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Executive Summary
The EVS SWG (39 participants) met for about 2 days (all time slots put together), all input documents were covered except two of them (S4-140011 and S4-140023) that were left to be presented in the SA4 closing plenary.
The meeting produced the following agreed output documents:

	S4-140198
	EVS-5b v0.3

	S4-140204
	EVS-6b v0.8

	S4-140205
	EVS-7b v0.1.0

	S4-140221
	EVS-8b v.0.4.0

	S4-140222
	NDA for the EVS Codec Selection

	S4-140226
	Revisions to the EVS Work Item Description


Three P-docs (EVS-5b, EVS-7b, EVS-8b) are intended for approval as v1.0 at the SA4 closing plenary. The key updates in the P-docs listed above are summarized below:
· EVS-5b: The GAL plan was moved from Annex of EVS-5b to EVS-8b; the text describing the selection procedure was updated.

· EVS-6b: New unsigned basic operators were agreed, the figure on information exchange was moved to EVS-8b.

· EVS-7b : The development of scripts by the host lab (HL) was confirmed, missing processing steps were added, an annex was added to describe the basic operators to be used and the EVS complexity evaluation procedure
· EVS-8b: Lab tasks were fully defined; the experiment list and allocation of labs/languages were confirmed.
During the meeting, it was agreed to plan a SA4#80 bis meeting (potential host: Nokia, Helsinki, Finland); the date of submission for the CuT executables was shifted to 27 June, 2014. The EVS project plan (EVS-2) was reviewed and left to be presented to SA4 closing plenary in S4-140206. The number and dates of telcos until SA4#77 were left to be discussed offline.
Price Quotes for the EVS selection and characterization were provided by Dynastat, Inc., DELTA, Mesaqin.com s.r.o (Ltd.), Audio Research Labs. The quotations for selection in TD S4-140203 were agreed with one comment from ORANGE. The quotations for characterizations in TD S4-140203 were also agreed provided that the EVS codec is really selected and with the possibility to consider the type and number of experiments in characterization.
1 Opening of the session: January 20, 11:15 (local time)
The EVS SWG Chairman, Stefan Bruhn (Ericsson), opened the meeting.

Minutes were taken by the EVS SWG Secretary, Stéphane Ragot (ORANGE).
2 Approval of the agenda and registration/allocation of documents
The EVS SWG Chairman presented the agenda in S4-140012R1. It was clarified that A.I. 3 was unused  because there was no adhoc meeting prior to SA4#77 and the minutes of the last EVS SWG conference call were already approved in the SA4#77 opening plenary. 
The EVS SWG Chairman asked if it was acceptable to take late contributions, which was the case

The EVS SWG Chairman explained that the objective of the meeting was to complete P-docs such that contracting of labs can start after SA4#77.

Mr. Nobuhiko Naka (NTT DOCOMO) recalled that it was agreed to move GAL tasks from selection rules to test plan, and he requested to re-allocate S4-140116 in AI.I 6.4.3, which was agreed.
Mr. Craig Greer (Samsung) suggested taking S4-140134 before S4-140116 and S4-140117, and the agenda was corrected online.
The revised agenda in S4-140012R2 was approved (see Annex A of this report).
The tentative schedule in S4-140013 was agreed as a guideline for the meeting.
3 (Unused)
4 Selection phase matters
4.1 Selection Rules (EVS-5b)
Mr. Imre Varga presented TD S4-140024 EVS Permanent Document EVS-5b: Selection Rules for Selection Phase, from Editor
Comments / questions: 

None.

Conclusion:

The EVS SWG Chairman noted that this document is suggested as an initial editing document, with the exception of the Annex because EVS-8b that will contain the GAL plan (see A.I. 2). The EVS SWG Chairman asked if the group can agree on TD S4-140024 (with the annex moved to the EVS-8b test plan) as the editing version of EVS-5b. Answer: yes.
It was concluded that further edits of EVS-5b will be done relative to TD S4-140024.

TD S4-140024 was initially noted. 
Later, during the meeting TD S4-140024 was revised  to TD S4-140136  (see A.I. 5)
4.2 Selection Deliverables (EVS-6b)
Mr. Harald Poboth presented TD S4-140112 Fixed point basic operators update, from Telefon AB LM Ericsson
Comments / questions: 

There was no comment and the EVS SWG Chairman asked if the proposal should be put in the EVS-6b document, to specify the way how the fixed point code has to be delivered.
Mr. Stéphane Ragot (ORANGE) suggested providing the source code of the basic operators as an attachment of this contribution to clearly define the unsigned basic operators. He commented that France Telecom/Orange provided the unsigned operators in ITU-T G.729.1 and he was willing to support Ericsson to prepare the update of operators.
Mr. Harald Pobloth (Ericsson) indicated that he would consult with Orange and was ready to make an additional input.
Mr. Markus Schnell (Fraunhofer) was not sure that for each signed operator there is an unsigned counterpart. Mr. Harald Pobloth (Ericsson) clarified that the proposed basic operators do not reflect the complete set of 32-bit operators. He stated that it makes sense to reflect the capabilities of DSPs, and the proposal includes the relevant ones for Ericsson. He was sympathetic to following a more systematic approach. He suggested keeping open the possibility to get a more systematic list of unsigned operators.

