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Executive Summary
The EVS SWG conference call #28 took place on August 22, 2013, 14:00 CEST for 2 hours with a bridge provided by Ericsson. There were 27 participants and 8 documents (including the agenda); six input documents were covered, the two documents related to selection deliverables were postponed.
The meeting dealt only with selection test plan contributions. The outcome is listed below:
· A framework describing the requirements to fulfill by test labs was invited to be drafted (to be later used as an Annex of EVS-8b).

· A first version of the selection test schedule was presented for discussion, some adjustments will be made to take into account the comments received on this initial version. It was noted that key dates need to be confirmed (submission of executables and selection meeting).

· An allocation of experiments to candidate labs was proposed. Some issues were discussed (number of experiments, use of ‘new’ databases, testing in Korean) it was suggested to discuss the proposal again in the next teleconference or in SA4#75, and in any case to get it reviewed by the SQ SWG.
· An issue with the number of categories and split between mixed content/music was identified, which should be solved at least by SA4#75.
· A draft multiparty NDA text was proposed, Mr Jon Gibbs (Huawei) will act as coordinator to progress the related discussion; it was requested to send him contact points for each party.

1 Opening of the session: August 22, 14:00 CEST
The EVS SWG Chairman, Stefan Bruhn (Ericsson), opened the EVS SWG teleconference call; he invited to use the hand-raising tool (http://tohru.trace.wisc.edu/). 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 AHEVS-262R1 (see Annex A of the present report providing the R2 version) and he invited to start with A.I. 3.3.  There was no comment on the agenda in AHEVS-262R1, which was agreed. 
3 Selection phase matters
3.1 Selection Rules (EVS-5b)
3.2 Selection Deliverables (EVS-6b)
This A.I. was not covered.

TD AHEVS-267 RTP Payload Format Description Requirements, from Qualcomm Incorporated was postponed.

TD AHEVS-268 Discussion on RTP payload format for AMR-WB IO, from NTT and NTT DOCOMO INC. was postponed.

3.3 Selection Test Plan (EVS-8b)
Mr. Jan Holub presented TD AHEVS-263 Commitments to assure the reliability and integrity of EVS testing, from MESAQIN.com Ltd.
In 3GPP SA4 #74, the contribution S4-130735 made several proposals to increase the confidence in reliability and integrity of EVS selection testing conducted by non-candidate listening laboratories. This document presents the related reply and commitments of MESAQIN.com.
Comments / questions:

Mr. Noboru Harada (NTT) commented on the use of common content across labs in music and mixed content experiments; he stated that there may be a tradeoffs between the number of contents to be tested, with a dependency on cultural mismatch and the fact that some content is easy to be encoded for some codec candidates and not that easy for some other codec candidates. He highlighted these 2 dimensions and wondered how to cover different materials and how to check consistency of test results. He also wondered whether the proposed common content in S4-130735 is from the EVS SWG or ORANGE.
Mr. Stéphane Ragot (ORANGE) clarified that the proposal of common content in mixed content and music was indeed originally from ORANGE but that the document TD S4-130735 was previously agreed in SA4#74 with one modification. He thanked Mesaqin.com for the document in response to S4-130735, and he stated that it would be nice to collect similar commitments from other labs once the allocation of test labs is agreed.

