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1. Introduction
There has been discussion on the selection rules for the EVS selection phase, and EVS Selection Rules EVS-5b [1] still has several open points that need to be agreed.
From the viewpoint of the signing operators, the SWB operation mode of the EVS codec is regarded as the main feature for a deployment of the EVS codec in future networks and services. Therefore, the importance of SWB should be reflected in the weights of the different test cases. In order to select the best candidate as the EVS codec, the sources propose the following selection principles.

2. Proposal
1) On the test sets table and related weights under consideration in [1]
a) Weights assigned on the test sets related to SWB should sum up to at least 50%. The justification is given by the fact that SWB is the most important new feature of the EVS codec that cannot be realized with the current conversational codecs of 3GPP. It needs to be ensured that the EVS codec provides the highest quality for the new SWB function in 3GPP voice services.

b) Weight on test sets related to AMR-WB IO should not be too large. This is justified because AMR-WB IO is meant to ensure that legacy AMR-WB services can use the EVS codec in new devices without the need for another codec. This has to be proven in compliance tests. According to the WID objectives, AMR-WB IO is defined as a functionality requirement. Also, the potential for quality enhancements is marginal. From this point of view, AMR-WB IO should therefore be considered with a smaller weight compared to the other WID objectives. For example, 5% is sufficient.
2) On the selection procedure and FoM in [1]
Winning candidate has to be selected based on the subjective test results comparing candidate codecs directly to each other.
Counting the number of passes and failures on the set of performance requirements does not give sufficient information to select the candidate codec that provides the best subjective quality. Two candidates passing a performance requirement do not necessarily have the same subjective quality in the related test condition.  
3. Conclusion
The sources recommend that as the selection criterion at least 50% of the weight should be assigned to SWB conditions. The sources further recommend 5% weight for AMR-WB IO.
The sources strongly believe that selection should be based on the subjective test results comparing candidate codecs directly to each other and request EVS SWG to reflect this principle in the selection procedure of EVS-5b [1].
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