The EVS SWG Chairman suggested putting the list of additional operators in the deliverables P-docs (EVS-6b) with a note that an input is requested in case harmonization of operator with signed operators would be done. He stated that such a note would make it clear that there is a need to harmonize signed and unsigned basic operators.
There was no further comment.
The EVS SWG Chairman asked if the group can agree on this document, moving the table in EVS-6b and adding a note stating that further inputs are expected streamlining operators. Answer: yes.
The EVS SWG Chairman added that there was a request to make implementation of the unsigned operators available. He concluded that the action is for Ericsson with the help of Orange to provide the implementation asap, which is quite essential to make the fixed-point implementation possible.
Conclusion:

TD S4-140112 was agreed. 
4.3 Selection Test Plans (EVS-8b)
Mr. Nobuhiko Naka presented TD S4-140071 EVS Permanent Document EVS-8b: Test plans for selection phase including host lablab task specification v.0.3.0, from Editor (NTT DOCOMO INC.)
The status of the test plan was reviewed; open issues are listed. In particular, experiments were relabeled; editorial corrections were made (to be reviewed in the editing session). Agreements from the last EVS SWG conference call were implemented.
Comments / questions: 

Mr. Noboru Harada (NTT) asked if the agreed definition of mixed content and music is included. Mr. Nobuhiko Naka (NTT DOCOMO) explained that the format was changed, but the definition is included.
Mr. Schyuler Quackenbush (ARL) volunteered to participate in the editing of EVS-8b.

The EVS SWG Chairman noted that annexes on lab tasks were included based on the input at the last EVS SWG conference call, but TD S4-140117now provides new annexes. He asked the EVS-8b Editor to include TD S4-140117 as the valid annexes.

Mr. Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) clarified that there are editorial changes in the lab tasks, and he suggested transferring TD S4-140117 over to TD S4-14007.
Conclusion:
This document was agreed as the latest version of EVS-8b to be used for further editing.
TD S4-140071 was noted. 
Mr. Craig Greer presented TD S4-140134 EVS Selection Phase Objectives, from Samsung Electronics Co. Ltd.

Most objectives can be tested in selection because most references are already in the test. It is proposed to add the proposed objectives to be tested in the EVS selection test plan and for the GAL to analyze objectives.
Comments / questions: 

Mr. Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) stated that GAL had no objection in analyzing the objectives and the GAL will do that.
The EVS SWG Chairman asked how the proposal affects the experimental design.
Mr. Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) explained that he looked at the condition list to see how many conditions there are in allocating samples to conditions. He did not think that the proposal would have an effect on results.
The EVS SWG Chairman concluded that the group will check for objectives wherever possible. He asked if this document can be agreed. Answer: yes.
Conclusion:

TD S4-140134 was agreed. This document will be considered during the editing of EVS-8b.
Mr. Alan Sharpley presented all parts except the schedule discussion of TD S4-140116 Proposed GAL plan for the EVS Selection Phase, from Dynastat, Inc.
It is recommended that this document is attached as an Annex of EVS-8b.
Comments / questions: 

Mr. Craig Greer (Samsung) asked if the bulleted items is proposed to become a GAL plan, he noted that some references in the text will have to be revised; he also commented on the ToR objectives that will impact the proposal and that the test methodology is proposed to be in the test plan and not in Appendix.
Mr. Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) clarified that this contribution is provided as a basis for contract so that the test plan specifies what the GAL should do. It was noted that the GAL plan may be in the main text or in annex of EVS-8b.
It was recalled that the lab tasks including GAL tasks will be the test plan, so that just 2 P-docs (EVS-7b, EVS-8b) will be annexed to contracts. It was clarified that the tasks of the CL will also be in the test plan.
Mr. Noboru Harada (NTT) commented on the first bullet of TD S4-140116 which indicates that the same presentation order will be used for different language; he stated the results may be affected by the presentation order, even if each panel has a different order.
Mr. Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) clarified that not only different randomization will be defined for each panel but there will be different talkers and categories within each randomization. He explained that a Monte Carlo process will be used to look at 100,000 possible randomizations to select the most uniform and control time-order effects. 
The EVS SWG Chairman suggested concluding that the text of TD S4-140116 will be taken in EVS-8b with some fix of references. It was noted that ToR objectives should be included in this text. The EVS SWG Chairman noted that the agreement on the text also covers the statistical analysis.

