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1.  General

The agenda was approved and the documents were allocated to the agenda items (see Annex A). The second part of the meeting was held as a joint meeting with SQ.

As agreed at the plenary, it was felt helpful for further work to reveal the names of the nine potential candidates. After the agreed deadline to make reservations on that, Mr. Paolo Usai announced the names of the companies which sent a Letter of Intent to ETSI by December 1, 1999: Matsushita, Motorola, Nokia, Siemens, Texas Instruments, Ericsson, T-Nova Deutsche Telekom, France Telecom, COBASCA Consortium consisting of Matra-Nortel (leader), France Telecom/CNET, ST Microelectronics, Thomson CSF Communication, GET (ENST-Bretagne), Eurecom Institute.    

2. Design constraints (WB-4)

First, the design constraints were revisited (Tdoc S4-99501). Tdoc 000038 was presented and the proposed method for evaluating the transmission delay was adopted. Some other additions and changes were made to the design constraints and version 0.6 was produced (Tdoc 000070). Note that some few issues are still open. 

Action item 2 from SMG11#13/SA4#8 (ENS to check the amount of ROM of the channel coding for AMR NB) was addressed. We made reference to the complexity evaluation by Philips and ST Microelectronics and corrected the figure.

Regarding to application D, an issue was raised on the possible effects of disallocation of a slot to AMR-WB transmission. It was agreed to liaise SMG2 and to draft a liaison statement (Tdoc 000069).

3. Performance requirements (WB-3)

As a next item, the performance requirements were revisited. The editor presented the proposed changes over the official version 1.0 which were distributed on the email reflector but not yet agreed (Tdoc 000037). 

Then, Tdoc 000039 was presented and the proposals 2.1 and 2.2 were agreed. For music performance (2.3), it was agreed to require no annoying effects. 

Next, Tdoc 000044 was presented and after a discussion, it was decided to use realistic error patterns for testing applications C, D, E and to include corresponding tables into WB-3. 

Following the proposal of Tdoc 000028, the use of PoW in the performance requirements for background noise in applications A and B was adopted. During the discussion, reference was made to the use of PoW in ITU-T Q20/16 qualification test plan (Tdoc 000060).

Tdoc 000026 was presented and the proposal was adopted for performance requirements for tandeming AMR-WB with NB coders.

A new version of WB-3 was produced (Tdoc 000057). Note that some few issues are still open.

4.  Project plan (WB-2)
According to the agenda, the workplan was reviewed (Tdoc 99-488R). Tdoc 000022 was presented and discussed. The proposals in order to keep the current schedule were generally agreed although some concerns were expressed regarding details. 

Next, Tdoc 000027 was discussed. The document proposes a revisited workplan with the main effect of 6 months of delay. After the presentation, a discussion followed on the time frame needed between qualification and selection phase testing. A delegate felt they should be close together, others found 2.5 or 4 months feasible. 

The aspects regarding the workplan of Tdoc 000063 were presented; a delegate supported, others disagreed with the proposal.

In a final discussion on the schedule, because of lack of consensus the group was asked to express views how to proceed. The suggestions were as follows: to include the contents of the contributions on this issue; to decide first on the end date of the AMR-WB standardization exercise; not to revisit the current schedule.

5.  Testing issues

First, the group discussed some basic principles and made the following decisions:

· Considering that the maximum number of candidates is nine, two test phases are needed. There will be a qualification phase of testing where the use of floating-point code is allowed. The selection tests will be based on fixed-point code.

· All performance requirements will be tested in the selection phase testing.

· The qualification phase testing will be as extensive as practicable. All applications will be tested.

· Realistic error patterns will be used for selection testing for applications C, D and E and for qualification testing for application E. 

Next, in order to define a set of test conditions, Tdoc 000065 was presented. The comprehensive discussion led to a qualification test method with the following characteristics:

· per-codec test for each experiment

· each of the 9 listening labs will test 3 coders resulting in 3 sets of test results for each coder

· random allocation of subset of 3 coders for each experiment in each lab.

Tdoc 000065 was edited on-line and a new version was produced (Tdoc 000072). 

Regarding that the qualification test will be in-house, the requirement for funding commitment by candidates applies to selection and characterization phases only. The deadline was postponed to a later date which will be not before the next meeting. A first estimate of 150Keuro per candidate was identified.
6. AOB

It was agreed to review the performance requirements (Tdoc 000057), the test conditions (Tdoc 000072), the liaison statement to ITU-T Q20/16 (Tdoc 99-527, 000035) and to SMG2 (Tdoc 000060) at the SA4 plenary.
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