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1. 
Introduction

We appreciate all efforts in compiling contribution S4-110007 and subsequently S4-110204 within the EAAT work item and the following comments are formulated to facilitate further progress during SA4 #63 in Sanya. 

Some of the following comments were brought up already in S4-110119 for the Berlin meeting (although not discussed there due to lack of time but presented in the 2011-01-31 teleconference).
The more important topics are covered here while the attached document “Appendix to S4-110247 – SEMC comments to S4-110204 with additional rev marks.doc” shows more details.

S4-110204 - TS 26.132
1. 
Setup for headset terminals

Doc 204 proposes referring to P.380. As previously stated from Sony Ericsson, we can accept this in case type 2 ear simulator is also allowed for insert headsets. We propose the following sentence is added to 5.1.2 (and possibly to 5.5.1):

“Some insert earphones might not fit properly in Type 3.3 or Type 3.4 ear simulators. For such insert type headsets, Type 2 ear simulator can be used in conjunction with the HATS mouth simulator.
This text is slightly changed compared to document 119 due to discussions in the teleconf Jan 31th.
2. 
Setup for hands-free terminals
5.1.3: It is unpractical to refer to “anthropometric data set'”, like commented also by other companies previously.

3. 
Practical usage of diffuse-field correction

We support using P.58 table 3. Since this is in 1/3rd octave bands, some use cases that use 1/12th octaves needs a defined way for interpolation or similar, in order to avoid different interpretations of the standard. Perhaps we can adopt some text from other standards? Contribution S4-110197 from Orange has a smoothed curve proposal which provides useful input in case a new definition is to be created.
4. 
Setup of echo measurements for handset and headset

Currently TS 26.132 specifies:  “The handset is suspended in free air...” in “a typical “office-type” room”.

We believe it is more practical to use setup at HATS in the same environment used for other test cases. As LRGP based tests are now completely removed in favour of HATS, this is a new possibility.

Using HATS at 2 N application force would also be a harmonization to ETSI specifications.

5. 
Test setups – harmonize NB and WB

In Release 8, some additional setup information for WB measurements was provided. As we believe these can be applied also for NB, we propose merging sub clause 5.5 into the generic earlier sub clauses of clause 5.
One example is that the WB clauses in Rel. 8 are more up-to-date in pointing to P.64 in a generic sense, avoiding specifying only the “HATS position” as this might not always be representative for real-life conditions.

(Generic) 5.1.1: “…the handset is placed in the HATS position as described in ITU-T Recommendation P.64…”

(WB specific) 5.5.1: “…the handset is placed on HATS as described in ITU-T Recommendation P.64”

Another example is 5.5.2 “Additional test setup for handsfree function with softphone UE” which could be either kept as WB only or made applicable for also NB – to be discussed.
6. 
Idle noise measurements

(The idle noise test as such is also discussed in a separate contribution.)
To avoid incorrect interpretation of test results, especially with the new planned test case for “single frequency disturbances”, we propose to add the following text to TS 26.132, clause 7.3:
“For idle noise measurements in sending and receiving directions, care should be taken that only the noise is windowed out by the analysis and the result is not impaired by any remaining reverberation or by noise and/or interference from various sources. Some examples are acoustic or vibration coupled noise from ventilation, traffic etc, disturbances from lights and regulators, mains supply induced noise including grounding issues, test equipment inherent noise and radio interference from the UE to test equipment such as ear simulators, microphone amplifiers etc.”
7. 
Stability loss

It is proposed to specify the size of the hard plane surface. If this is needed, we propose specifying a size of the plate that is in line with plates already used in labs and fitting to installed test chambers, a total size of 0.5x0.5 m, or even less, should be more than enough for the purpose of checking the stability loss.
8. 
Editorial
Editorial enhancements are added with revision marks and comments to attached document “S4-110204 with addtional rev marks SEMC comments.doc”.
9. 
Appendix

“Appendix to S4-110247 – SEMC comments to S4-110204 with additional rev marks.doc”
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