Mr. Craig Greer (Samsung) pointed out that comparisons are proposed to be presented in terms of categories. The EVS SWG Chairman tasked the EVS-8b Editor to put the text of TD S4-140116 in brackets in EVS-8b. 
Mr. Imre Varga (Qualcomm) asked to clarify how to formulate ToR passes/ails e.g. in percent or not. Mr. Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) explained that the GAL report will form the basis of result description for the characterization TR.

The EVS SWG Chairman suggested editing later selection rules so that it is clear that essential tasks for GAL can be in the selection test plan.
Conclusion:
The text in TD S4-140116 will be moved in brackets in EVS-8b for editing.

TD S4-140116 was noted. 
Mr. Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) presented all parts except the schedule discussion of TD S4-140117 Tasks and schedule for the EVS Selection Phase, from Dynastat, Inc., DELTA, Mesaqin.com s.r.o (Ltd.), Audio Research Labs
Comments / questions: 

Several corrections were suggested online. In particular, it was noted that the HL task does not include receiving the final CuT executables. Mr. Craig Greer (Samsung) commented that obligations were specified for labs and these obligations may be called tasks.
Mr. Stéphane Ragot (ORANGE) was not sure why the LL cost would change.  Mr. Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) explained that cost estimates for listening tests were made a year ago based on a time schedule and a scope, and the schedule has been doubled and the scope reduced by more than 15 percent; he added that the time delay has a great thing to do with the cost estimate, and gave the analogy of a cell phone product to be one the market, where the price would vary depending on the number of units sold or the time to put the product on market.

Mr. Schyuler Quackenbush (ARL) stated that the process has slipped in time, with more meetings to attend which affects the bottom line. He also commented on the tasks of LL that say they all conform to the requirements of the test plan, he recalled that DELTA SenseLab gave a lot of evidence on this fulfillment. Mr. Stéphane Ragot (ORANGE) was fine keeping the wording ‘obligations’.
The SA4 Secretary requested to keep Sources as 3GPP members, as guests and non-members cannot produce a Tdoc. He suggested adding a statement, in case labs don’t receive the material by a certain date; they are not faulty.

The SA4 Secretary asked how the pricing would appear. The EVS SWG asked how this was handled in the qualification phase. The SA4 Secretary explained that the lab cost was minuted in the SA4 report, as SA gave SA4 the authority to approve the cost at SA4 level for the EVS exercise.
Mr. Nick Zacharov (DELTA) stated that there were various changes to the process, requests for additional languages, changes to mixed/music content, losses in database production. He commented that ORANGE’s question can be answered by going through various meeting reports, and there is no surprise in the cost increase.
Conclusion:

TD S4-140117 will be included in brackets in the EVS-8b P-doc for editing purposes.

TD S4-140117 was noted.
Mr. Alan Sharpley presented TD S4-140118 Proposed Allocation of Subjective Tests by language and Listening Lab for the EVS Selection Phase, from Dynastat, Inc., DELTA, Mesaqin.com s.r.o (Ltd.), Audio Research Labs

There are 10 languages covering 48 experiments. The group has seen this before, as various times in this project.
Comments / questions:
Mr. Stefan Doehla (Fraunhofer) asked if ‘quiet’ means ‘clean speech’, which was confirmed.
Mr. Craig Greer (Samsung) suggested spelling out 3 separate NAE databases as NAE1, NAE2, and NAE3.
Mr. Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) clarified that NAE databases will be uniformly distributed across categories (NB, WB, IO, and SWB) so that this does not become a confounding factor.

Mr. Craig Greer (Samsung) suggested reorganizing the list of experiments, this was left to be done offline.

Mr. Stephane Ragot (ORANGE) asked if there was some freedom to swap some languages so as to test French in clean speech in one experiment. The SA4 Secretary recommended avoiding the same situation as for AMR, where all results were presented and one delegate asked if tonal languages were tested. He requested testing in Chinese in clean speech asked if this can be accommodated. He clarified that this request as ORANGE’s comment but for Chinese.

Mr. Craig Greer (Samsung) requested to document the number of experiments in each language.

Mr. Noboru Harada (NTT) stated that NTT is very happy with the proposed allocation, as Japanese is tested in speech.
The EVS SWG Chairman suggested discussing offline how to swap languages to accommodate the request from ORANGE and the SA4 Secretary.