The EVS SWG Chairman commented that similar documents could be invited from other labs.
Mr. Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) asked to clarify what is required from test labs. It was clarified that it was previously agreed to document some criteria on test labs in an Annex of the selection test plan. The EVS SWG Chairman noted that the corresponding commitments could be put in an Annex of the test plan, showing what the labs are committing to.
Mr. Stéphane Ragot (ORANGE) pointed out that the agreed document S4-130735 could be taken as a starting point to start an annex. Mr. Schyuler Quackenbush (ARL) supported this approach, and he stated that DELTA has made a lot of statements in terms of expertise and confidence, and it would be much better if the EVS SWG can contribute with a framework, with the selection test plan, instead of presenting again some data. The creation of such an Annex was left for further discussion. Mr. Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) stated that Dynastat can also produce a document to say they will implement what is required from test labs.
Conclusion:
A framework describing the requirements to fulfill by test labs was invited to be drafted (to be later used as an Annex of EVS-8b).
TD AHEVS-263 was noted. 
Mr. John Tardelli presented TD AHEVS-265 Proposed schedule for the activities of the Host Lab, Listening Labs, and Global Analysis Lab in the EVS Selection Phase, from Dynastat
Dynastat has been assigned the Host Laboratory and the Global Analysis Laboratory for the 3GPP EVS Selection Phase. One of the tasks involved in that assignment is the proposal of a draft schedule of the activities of the Host Lab, the Listening Labs, and the Global Analysis Lab for the Selection Phase of the EVS standardization exercise. Attached to this document is an Excel file containing version 1 of the draft schedule. The spreadsheet is similar to the one used in the past for qualification.
Comments / questions:
Mr. Craig Greer (Samsung) commented on the amount of time for NB, WB and SWB testing,  he noted that the schedule allocated one more week for WB and SWB, but the number of experiments for WB is larger than for SWB.
Mr. John Tardelli (Dynastat) clarified that some time is allowed for GAL processing, there is an overlap period between NB, WB and SWB testing. He explained that more time can be provided for WB (and IO) testing. He emphasized that the schedule is very flexible, and in qualification the dates were what the host lab was able to commit to provide samples in a given time. He was concerned with NB testing, with only one week to provide the crosscheck, while this will be the first time the HL and CL will work together; however,  selection will not require the extensive crosscheck as in qualification, so it is assumed the allocated time will be sufficient.
Mr. Imre Varga (Qualcomm) supported this document and asked in which P-doc to include the schedule. He pointed out that the final date of Rel-12 to be defined at the next SA meeting will have to be taken into consideration.
Mr. John Tardelli (Dynastat) clarified that this schedule had many dynamic adjustments in qualification, and only important components were included in the qualification test plan, while that worked well in qualification. He proposed to follow the same procedure in selection.
Mr. Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) stated that there are 2 critical dates in the schedule on which the group needs tentative agreement: the submission of final executables to ETSI (Nov. 18) and the selection meeting (SA4#78). He noted that SA4#79 will take place 30 days after SA4#78.
The EVS SWG Chairman noted that the group did not agree on all parameters for the selection phase, he welcomed this first schedule and noted that the allocation of experiments to labs has to be seen to know how much the labs are occupied to the different phases (NB, WB, SWB).
Mr. Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) invited to consider whether the selection meeting should be a dedicated meeting, he stated that the meeting in San Diego was very useful with no other topic to worry about. The possibility of a dedicated selection meeting was left to be checked offline with SA4 officials.
Mr. Imre Varga (Qualcomm) noted that TSG SA will meet in Sept. 2013, and after the 30th teleconference the group may have the information on the freezing date of Rel-12, and then the schedule can be discussed again.
Mr. Nobuhiko Naka (NTT DOCOMO) was fine to include, as EVS-8b Editor, the schedule (table) in EVS-8b; he commented on the start of script development in Aug.  26, and was not sure if this is possible. Mr. Stéphane Ragot (ORANGE) stated that inputs on the processing plan would be needed (e.g. naming conventions) and it is premature to start scripts even if there was good progress to define NB experiments in SA4#74.
The EVS SWG Chairman noted that scripts from qualification can be reused and the group will not start from scratch.
Mr. John Tardelli (Dynastat) recalled that the schedule will be dynamic with some adjustments.
Conclusion:
A first version of the selection test schedule was presented for discussion, some adjustments will be made to take into account the comments received on this initial version. It was noted that key dates need to be confirmed (submission of executables and selection meeting).
TD AHEVS-265 was noted. 
Mr. Ira Panzer presented TD AHEVS-264 Proposed allocation of Experiments and Languages for the Subjective Tests in the EVS Selection Phase, from Dynastat, Measqin, Delta Sense Labs
The three Listening Labs identified to participate in the 3GPP EVS Selection Phase were requested to develop a proposal for the allocation of Experiments and Languages within Experiments to Listening Labs. Attached to this document is an Excel file containing version 1 of the proposed allocation.
Comments / questions:
Mr. Stéphane Ragot (ORANGE) commented on the AMR-WB IO experiments, and he preferred to follow the allocation of experiments that is in the latest version of EVS-8b (S4-130780).
The EVS SWG Chairman clarified that the group is currently discussing 6 IO experiments, knowing the allocation is over the budget, to see which experiments to skip or to find other solutions. He clarified that the current assumption is to start with development work with 33 experiments (not 30).
Mr. Ira Panzer (Dynastat) clarified that LLs can have a review of the proposal, to replace tbd’s in AMR-WB IO experiments and also see the language allocation.  Mr. Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) stated that this document is only a first proposal which is presented for discussion and will be dynamic.
The EVS SWG Chairman summarized the request to keep the allocation neutral with regard to experiments with 33 experiments.
Mr. Craig Greer (Samsung) asked the 3 listening labs whether any can test in Korean Mr. Ira Panzer (Dynastat) clarified that Dynastat is investigating and waiting for some feedback to have native Korean listeners; Mr. Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) explained that Dynastat has no access to a fullband Korean database. Mr. Jan Holub (Mesaqin.com) could not confirm the availability of Korean listeners, he clarified that Mesaqin.com may be able to get Korean speech samples from universities in Korea. Mr. Schyuler Quackenbush (ARL) clarified that DELTA will be testing in Japanese and Finnish, and has been unable to identify a partner in Korea; he invited SA4 members to suggest a partner lab in Korea. Mr. Craig Greer (Samsung) asked if Mesaqin.com could provide the fullband database to Dynastat. This topic was left to Mesaqin.com and Dynastat to check.
Mr. Stéphane Ragot (ORANGE) thanked the sources for the proposal, with the summary table, he stated that the families of languages to be tested may need to be checked to ensure good coverage and he stated that he would wait for the feedback from the France Telecom test lab on the proposed allocation. 
Mr. Stefan Doehla (Fraunhofer) noted that Mesaqin.com will use fresh databases for experiments, and he asked whether this would be true for all listening labs. Mr. Ira Panzer (Dynastat) stated that Dynastat has an inventory of databases, and they are not creating brand new material, and they cannot make that statement to generate new material for the next coming weeks.
Mr. Vivek Rajendran (Qualcomm) stated that the proposal is well balanced across labs, and he asked to clarify that the actual allocation will need further discussion and agreement. The EVS SWG Chairman confirmed this understanding, noting that the group is just in starting phase of the selection exercise with 33 experiments to be scaled down.
Mr. Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) confirmed that the proposal is the first shot of an allocation, to generate further discussions, and it can be adjusted by the group. He suggested to study the proposal and to discuss it in next teleconference or in SA4#75.
Mr. Schyuler Quackenbush (ARL) clarified that, for DELTA, the use of new database is partially true: testing in Japanese will be with a new database, but DELTA has a good database in Danish and will create new databases as necessary. He suggested to add the requirement in the comprehensive document discussed earlier to require what LLs will do.
Mr. Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) stated that it is very important that the allocation is run though the SQ SWG, to verify that the allocation is appropriate. The EVS SWG Chairman agreed with this comment. He also recalled that the group should about the CL allocation, and he invited contributions to make a proposal to come to a decision in SA#75.

