.
The EVS SWG Chairman asked if this contribution can be agreed. Answer: yes.
Conclusion:

TD AHEVS-235 was agreed.
4.3 (obsolete)
4.4 Common scripts for objective evaluations

The EVS SWG Chairman noted that scripts for the gain check tool were updated (see A.I. 4.2), and he stated that the common scripts should be stable. He asked if further work was required.
Mr. Milan Jelinek (VoiceAge) explained that VoiceAge tried the first distribution of AFR and JBM scripts, and they could not run them on their platform. Qualcomm and VoiceAge were invited to check the issue offline.
The EVS SWG Chairman concluded that crosscheck of scripts is ongoing and that this A.I. will be kept open. He added that all scripts are available and they are being crosschecked.

4.5 Review of submitted music and mixed content samples (due 28 Sep)
The status of items was first discussed:

The EVS SWG Chairman recalled that step 1 of AHEVS-227 was agreed in the previous meeting, where some items were required to be updated. He asked about the status of the database and noted some offline discussion on ways to check the content by checksums. 

Mr. Markus Schnell (Fraunhofer) explained that Fraunhofer already volunteered to help prepare the common pool of agreed items; he noted that some items have been uploaded with some de-clicked items, and he asked if those item are the valid ones or if old ones should be taken, he recalled that clicks were not a problem and indicated that original items would be used. Mr. Jon Gibbs (Motorola) has no strong view and he clarified that he removed the clicks. The SA4 Secretary did not see any reason, if clicks had been removed, not to accept the revised items, he agreed that all other things could stay as they were, but emphasized as an expert in subjective testing that he did not like if there were artifacts in original items and he would be happy if items are accepted without clicks.
The EVS SWG Chairman asked if de-clicked items were identical. Mr. Jon Gibbs (Motorola) confirmed that the items were changed only in the very local area of clicks.
The EVS SWG Chairman asked if anybody preferred original items with clicks. Answer: No.
The EVS SWG Chairman asked if there was any pending item.  

Mr. Noboru Harada (NTT) reacted to VoiceAge’s offline comments on NTT’s item which may have clipping; he clarified that this comment was on an old version and that NTT had already fixed issues before the deadline.
The EVS SWG Chairman summarized that the group should go always for the latest submission; he expected that all samples had been provided and concluded that the only thing to be done is to make sure that the latest version is used, which can be done with checksums.
Mr. Jon Gibbs (Motorola) recalled that it was agreed to remove one Motorola sample.
Conclusion:

It was agreed to use de-clicked items (from Motorola).

Then, the preparation of the common was addressed.

The EVS SWG Chairman asked if Mr. Markus Schnell (Fraunhofer) could build a directory of items, on which everybody could do a final check. Mr. Harald Pobloth (Ericsson) recalled that Mr. Markus Schnell (Fraunhofer) and  Mr. Harald Pobloth (Ericsson) agreed to prepare the common pool of items and that they would exchange checksums with two independent pool creations.

The availability of this pool was discussed. It was concluded that the pool would be available at latest on Nov. 2, 2012 and that the Excel sheet attached to AHEVS-227 would be updated by Mr. Nobuhiko Naka (Fraunhofer) to have an official document listing all items.

The EVS SWG Chairman clarified that the leading document is the Excel sheet from Mr. Nobuhiko Naka (Fraunhofer), which explains which items have been fixed; he suggested that anybody who wants to crosscheck an item has to provide an input.
Mr. Stéphane Ragot (ORANGE) commented that in the call#22 there was no agreement on who would crosscheck that items were properly fixed and updated.