Mr. Nobuhiko Naka (NTT DOCOMO) noted that the description of tests is not needed in the language allocation table, and only the right most 3 columns are required.
Conclusion:
There were requests to swap some language to accommodate for testing French and Chinese in clean speech, the corrections were left to be proposed offline.  It was suggested to reorganizing the list of experiments, keeping  the right most 3 columns of the allocation table, and adding a new table document the number of experiments conducted in each language.
TD S4-140118 was noted. 
4.4 Selection Processing Plans (EVS-7b)
Mr. Markus Schnell presented TD S4-140119 Proposed EVS Permanent Document EVS-7b: Processing functions for selection phase v0.0.4, from Editor (Fraunhofer IIS)
Comments / questions: 

None

Conclusion:

The changes implemented in this version of EVS-7b were left to be seen in the editing session.

TD S4-140119 was noted. 
Mr. Markus Schnell presented TD S4-140120 Proposals for EVS-7b, from Editor (Fraunhofer IIS)
Comments / questions: 

The SA4 Secretary commented on the noise power measurement: he asked if labs conducted experiments, to determine what option to use. Mr. Jon Gibbs (Huawei) explained that one option was used in G.718.

Mr. Markus Schnell (Fraunhofer) stated that MSIN is always used in NB experiments, and the same filter is used in the signal and noise paths in most exercises; he clarified that now HP50 filter will be used for  WB and SWB.
Mr. Noboru Harada (NTT) noted that the figures on noise power measurement describe only the noise path. It was clarified that the speech path is now identical to the noise path.
The EVS SWG Chairman recalled that  in AMR-WB different approaches were used for noise filtering. The SA4 Secretary stated that if the new option was already adopted in G.718, he had no issue because there was a precedent. 
Mr. Jon Gibbs (Huawei) explained that the idea of harmonizing the signal and noise paths, processing and measurement was the same in G.718, while the precise filter may not have been the same.

Mr. Noboru Harada (NTT) stated that the proposal is the best compromise PCs could get. Mr. Imre Varga (Qualcomm) stated that this is a good solution in combination with the understanding that SNR is measured at codec input.
Conclusion:

The EVS-7b Editor was asked to include this proposal  in the EVS-7b processing plan.

TD S4-140120 was noted. 
5 Joint editing of EVS P-docs
Though various P-docs were handled in non-sequential order, the reporting is provided below by P-docs for the sake of clarity:
· EVS-5b

The EVS-5 Editor (Mr. Imre Varga, Qualcomm) provided TD S4-140136 as a new basis for editing. This version ofEVS-5b P-doc took into account remarks made during the meeting (see A.I. 4.1).
Mr. Peter Isberg (Sony) noted that the SA plenary will take place in 15-17 Sept., 2014 and he asked if there is a submission deadline to SA. It was clarified that there is no deadline.
Mr. Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) did not think the payment of LLs should depend on the GAL report.
TD S4-140136 was revised online to TD S4-140198 (EVS-5b V0.3), which was agreed.

The EVS SWG Chairman explained that EVS-5b V0.3 was meant to be approved as V1.0 in the SA4 closing plenary.
· EVS-6b

The EVS-5 Editor (Mr. Imre Varga, Qualcomm) projected a revised version of S4-131126 including some offline edits. This document was reviewed online. The agreed revision of EVS-6b (v0.6) can be found in S4-140199.
The signature process for the multiparty NDA covering the selection tests was discussed; a tentative deadline to agree on the text was suggested as January 25, 2014, to get all signed documents back to ETSI by February 24, 2014. It was clarified that PDF signed copies could be acceptable for ETSI but ETSI would request to get all paper copies to store and archive them.

Mr. Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) asked if all NDAs have to be signed and handed to ETSI before lab contracts are signed. The SA4 Secretary confirmed that contracts are unlikely to be approved until NDA (at least from labs) get signed.  

After some online revisions, S4-140199 was revised to S4-140204 (EVS-6b v0.8). In particular:

The table listing expected draft specifications was modified, in particular to make some editorial improvements. The picture defining the information exchange was removed  from  EVS-6b was removed because it was moved to EVS-8b. A reference to basic operators listed in EVS-7b replaced the corresponding text in EVS-6b, a sentence was also added to clarify that the complexity assessment will be specified in Annex of EVS-7b.