Conclusion:
An allocation of experiments to candidate labs was proposed. Some issues were discussed (number of experiments, use of ‘new’ databases, testing in Korean) it was suggested to discuss the proposal again in the next teleconference or in SA4#75, and in any case to get it reviewed by the SQ SWG.
TD AHEVS-264 was noted. 
Mr. Alan Sharpley presented TD AHEVS-266 Assumptions on the experimental design and structure of the subjective tests for  the EVS Selection Phase, from Dynastat, Mesaqin.com, Delta Sense Labs
The three Listening Labs identified to participate in the 3GPP EVS Selection Phase have agreed on assumptions for the design and structure of the subjective tests involved in the EVS Selection Phase.
Comments / questions:

Mr. Noboru Harada (NTT) stated there the number of category should be 2, one is music , another is mixed content, where mixed content has another definition than in qualification.
Mr. Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) was not sure how to design tests with 2 categories, and he noted that with 3 categories it is easier to get the same number of votes as in speech tests (6x 32 votes, with 3 categories and 2 samples per category to get 6 votes per condition). The past agreement on music and mixed content split was discussed. 
Mr. Stéphane Ragot (ORANGE) suggested to check the proposal for the next teleconference, he recalled the history with an agreement of 50/50% split from an input from NTT and NTT DOCOMO and the redefinition of mixed content due to the removal of artificial mixed content.
Mr. Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) emphasized the need to decide how to implement the tests, and he was not sure that the 50/50 split was a joint EVS/SQ decision.

Mr. Craig Greer (Samsung) was not sure there was an agreement on how to split content.

Mr. Nobuhiko Naka (NTT DOCOMO) commented the proposed length of mixed content, where 6 to 8s samples are assumed for music and mixed content. He recalled that in qualification the minimal length was 7s and he asked if it is proposed to use samples less than 7s in selection.
Mr. Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) clarified that for P.800 recommended tests, there were varying sample length, due to the requirement of ‘meaningful passage’; he added that, unless the group wants to fill samples with silence, one cannot expect exactly 8s. He also clarified that Dynastat had experience with samples less than 7s, but he could make 7s to 8s or any other length the group agrees. The EVS SWG Chairman recommended to rely on SQ SWG experts on this matter.
Mr. Harald Pobloth (Ericsson) recalled that for selection the definition of mixed content avoided the definition of categories and used ‘types’, where the idea was that categories are used  to do statistical tests while types are to avoid this. Mr. Noboru Harada (NTT) later confirmed this reason to use ‘types’ and not ‘categories’.

Mr. Stéphane Ragot (ORANGE) recalled that the agreement on the 50/50% split was documented in S4-130357 (report from qualification meeting).
The EVS SWG Chairman suggested to check further the number of categories for a good experimental design.