The EVS SWG Chairman asked to indicate the crosscheck status in the Excel table. Mr. Nobuhiko Naka (Fraunhofer) indicated that there was no crosscheck yet and the status would be open.
The EVS SWG Chairman suggested setting a certain date by when an updated item is agreed if there is no comment on it. Mr. Stéphane Ragot (ORANGE) suggested that each PC sends their checksums for verification purposes.
The EVS SWG Chairman proposed to send checksums to the Excel sheet editor, to include them in the excel sheet. Mr. Stéphane Ragot (ORANGE) explained that he circulated offline a script for each PC to compute checksums and he suggested attaching the text file from this tool.
It was clarified that checksums would have to be sent to Mr. Harald Pobloth (Ericsson), Mr. Markus Schnell (Fraunhofer), Mr. Nobuhiko Naka (NTT DOCOMO).
Mr. Noboru commented on the proposed way forward (if no comment then accept updated items), he preferred to assign a counterpart for crosschecking, otherwise if no one has enough time to check the updated material, there could be some issues. He suggested that the one who has submitted an update would try to find at least another company to perform a crosscheck.
Mr. Milan Jelinek (VoiceAge) was confident that VoiceAge items were properly updated; he preferred to fix issues if there are found. Mr. Noboru Harada (NTT) had a different view from NTT, and he emphasized that NTT had spent a big amount of item for the initial crosscheck and had no more resource to crosscheck someone’s mistake.
Mr. Jon Gibbs (Motorola) noted that Mr. Markus Schnell (Fraunhofer) and  Mr. Harald Pobloth (Ericsson) volunteered to put together a consolidated version, with independent pools, and he stated that this is sufficient crosscheck.
The EVS SWG Chairman suggested asking Mr. Markus Schnell (Fraunhofer) and  Mr. Harald Pobloth (Ericsson) to listen to items that were updated for sanity check. He noted that the number of resubmitted items is not large and he asked if this proposal can be agreed. Answer: yes.
Mr. Markus Schnell (Fraunhofer) noted that the original submission would be used if items are not changed.
Conclusion:

Mr. Markus Schnell (Fraunhofer) and Mr. Harald Pobloth (Ericsson) will create two independent pools of agreed items and crosscheck updated items. PCs were requested to send checksums of their latest items to Mr. Harald Pobloth (Ericsson), Mr. Markus Schnell (Fraunhofer), Mr. Nobuhiko Naka (NTT DOCOMO).
4.5.1 Stage 2: Decision on cultural mismatch claims
Mr. Stéphane Ragot presented TD AHEVS-232 Solving cultural mismatch, from ORANGE SA, NTT DOCOMO, INC., NTT 
Comments / questions: 
Mr. Jon Gibbs (Motorola) explained that Motorola had quite a long list of items identified as cultural mismatch, and he recalled that ZTE questioned why Motorola was so much more intolerant. He explained that another possibility in this document in TD AHEVS-232 would be not to permit any cultural mismatch at all. He acknowledged that cultural mismatch may have an effect, and he stated that this effect may be overstated.
Mr. Milan Jelinek (VoiceAge) explained that after discussing with VoiceAge’s LL, it is acknowledged there might be an issue with cultural mismatch, and he stated that for music, it is less important, which was re-confirmed by VoiceAge’s LL. He supported to grant no cultural mismatch objections as the easiest solution. He commented on the VoiceAge claims on cultural mismatch and stated that several Asian samples can be problematic which is not reflected in the document. He noted that several companies did not claim any cultural mismatch, and asked if the procedure had to be changed to accommodate those companies to claim additional cultural mismatch though it is well after the deadline for comments. He stated that there is no reason why VoiceAge claims are different from the France Telecom test lab.

Mr. Stéphane Ragot (ORANGE) explained that he could not explain why some companies did not claim any cultural mismatch.