The sentence ‘subcontracting will be part of the NDA’ was removed as it was not clear whether this was the right place in EVS-6b.
S4-140204 was agreed.
· EVS-7b

The EVS-7b Editor (Mr. Markus Schnell, Fraunhofer) projected TD S4-140119. After online revisions, EVS-7b v0.1.0 was produced in S4-140205. In particular: 
Mr. Harald Pobloth (Ericsson) asked if the agreed unsigned basic operators (see A.I. 4.2) would be included in Annex.
The EVS-7b Editor summarized that the main body of EVS-7b was almost final and there was just the definition of unsigned operators to add in Annex and a sentence on HL to be checked to confirm the HL would develop a set of processing scripts.
Then, the EVS-7b Editor provided a new section A.6 copied form deliverable documents (EVS-6b) and Mr. Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) confirmed that HL will be responsible for developing one set of scripts. It was also confirmed that the scripts developed by the HL will be attached to EVS-7b.
S4-140205 was agreed and intended to be presented in SA4 closing plenary for approval as v1.0.
· EVS-8b

The EVS-8b Editor (Mr. Nobuhiko Naka, NTT DOCOMO) projected a revised version of TD S4-140071 including modifications that were already agreed during the meeting (see A.I. 4.3). This revision included the figure defining information exchange taken from EVS-7b (new Annex N). A new test schedule provided offline by Dynastat was included in Annex H; this schedule was extensively revised online. The format of the GAL results was discussed.

Mr. Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) projected an example spreadsheet with dummy data for the GAL presentation of results. It was suggested to present ‘CuT’, ‘Req’ and ‘Obj’ conditions. This was left to be included offline in the EVS-8b EVS-Pdoc; it was commented that there is no need to report failures of objectives.
The lab tasks were further reviewed and updated online.

The SWG agreed output of the EVS-8b editing can be found in S4-140221 (EVS-8b 0.4.0). This version was intended to be presented in SA4 closing plenary for approval as v1.0.
6 EVS schedule
Mr. Alan Sharpley presented  the schedule part (annex F) of TD S4-140117 Tasks and schedule for the EVS Selection Phase, from Dynastat, Inc., DELTA, Mesaqin.com s.r.o (Ltd.), Audio Research Labs
Comments / questions: 

The SA4 Secretary asked to remove the ETSI legal department on the first line. He also commented on the wording ‘finalization’ (for v1.1 of test plans) which may be misinterpreted. He clarified that ETSI may wait until all confirmations are received on the signature of the multiparty NDA for selection tests. He emphasized that it is important for the HL, CL, LLs and GAL to send signed documents to ETSI.
Mr. Imre Varga (Qualcomm) explained that there is an idea on how to allow more time for codec developers, still reaching Rel-12. He stated that there may be a solution, to have 4 more weeks while still reaching Rel-12. He noted that the date of the selection meeting from August meeting would go to Sept. 1 if 4 weeks of delay are allowed. Mr. Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) confirmed that an extra SA4 meeting in Sophia Antipolis in early Sept. was under discussion offline.
Mr. Craig Greer (Samsung) asked what kind of schedule is assumed for scripts. Mr. Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) clarified that the schedule for producing scripts was under development. The schedule for developing scripts was further discussed.
Mr. Peter Isberg (Sony) asked to clarify whether the extra SA4 meeting on Sept. 1-2 would be in conflict with ITU-T SG12 at the same time. It was noted that there was an overlap on Sept. 2. Mr. Peter Isberg (Sony) had reservations on the schedule of this extra meeting.
The SA4 Secretary explained that MCC has internal meetings before TSG plenaries and the whole 3GPP WGs are requested not to meet in that week. He suggested distinguishing the codec specifications and the GAL results, and understood that the idea is just to leave only the selection test results for that extra meeting in Sept. 2014. He stated that the request from MCC is to prepare a set of specifications and agree on them in August and leave the GAL analysis in a bis meeting, to have the power to agree on that the EVS codec is ready. He recommended starting drafting specifications asap to have draft versions in May 2014, possibly to raise the versions to v1.0 in June 2014 which is the freezing date for Rel12, and an extension could be asked until Sept. 2014 to complete the work. He emphasized that there is a committee checking the set of specifications, and the proposal is to draft specifications to start with v1.0 by June 2014.

The interference with the ITU-T SG 12 meeting was further discussed. Mr. Stéphane Ragot (ORANGE) indicated that the dates for the bis meeting could be shifted by few days, for instance starting on August 30-31, 2014.
The GERAN constraints of the SA4 Secretary were pointed out.

