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Executive Summary
The EVS SWG conference call #10 took place on April 27, 2012, 6:00 CEST for 2 hours with a bridge provided by Nokia. There were 7 input documents (including the agenda) and 25 participants.
The outcome of this meeting is the approval of EVS-6a (Qualification deliverables), V1.0 which can be found in S4-120568 (recall that SA4#68 gave the power to approve this P-doc).
Besides, discussions addressed several side topics: crosschecking of GAL report, need for GAL plan, release of full test results covered by NDA
It was also agreed to have an additional EVS SWG teleconference (conference call #11) on May 11, 2012 (14:00-16:00 CEST) to consider other topics that were not addressed.
1 Opening of the session: April 27, 06:05 CEST
The EVS SWG Chairman, Stefan Bruhn (Ericsson), opened the EVS SWG teleconference call. Minutes were taken by the EVS SWG Secretary, Stéphane Ragot (ORANGE), until 07:20 CEST, and by the EVS SWG Chairman for the remaining 40 minutes.
A hand raising tool (http://tohru.trace.wisc.edu/) was used to facilitate discussions during the call.
2 Approval of the agenda and registration/allocation of documents
The agenda AHEVS-128R1 including an allocation of documents was approved (see Annex 1 of the present report).

It was felt acceptable to consider the late input contribution AHEVS-133.
3 Review and Approval of Qualification Deliverables (EVS-6a)
Mr Markus Schnell presented TD AHEVS-130 Comments on EVS-6a, from Fraunhofer IIS
This document addresses inconsistencies in latest EVS-6a P-doc, and in particular it is found that the deadline regarding NDA is not reflected in EVS-2, which can be fixed by updating EVS-2.
Comments / questions: 
None.

Conclusion:

TD AHEVS-130 was noted. The issues raised in AHEVS-130 were left to be considered when the discussion of TD AHEVS-131.
Mr Imre Varga presented TD AHEVS-131 Proposed updates to EVS-6a (Qualification Deliverables), v0.0.7, from Editor
This document contains 2 versions of EVS-6a, a revision of S4-120561 (with change marks) and the corresponding clean version.
Comments / questions: 
On the NDA question, the EVS SWG Chairman proposed to clarify the text of EVS-6a to reflect that the signed NDA will be available according to EVS-2.
The EVS-6a Editor proposed to insert the wording 'by the time' to get a statement like: 'A multiparty NDA will be signed by the time specified in EVS-2 between candidates and host lab between candidates, host lab, and GAL to cover use of executables, audio test material (unprocessed and processed), and test results'.
The EVS SWG Chairman asked to send this revision in a new document TD AHEVS-134 over the SA4 reflector.
Some further comments were made on the NDA issue:

· The SA4 Secretary proposed to add ETSI in the list, as ETSI needs to sign the NDA and will receive executables.

· Mr Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) proposed to state 'host lab/GAL', because host lab and GAL are one party, and there is no need for separate NDAs. 

On Section 7 of Annex 1 in TD AHEVS-131, Mr Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) asked to clarify what is the actual submission deadline in the added sentence 'GAL provides data and report for cross checking to PC before the submission deadline of the qualification meeting.'. He insisted on the fact that there is no buffer time in the qualification planning and that a GAL has never been sent to companies before qualification or selection meetings. This launched the following discussion related to the GAL:
Mr Markus Schnell (Fraunhofer) stated that this change was proposed by Fraunhofer who would like some more days before the qualification meeting (e.g. a week) to study the GAL report.
Mr Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) commented that the GAL has only 3 weeks to prepare its report.

The EVS SWG Chaiman felt that a cross-check of the GAL report (e.g. to detect inconsistencies) could happen if the report is submitted by the regular document submission deadline.
Mr Markus Schnell (Fraunhofer) noted that the GAL is prepared in several phases.
Mr Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) clarified that GAL for NB, WB, SWB consist in entering data in spreadsheet, and only when 3 sets (NB, WB, SWB) are completed the actual GAL starts to compute the FoM; he stated that it is too important not to cut down the time for the GAL.
Mr Markus Schnell (Fraunhofer) proposed to consider an independent analysis of data, possibly in parallel, for instance by sending out relevant data in advance to proponents

Mr Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) was not in favour of adding in another interaction between GAL and proponents, and stated that the GAL work should be done by only one party to avoid getting 13 competing GAL reports in the meeting. He commented that each proponent will have their own data and they can perform the specified operations and check it. 