Mr. Craig Greer (Samsung) clarified that Samsung had no claim because, according to the current rule in EVS-8a, all companies have to agree what is put in their list, which is likely not to happen, therefore Samsung did not take the cultural mismatch seriously, however if this rule has to be changed, Samsung would put items on the table.
Mr. Harald Pobloth (Ericsson) clarified that Ericsson did not claim any cultural mismatch, not because items were not listened to, but because of the rule that everybody has to agree on excluding items for cultural mismatch; he commented on the balance between claims and stated that for Ericsson the best way forward is not to exclude items due to cultural mismatch.
Ms. Takako Sanda (Panasonic) clarified that Panasonic did not claim cultural mismatch because it was difficult to find cultural mismatch for North American people, and Panasonic asked Dynastat. She noted that Motorola and Qualcomm had different view, and clarified that Dynastat should be contacted.
Mr. Miao Lei (Huawei) clarified that Huawei also did not claim cultural mismatch because their LL we did not see much problem. He stated that, looking at current claims against Huawei’s classical music, Huawei decided to withdraw their items.
The SA4 Secretary commented from an SQ expert point of view that cultural mismatch is an important issue; he understood that subjects listening to something odd will be confused. He stated that in principle cultural mismatch for subjective tests is very important, and that in practice, if some cultural mismatch is accepted, it will be important to take care of instructions and put in practice examples that they may listen to something that is not in their culture, so that they do not get surprised. He explained that, when subjects are aware of the set of music samples with something not expected in their culture, this can attenuate the consequences.
Mr. Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) noted that this is a good idea, and indicated that Dynastat would bring a contribution for the next call that would suggest a procedure that all LLs use to basically provide to listeners a quick review of items (unprocessed). He explained that this cannot be done in preliminaries, which only use sample number 7. He stated that, if the group will agree he can present a proposal that every LL will use to help resolve this issue of cultural mismatch.
The EVS SWG Chairman stated that there were quite many views not to apply any cultural mismatch but rather prepare listeners.
Mr. Imre Varga (Qualcomm) supported the approach proposed by the SA4 Secretary and Dynastat as a fallback solution with no cultural mismatch.
Mr. Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) clarified that Dynastat did not recommend any cultural mismatch for the same reason, as they did not think there would 100% agreement to exclude items.
The EVS SWG Chairman asked if the proposal by the SA4 Secretary and Dynastat could be agreed already during the call or if the group had to wait for Dynastat’s contribution.

Mr. Stéphane Ragot (ORANGE) stated that, comparing with TD AHEVS-232, and given that Huawei withdrew their classical music items (a3 category) the issue of cultural mismatch is essentially limited to modern music (a4 category). He noted that in France Telecom/Orange’s claims this relates to items with a vocal part in a foreign language. He asked Dynastat to consider in their forthcoming contribution how to deal with the potential mismatch due to a foreign language in the vocal part.
Mr. Markus Schnell (Fraunhofer)  thanked Huawei for withdrawing their classical music items, and he stated that there is still one problem with Huawei’s artificially mixed items (a1 category), where some of items are Chinese traditional music on which Fraunhofer claimed some mismatch; he was not sure how to solve this problem.
Conclusion:
As an alternative to claims of cultural mismatch, it was suggested to prepare listeners to items which are potentially not very usual in their cultural environment; a contribution from Dynastat was expected on this topic for the next conference call.
TD AHEVS-232 was noted.
5 Qualification test plan matters
Mr. Nobuhiko Naka presented TD AHEVS-233 EVS Permanent Document EVS-8a: Test plans for qualification phase including host lab specification, v.1.0.6 draft2, from Editor (NTT DOCOMO) 

The first change is in Annex I listing contact point according to a request from Dynastat. The other change is in Annex J where information relevant for cultural mismatch is listed for information.
Comments / questions: 
The SA4 Secretary noted that some companies have 2 contact points, and he stated that he would use the first name; he also commented on the multiple ids for LLs which might cause some problems for the allocation of identifiers. He also commented on the numbering of this contribution (draft2) and preferred to increase the version number as this is a P-doc.
Mr. Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) explained that for the next call Dynastat can clarify exactly which experiment will be conducted for both Panasonic and Qualcomm (NAE or Japanese).