Mr. Peter Isberg (Sony) stated that the idea of one single codec was to complete the work within in Rel-12, schedule and to have a higher confidence in the schedule, and now the proposal would be to shift the schedule again. The EVS SWG Chairman clarified that parties that are not among codec developers could check the codec specification at an even earlier stage, which would have never been possible in the competitive approach; he still suggested that codec specifications would be provided for conditional approval in SA4#80 meeting in August 2014, considering that if the codec does not reach quality requirements it cannot go to SA plenary. He emphasized that the schedule update is not a shift to get specifications later, but the actual selection decision would come later with no impact on SA plenary.
Mr. Peter Isberg (Sony) stated that there would be less time before plenary. The EVS SWG Chairman suggested asking how much time is needed to review test results; he emphasized that there will be the same amount of time for companies to review specifications prior to SA plenary.
The SA4 Secretary noted that experiments are not all conducted at the same time, so the results can be provided as soon as they are available, the GAL can be provided later, the bis meeting would consider the GAL which could reduce the number of days to 2 to see if requirements are met. He highlighted that the bis meeting would have just to check results whether requirements are met.
Mr. Peter Isberg (Sony) requested to state clearly what this bis meeting is going to do. Mr. Craig Greer (Samsung) explained that this distributed selection where the selection starts in August 2014 and the GAL review is in Sept. 2014. 
There was some discussion to select the right P-doc to get the statement defining what this bis meeting is going to do. Mr. Craig Greer (Samsung) suggested the selection rules document. 
Mr. Schyuler Quackenbush (ARL) supported the request to write what will happen in the bis meeting and also to see what is feasible in August 2014.
The EVS SWG Chairman invited to continue the discussion offline. He suggested concluding that when it comes to selection process, the group would consider the case where the selection would have a distributed decision with a bis meeting after SA4#80.
Conclusion:

TD S4-140117 was noted. 
After offline discussions, the EVS SWG Chairman indicated that the testing schedule in EVS-8b needs to be updated. Mr. Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) and Mr. Nobuhiko Naka (NTT DOCOMO) were tasked to produce an update of this schedule.
The EVS SWG Chairman clarified that based on offline discussions it would be better to select the date of August 30-31, 2014 for the bis meeting. He noted that pending the decision about the bis, a host would be needed for this bis meeting. 
Later, Mr. Lasse Laaksonen (Nokia) and Mr. Jari Hagqvist (Nokia) stated that Nokia could offer to host a bis meeting in August 30-31, 2014, in Helsinki, Finland.

The EVS Rapporteur (Mr. Miao Lei, Huawei) presented a draft update of the EVS-2 P-doc. This revision included a shift of the selection CuT submission deadline from 30 May to 27 Jun, with a conditional agreement of the EVS codec at SA4#80. There were several comments on this update and corrections were provided online.
The EVS Rapporteur (Mr. Miao Lei, Huawei) presented a draft update of the EVS-2 P-doc. This revision included a shift of the selection CuT submission deadline from 30 May to 27 Jun, with a conditional agreement of the EVS codec at SA4#80. There were several comments on this update and corrections were provided online. It was suggested starting the characterization P-docs already in April 2014. Adhoc teleconferences before SA4#78 were proposed; their number and dates were left to be proposed offline. The revised EVS-2 P-doc (in TD S4-140206) was left to be presented directly in the SA4 closing plenary.
7 Contributions to other EVS topics
Mr. Alan Sharpley presented TD S4-140203 Assignment of Labs and Price Quotes for the EVS Characterization Phase, from Dynastat, Inc., DELTA, Mesaqin.com s.r.o (Ltd.), Audio Research Labs
Comments / questions: 

The SA4 Secretary noted that there would be no HL nor CL in characterization.
Mr. Stéphane Ragot (ORANGE) asked if the proposal included the possibility to test other languages in characterization, e.g. Polish or Arabic which are spoken in countries where Orange has operation. 

Mr. Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) stated that for testing new languages, there would be 80k€ left apart. He stated that this exercise in both selection and characterization has been far more comprehensive in terms of languages than any standardization exercise in 40 years. Mr. Jan Holub (Mesaqin.com) supported this statement, and he explained that it would be difficult to add new mixed content databases in some languages. Mr. Nick Zacharov (DELTA) had the same position and considered the extraction of 80 k€ to cover testing in potential extra languages.
Mr. Stéphane Ragot (ORANGE) asked to confirm that it would not be possible to test in other languages than those used in selection. 

Mr. Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) stated that nothing precludes new languages, but this is not part  of this document in this proposal. Mr. Jan Holub (Mesaqin.com) stated that from a technical point view it would be possible to add test in other languages but the frame of this project is considered fixed.
It was clarified that the allocation of languages to be used for characterization is up to the group decision.

The EVS SWG Chairman summarized that the quote was received assuming the same languages for selection and characterization, and one cannot assume it is valid f for other languages.
Mr. Jon Gibbs (Huawei) stated that in his opinion this negotiated quotation is a good deal for SA4, he explained that the 80k€ was put aside for having flexibility to test in other languages. He stated that there were changes to the experimental design that are likely to impact cost, and there was in the selection phase a lot of demand on labs, including pristine new databases that they did not anticipate. It was noted that some reserved 80 k€ are not part of this quotation. 
Mr. Noboru Harada (NTT) stated that it is good to know to understand how many experiments we can have in characterization with using the remaining amount of money after selection.
Mr. Craig Greer (Samsung) explained that the idea of this quotation was to capture everything at once (selection and characterization), though we cannot go through for characterization as there is no characterization plan. He added that this proposal gives an idea how cost expands to characterization, and there is 80 k€ for 3rd party testing; he commented that, for instance, Samsung has no Korean language testing.

