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1 Introduction

This contribution reviews different test organizations that may be selected for the EVS qualification phase.
2 Description of possible test organizations

The EVS qualification phase may follow one of the following approaches:
· Home made: In this approach, each Candidate is in charge of performing the processing, the quality assessment and associated reporting of its own candidate codec. 
· Cross-checked: In this approach, each Candidate performs the full test for its own candidate codec (all experiments) and, in addition, performs a partial test of other Candidates (usually for a subset of experiments). Again testing involves performing the processing, the quality assessment and associated reporting.
Hence, each Candidate is tested twice for each experiment (home test and cross checked by another Candidate). For instance, in addition to its own full testing, Candidate A performs:
· Experiment 1 of the qualification test for Candidate B
· Experiment 2 of the qualification test for Candidate C
· etc …. 
The allocation of the experiments is circulated among all Candidates to share evenly the workload and cost. 
· Coordinated: In this approach the experiments are shared between all Candidates: experiment 1 of the Qualification is performance by Candidate A, experiment 2 by Candidate B  and so on.
Candidates can use their own facilities or may have some of these tasks performed by subcontracted organizations.

3 On blinding aspects and processing

In the cross-checked and coordinated approaches, testing can be performed in a blinded way with the processing either shared between candidates or performed by a Central Host Lab: 

· In the first option (processing performed by Candidates), the Candidate codec executables are distributed under 3GPP coordination to a neutral third party that receive and redistribute with blinding (e.g. A, B, C, etc…) these executables to Candidates for processing and test.

· In the second option (processing performed by a Central Host Lab), the Central Host Lab receives the executables from all the Candidates and performs the processing for all (possibly crosschecked by the candidates for their own processing and/or by a second host lab) and redistribute the processed test material to the listening laboratories of the Candidates according to the organization described above with blinding of the material.  More details of such possible organization are given in document S4-030694 related to AMR-WB+ Selection test and processing
4 Legal aspects

To allow the exchange of Candidate executables, NDAs will be required. These legal aspects do no necessarily need coordination, but require proper scheduling to avoid any deadlock in testing.

5 Discussion
Among the possible organizations, we propose that SA4 decides on:

· The test organization for EVS qualification

· The blinding approach to be used for processing 

After these decisions are made, the possible handling of NDAs may be scheduled.
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