The EVS SWG Chairman indicated that the id has to be known when the processing starts, and there is no urgency to do this before, except for the case of mixed and music tests.
Mr. Stéphane Ragot (ORANGE) explained that the possibility to use 2 LLs per PC was anticipated in EVS-7a and scripts and this would not be an issue.

Mr. Craig Greer (Samsung) suggested sending seeds to everyone in the lists for Samsung. 

It was clarified that it would not be a problem for the SA4 Secretary to send seeds to all listed contact points.

The EVS SWG Chairman asked if this document can be agreed with the proper version number.

Conclusion:

Mr. Noboru Harada (NTT) commented on the lab assignment in Annex J and he clarified that only e1 for NTT will be used while e2 can be deleted (all experiments will be conducted in NTT’s site).
Mr. Venkatesh Krishnan (Qualcomm) explained that Qualcomm will conduct all tests in Dynastat, and Qualcomm’s test site can be eliminated.

Ms. Holly Francois (Motorola) pointed out a typo in table H.3 (exp. H in last row).
Mr. Harald Pobloth (Ericsson) explained that the music experiment will be run in the Ericsson lab (k1).
Mr. Craig Greer (Samsung) commented on the ffs in table H.4 and he stated that there will be no objective testing of JBM for music and mixed content. It was clarified that ffs was requested in the conference call after SA4#70. Mr. Stéphane Ragot (ORANGE) noted that ffs means that no testing of these test cases. The EVS SWG Chairman indicated that ffs does not say it will be tested now, and it may mean this will be considered in selection.
Mr. Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) explained that a minor correction is required in table 42 (preliminaries for Exp. L, where conditions 7 and 12 are both c14, it should be c12, c14 was repeated, last line should be c12).
Mr. Minjie Xie (ZTE) requested to add some more contact points for ZTE and he explained that t the name and email address would be provided by email.
Conclusion:

TD AHEVS-233 was revised to AHEVS-236, which was not presented during the call.
Mr. Nobuhiko Naka presented TD AHEVS-234 On Detail Schedule of Qualification, from Editor (NTT DOCOMO) 

This contribution presents a detailed schedule based on a document provided offline by Dynastat, 2 lines were added (in red).
Comments / questions: 
Mr. Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) noted that the important CuT submission date to ETSI (Nov. 16, 2012) was missing.

Mr. Stéphane Ragot (ORANGE) suggested to clarify that wording ‘Artificially Mixed Content Files Deliveries’ as the delivery of speech sentence pairs to be used for artificial mixing. The EVS SWG Chairman noted that the processing scripts will do the mixing. The reason for this milestone on Nov. 23 was clarified (PCs have to try to make sounds similar to prototype sample, there might be some time needed).
The EVS SWG Chairman asked if the 2 dates in red in TD AHEVS-234 can be agreed. Answer: yes.

The SA4 Secretary asked to put deadlines with some indication of CET.

The EVS-8a Editor recalled that the time of 23:59 CET was already agreed in EVS-8a for some milestones.
The EVS SWG Chairman stated that the deadline usually indicates the delivery time at latest, and he emphasized that the seed shall not be delivered before a certain date.
Mr. Stéphane Ragot (ORANGE) indicated that he wanted to check other dates proposed in TD AHEVS-234 with the France Telecom test lab.
The EVS SWG Chairman summarized the table is not fully agreed yet, and feedback is required from LLs.
Conclusion:

The following 2 dates were agreed:

	ETSI to PC&HL
	Delivery of Seed #2
	11/19/2012

	PC to HL
	COMPLETION Delivery of speech sentence pairs for artificially generated mixed content
	11/23/2012


TD AHEVS-234 was noted.
6 Qualification processing plan matters

No Tdoc in this A.I.
7 Other business
7.1 Next conference call

The EVS SWG Chairman recalled that the start time of meeting of the next meeting will be changed (13:00 CET).
8 Close of the call: Oct. 24, 16:07 CEST

The EVS SWG chairman closed the meeting. 
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