The EVS SWG Chairman asked if the assumption for the prices per test (Table 1) the same for selection and characterization, and also if the prices per test would change if the number of ACR or DCR experiments would change.

Mr. Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) stated that this quote is based on some assumptions that may not be accurate, but he reassured the EVS SWG group that the same prices will be used for characterization.
The EVS SWG Chairman suggested agreeing on the quote of selection phase.
Mr. Stéphane Ragot (ORANGE) requested, before agreeing on this quote, to summarize in the Tdoc the reason for the price increase compared to the initial quote received for EVS selection. It was suggested to address this request offline. Mr. Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) did not see the need to go offline, and he did not see the need to put some justification for price increase in a Tdoc. He explained that there are 3 points for justification:

· The initial quotes for selection were provided in January 2013 in Valencia based on a volume discount, assuming 58 to 66 tests for selection, while now 48 tests will be conducted.

· Since the time of quotes, requirements were added to record new pristine databases and the definition of Mixed/Music Content changed. The latter issue resulted in any recording and production done with old definitions could not be used.

·  Multiple delays in the project schedule resulted in additional meetings and overhead.
Mr. Jan Holub (Mesaqin.com) explained that the increased overhead is not just for meeting participation; Mesaqin.com had to refuse other projects that interfered with the initial selection test schedule. Mr. Nick Zacharov (DELTA) stated that every one of the labs has put off testing because they had to keep the lab open for this project.
Mr. Craig Greer (Samsung) suggested capturing these clear explanations in the meeting minutes.
Mr. Stéphane Ragot (ORANGE) suggested editing the text before Table 1 in the Tdoc to insert the justification for cost increase. Mr. Jon Gibbs (Huawei) stated that it was inappropriate to modify somebody ‘s Tdoc; Mr. Stéphane Ragot (ORANGE) clarified that if the request is to agree on this document, then it would have to be edited prior to agreement. Mr. Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) declined to put the justifications for price increase in the contribution.

Mr. Nick Zacharov (DELTA) clarified that the contribution is one quote and not 2 separate quotes (i.e. one for selection and another for characterization).
Mr. Jon Gibbs (Huawei) stated the he would like to accept the quotation for selection and provisionally accept the quotation for characterization.
Mr. Craig Greer (Samsung) was not sure what can be accepted for characterization as there was no test plan yet, but only some magnitude on testing.

The EVS SWG Chairman asked if the quotation can be agreed for selection under the assumption.

Mr. Hiroyuki Ehara (Panasonic) asked to clarify whether the question was just for selection, which was confirmed. Mr. Hiroyuki Ehara (Panasonic) noted that, if the group can agree on characterization as well, this kind of discussion would not take place in future.
The EVS SWG Chairman asked if some would object with the quotation for selection. Mr. Stéphane Ragot (ORANGE) stated that ORANGE can agree based on the justifications that were given previously. No company disagreed. Answer: the quotation for selection was agreed (with one comment). 
The EVS SWG Chairman then went to the quotation for characterization. He stated that the group would first of all agree on contracting the same labs as in selection, and it would mean a total cost, of about 280k€ assuming the same languages as in selection - the prices per test would be according to Table 1.
The SA4 Secretary noted that languages are not mentioned in this Tdoc; he did not see anywhere in the text this assumption on the limitation of languages to those used in selection. The EVS SWG Chairman confirmed this, and he stated that this was a reason for not approving this document. He noted that the Tdoc does not say that the codec might not be selected and there might be a characterization phase.

The EVS SWG Chairman suggested to conditionally agree on the quotation for characterization, i.e. the amount of 280k€ based on the prices in Table 1 and in relation to languages which were also available in selection.
Mr. Craig Greer (Samsung) stated that the reserved around 80 k€ may be flexible and the amount for characterization testing would  range from 280 to 280 +77 k€.
Mr. Jon Gibbs (Huawei) stated that Huawei was happy to accept that quotation.

Mr. Stefan Doehla (Fraunhofer) commented that GAL tasks may be different from selection. Mr. Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) stated that the GAL will do whatever is required.
The EVS SWG Chairman emphasized that the implication of note 1 is that if PCs should perform HL and CL functions that they need to access to the material. Mr. Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) acknowledged this implication.
Mr. Stéphane Ragot (ORANGE) asked if there is agree that there is no HL and CL in characterization. The EVS SWG Chairman clarified that there is no dedicated HL and CL, and the functionality should be there but the entity would be SA4. Mr. Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) stated that no HL or CL would be contracted for characterization, which was agreed.
Several companies voiced their support for the quotation for characterization (Samsung, Nokia).