Mr. Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) stated that irrespective of types or categories the GAL and LLs have to implement the tests, and it was agreed that each test will have the same number of votes (6x32) so the number of repeat measures (categories or types) is 6. He emphasized that there needs to be an agreement on how to get 6 from those types for each condition, where generally subcategories are defined within the type.
The EVS SWG Chairman summarized that an issue with the number of categories and split between mixed content/music was identified, which should be solved at least by SA4#75. Mr. Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) explained that the purpose of TD AHEVS-266 was to identify if there are open issues, and the contribution did serve this purpose.
Conclusion:
An issue with the number of categories and split between mixed content/music was identified, which should be solved at least by SA4#75.
TD AHEVS-266 was noted. 
Mr. Jon Gibbs presented TD AHEVS-269 Draft Selection NDA and proposed deadline for signing, from Huawei Technologies
In reviewing the Draft Selection Schedule kindly provided by Dynastat (AHEVS-265), the source identified that the deadline for the signing of the NDA between the proponents and the Labs was not explicitly stated. Further investigations revealed that provision for drafting the NDA text is also not clear. This contribution addresses both of these open points.
Comments / questions:

The EVS SWG Chairman asked if the NDA is unchanged from qualification phase.
Mr. Jon Gibbs (Huawei) explained that the NDA was not changed, the yellow text is incomplete, however some minor wording was corrected outside the yellow text.
The EVS SWG Chairman noted that the NDA could be discussed by the group first before involving legal departments.
Mr. Imre Varga (Qualcomm) stated that the NDA text is quite reasonable, but a legal check is the next step.
Mr. Nobuhiko Naka (NTT DOCOMO) asked to clarify who submitted the actual LoI, as this is an important information for the NDA regarding the test plan, to know who many CuTs will be  available and also to know who will sign the NDA.
Mr. Paolo Usai (ETSI) stated that 12 companies out of 13 submitted an LoI: all companies except Motorola. He stated that all companies have been invoiced, and ETSI is waiting for the total amount. He noted that the question of Motorola was raised and asked what would happen with this situation.
Mr. Craig Greer (Samsung) commented on the expiration date (end of May 2014) in the NDA text, he asked if this leaves enough room for error or schedule shift. Mr. Jon Gibbs (Huawei) explained that this is one reason why the date is highlighted in yellow.
The EVS SWG Chairman invited all participants to send the NDA text to legal departments; he noted that usually it is helpful if direct contact points are involved. He invited to identify contact points to drive the discussion further (e.g. one legal and/ or technical person for each company, also someone to coordinate this activity).
Mr. Stéphane Ragot (ORANGE) suggested Jon Gibbs as coordinator as he initiated the document; he also made comments on the NDA text regarding the France Telecom-related information that needs to be updated (name and principal office).
Mr. Jon Gibbs (Huawei) accepted to coordinate the NDA discussion. The EVS SWG Chairman suggested to send contact information to Mr. Jon Gibbs (Huawei).

Mr. Imre Varga (Qualcomm) stated that the text should be first complete, including missing address information, changes to yellow parts, and after all engineers agree then the legal review can take place.
The EVS SWG Chairman summarized 2 action points, one is to complete the NDA document, another is to identify and send to Mr. Jon Gibbs at least one contact point per party, so that the legal effort can be coordinated in an efficient way.
Mr. Jon Gibbs (Huawei) emphasized that one important open point is whether the group will use a crosscheck lab or not, assuming CL would be one party of the NDA.
The EVS SWG Chairman recalled the question of the CL lab, and suggested to have an input proposing to solve the issue of the CL at the next teleconference.
Mr. Schyuler Quackenbush (ARL) indicated that he would bring a contribution to the next teleconference describing what ARL can do as a CL, this would be information to the group, detailing tasks to be done.
The EVS SWG Chairman invited to coordinate this with Mr. Jan Holub (Mesaqin.com) to have a common view, as there is the possibility to have both labs involved; he emphasized that the other aspect is the financial aspect, as the group had figures that they were not agreed. Mr. Schyuler Quackenbush (ARL) indicated that he would handle this. Mr. Stéphane Ragot (ORANGE) also wanted also to recall that the financial aspect is missing for CL, and he stated that it would be good if potential CLs can bring an input together with the revised lab allocation, where a split of experiments may work for the crosscheck.
Conclusion:
A draft multiparty NDA text was proposed, Mr Jon Gibbs (Huawei) will act as coordinator to progress the related discussion; it was requested to send him contact points for each party.

TD AHEVS-269 was noted. 
3.4 Selection Processing Plan (EVS-7b)
No Tdoc in this A.I.
4 Other business
4.1 Next conference call

The EVS SWG Chairman recalled the next call is on August 29, 2013. 
No other issue was raised.
5 Close of the call: August 22, 16:03 CEST

The EVS SWG chairman closed the meeting. 
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