Mr John Tardelli (Dynastat) stated that proponents will know their own results and can make sure their FoM matches the blinded FoM, as they will have their own data at the same period of time and they can check for equivalent figures in the GAL report.
The EVS SWG Chairman commented that the GAL can make a spreadsheet that contains the FoM calculations, and not containing listening data, so that the spreadsheet can be cross-checked and each party can check all data are inserted correctly after the submission deadline. Mr Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) was in agreement.
The SA4 Secretary explained that the intention of ETSI was to put in the qualification phase contract that the whole GAL database becomes available after the qualification decision; he stated that the only thing that can be checked for Fraunhofer is their own data, but only half of the database, as their codec will be evaluated by another CuT and each proponent can only check whether raw data was correctly inserted and calculation (x + CuT2) /2 is impossible because half of data is available.
The EVS SWG Chairman stated that calculations in the spreadsheet can be checked beforehand with random data, and another part is to insert the actual data. Mr Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) was in agreement.
The SA4 Secretary stated that the check with dummy data should be done in advance, even one month before. The EVS SWG Chairman felt that such a crosscheck is easy and should be done.
Mr John Tardelli (Dynastat) was not sure how all proponents can perform a check while keeping the process in blind. He commented that, once the GAL report has been presented, before deblinding, the only data proponents know is their own data. He asked whether the spreadsheet can be released early.
Mr Jon Gibbs (Motorola) stated that a proponent can follow their own data and check if they are the winning candidate.
The SA4 Secretary stated that the whole spreadsheet will be distributed after the decision, otherwise a proponent can identify its CuT, even if some guess might be possible based on only average scores and ranking according to FoM.
The EVS SWG Chairman proposed not to be specific about the time when the data would be available for cross-check, and to remove the part ' for cross checking to PC '.

Mr Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) asked how much blinded the GAL report will be and pointed out that each proponent would know what CuT they are if the data is provided for cross-check. The EVS SWG Chairman stated that from past exercises it was quite evident that every body knew their own identity.
Mr Jon Gibbs (Motorola) felt that a selection that is not blind would be problematic and that the GAL report should be entirely blind to avoid building up a failure. Mr John Tardelli (Dynastat) supported this view and stated that the fact given proponents will not know the other half keeps the GAL blind, while the GAL can be crosschecked after release and decision. Mr Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) added that the decision would be contingent upon verification. The EVS SWG Chairman summarized that this would imply that the GAL provides data for crosschecking after decision; the SA4 Secretary had the same view.
The EVS SWG Chairman noted that this concept is quite different from the original proposal from Fraunhofer, and the full crosscheck would only be done after deblinding; he invited views on the following text modification: 'GAL provides full data and report for cross checking after deblinding of candidates'.
Mr Markus Schnell (Fraunhofer) noted that this step is not mentioned anywhere in Annex 1 of TD AHEVS-131 and he felt that this would depend on what is in the GAL report. He suggested discussing this proposal later and proposed an alternative text: 'GAL provides full data and report for cross checking to PCs by date specified by SA4'.
Mr Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) stated the Dynastat will perform their own crosscheck. He noted that depending on how the report is presented when data from 2 labs will be combined (e.g. present what is passed in one lab) proponents may still try to identify their CuT but in general proponents will only know their half. He proposed to specify a GAL plan just like there is a processing plan and a test plan; this proposal generated the following comments:
Mr Craig Greer (Samsung) proposed to insert the GAL plan in EVS-7a P-doc. Mr Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) supported this view. Mr John Tardelli (Dynastat) noted that selection rules are the cookbook the GAL has to follow, and a GAL report is just those algorithms; he was not sure a GAL plan is needed or not. Mr Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) noted that the selection rules are only very general rules, and not actual formulas using data.
The EVS SWG Chairman suggested adding some annex to a qualification P-doc to specify the GAL plan, without creating a further Pdoc. Mr Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) stated that the GAL plan should go in EVS-5a.
The EVS SWG Chairman proposed the following text: 'GAL provides full data and report for crosschecking to PCs at a date decided by SA4'. Mr Markus Schnell (Fraunhofer) commented that the date could be specified by SA4 or EVS-2.

The SA4 Secretary asked if in the contract the GAL has to provide to everybody the spreadsheet containing each individual vote, for any member of SA4 to make calculations. The EVS SWG Chairman noted that the initial proposal was to release data to PCs and asked if it could be available to everybody.