Mr. Noboru Harada (NTT) asked if it is still possible, apart from pricing, to adjust the size of tests in characterization, e.g. using Ref A B or instead of ACR, DCR, or whether external labs should be used. Mr. Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) stated that testing labs will work with PCs to do what is reasonable. 
Mr. Stefan Doehla (Fraunhofer) stated that Fraunhofer requested for pristine databases for the competitive selection, and this will be of help for the EVS codec; he supported the quote.

The EVS SWG Chairman asked if anybody who would oppose to the quotation for characterization. Answer: no. 
The EVS SWG Chairman summarized that the labs were agreed for characterization with the conditions that were minuted.
Conclusion:

TD S4-140203 was noted. 
TD S4-140011 High Level Technical Description of the Jointly Developed EVS Candidate Codec, from Telefon AB LM Ericsson, Fraunhofer IIS, Huawei Technologies Co., Ltd, NOKIA Corporation, NTT, NTT DOCOMO INC., ORANGE, Panasonic Corporation, Qualcomm Incorporated, Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd., VoiceAge, ZTE Corporation was not presented in the EVS SWG and left to be presented in SA4 closing plenary.
The EVS SWG pointed to S4-140023, and he invited each delegate to read this document and see if their respective company would be willing to support the verification of the EVS codec. He invited volunteering organizations.

TD S4-140023 Proposal for Draft EVS Verification Phase Items (EVS-11), from Qualcomm Incorporated was not presented in the EVS SWG and left to be presented in SA4 closing plenary.
TD S4-140023 Proposed Revisions to the EVS Work Item Description, from TSG SA WG4 was revised to TD S4-140223.
Mr. Jon Gibbs presented TD S4-140223 Proposed Revisions to the EVS Work Item Description, from TSG SA WG4
Several updates were made to the original WID: a CR is needed to TS 26.114 for the support of the EVS codec. While opening the update it was considered appropriate to make editorial updates.
Comments / questions: 

It was noted that the header part will have to be removed before agreement at SA4 level.
The expected list of TS was discussed. Mr. Milan Jelinek (VoiceAge) stated that the separated description for VAD, CNG, etc. is outdated, as EVS is a more sophisticated codec, including music coding, VBR coding. He emphasized that functions like the VAD have in any case to be part of the algorithmic description of codec, as many things depend on this. He did not see the need for separate specifications for functions like CNG, VAD, and DTX.
The EVS SWG Chairman stated that there is the freedom to adjust the specification structure towards the needs.
The relationship between the list of expected EVS specifications and the EVS-7b P-doc was discussed and it was felt the need to deliver exactly the expect list is procedural.  Mr. Jon Gibbs (Huawei) stated that these expected documents could be pointers to other specifications, which  would be a work around. Mr. Stefan Doehla (Fraunhofer) suggested removing the list of specifications in EVS-7b.

After some further discussion the EVS SWG Chairman concluded that there is a possibility to change the specification structure on needs to provide overall a better specification.
The EVS SWG Chairman concluded that there is flexibility in the list of EVS codec specifications to be eventually presented for approval.

Mr. Imre Varga (Qualcomm) stated that Qualcomm would like to look for CS support of EVS in near future. He commented that the EVS codec list specification maybe affected, but he do not want to reflect this comment now in the EVS WID. It was noted that the EVS WID already contains some provision for CS.

Mr. Stefan Doehla (Fraunhofer IIS) requested to add Fraunhofer IIS in the list of co-signing companies.
Conclusion:

TD S4-140223 was revised to TD S4-140226 to change the name of two co-signing companies (ORANGE instead of ORANGE SA, Fraunhofer IIS added) and to remove the header section at the beginning of TD S4-140223.
TD S4-140223 Proposed Revisions to the EVS Work Item Description, from TSG SA WG4 was agreed without presentation.
Mr. Jon Gibbs presented TD S4-140222 Confidentiality Agreement for the EVS Codec Selection, from TSG SA WG4
This document was approved offline by the involved 17 parties.
Comments / questions: 

None.

Conclusion:
This Tdoc was agreed by the involved parties (the EVS SWG was presented the NDA for information).
TD S4-140222 was agreed by the parties involved in the NDA. 
8 Other business
None.
9 Close of the session: Jan. 23, 12:45
The EVS Chairman noted that the group achieved the targeted outputs for this meeting and he closed the meeting. 
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