Mr Markus Schnell (Fraunhofer) noted that those data are confidential data covered by NDA and whether it is possible to circulate these data. The EVS SWG Chairman confirmed that the data are covered by NDA, and according to the current NDA, the full data could not be released to the public.
The SA4 Secretary explained that this depends on owners which are listening labs, and in some exercises one owner objected which would prevent distributing data.
The EVS SWG Chairman summarized that it is sufficient to state that data is provided to PC, and this does not preclude later discussion to make it public if all parties agree.
The SA4 Secretary pointed out that in any case the average database will be public, because it is part of the GAL report (average MOS results with 24 subjects), and if some labs want to keep confidentiality, SA4 has to respect that. He invited to find a formulation in the ETSI contract to make the database available for full crosscheck, to redo calculations and perform a 100% transparent verification.
Mr John Tardelli (Dynastat) preferred not to make NDAs too complicated. It was recalled that the NDA is a multiparty NDA involving all 13 PCs, GAL/host lab and ETSI, and among these parties there will be exchange of data. Mr Markus Schnell (Fraunhofer) noted that the NDA gives no problem to share data, and the only restriction is to release data to the public.
On Section 8 of TD AHEVS-131, Mr Nobuhiko Naka (NTT DOCOMO) commented on the sentence: 'The report shall show how and to what extent the respective candidate codec meets or fails the objective performance requirements and objectives specified in the qualification test plan EVS-8a.' He felt that 'requirements and objectives' are not clear and proposed to add 'by the way' between objectives and specified. The EVS SWG Chairman suggested adding 'as' to get ' requirements and objectives as specified '.
Mr Noboru Harada (NTT) addressed the issue of withdrawal, and asked if a sentence should be included in EVS-6a regarding withdrawal. It was noted that it is difficult to foresee all possibilities. Mr Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) stated that this depends on when withdrawal is, e.g. if withdrawal is after data has been submitted to GAL, it could be a problem, it could serve to unblind.  The EVS SWG Chairman added that according to qualification deliverables, withdrawn candidates would be excluded, and the withdrawal case would imply some decision in SA4 and it not relevant for qualification deliverables.
The SA4 Secretary commented that withdrawal will impact in different ways, he recalled that ETSI still did not receive payment from 3 companies, and if not received by end of May, then these companies would be excluded; he advised to make a scalable test plan to cover the case of withdrawal or when one executable is not submitted.
Mr Hiroyuki Ehara (Panasonic) commented that, regarding the withdrawal before submission or non-payment, SA4 can agree on using the spare slot; he stated that Panasonic will pay in time.
The EVS SWG Chairman did not foresee that a candidate will withdraw.

Mr Craig Greer (Samsung) commented that the withdrawn CuT can be replaced by a reference codec, however the issue would be that not all money is collected.
The potential modifications to EVS-6a to account for withdrawal was further discussed. The EVS-6a Editor noted that nothing can be expected in terms of deliverables from withdrawn candidates and stated that withdrawal should not be addressed in EVS-6a.
The EVS SWG Chairman concluded that, if a candidate withdraws, this would trigger a discussion in SA4 and require decision in SA4, but this cannot be decided beforehand. He suggested to minute that in case of withdrawal, SA4 will take the appropriate decisions.
This approach was acceptable for Mr Noboru Harada (NTT).
The EVS SWG Chairman then requested the EVS-6a Editor to distribute updates to EVS-6a for agreement (version 0.0.8).
Mr Hiroyuki Ehara (Panasonic) pointed out that in Annex 1, Section 5.a of TD AHEVS-131 (Processing) there is a reference to Table 1 which does not exist. It was agreed to remove this reference.

After this change the EVS SWG chairman asked whether there we any further comments which was not the case. The EVS SWG chairman asked the EVS-6a Editor, Mr Imre Varga (Qualcomm), to distribute a revised version (v.0.0.8) as TD AHEVS-134 over the 3GPP/SA4 mail reflector containing all the agreed changes for approval.

Conclusion:

TD AHEVS-131 was noted and revised to TD AHEVS-134
Mr Imre Varga presented TD AHEVS-134 Proposed updates to EVS-6a (Qualification Deliverables), v0.0.8, from Editor. After the presentation the EVS SWG chairman asked whether TD AHEVS-134 could be approved, which was the case.

Comments / questions: 
Mr Paolo Usai (SA4 secretary) clarified that the approved document has to be provided as v.1.0 to the forthcoming SA4#69 meeting in Erlangen.

After the agreement of TD AHEVS-134 Mr Noboru Harada (NTT) commented again that the case of withdrawal of a candidate should be covered in the qualification deliverables. After short discussion it was concluded that the flow chart provided in figure 1 of the qualification deliverables was only informative and hence left room for unforeseen cases. This conclusion was acceptable for Mr. Noboru Harada. 

Conclusion:
TD AHEVS-134 was approved and will be input as v.1.0 of the EVS-6a P-doc to the SA4#69 meeting.
4 Review of project plan
4.1 Planning of potential further telcos and EVS adhoc meetings
The EVS SWG chairman proposed discussing about a possible adhoc meeting prior to the SA4#70 meeting in Chicago.

Mr Paolo Usai (SA4 Secretary) explained that an early decision would be desirable in order to be able to make cheap travel arrangements. The EVS chairman commented that provided that the EVS work progresses as planned especially in the Erlangen SA4 meeting, then there would be little need for an additional adhoc meeting in Chicago. Mr. Craig Greer (Samsung) suggested waiting with the decision until the Erlangen meeting. However, as suggested by Mr Paolo Usai (SA4 Secretary), the EVS SWG chairman should check with NAF3, Ms. Shannon Blumenreich, whether the hotel would be available for such an adhoc meeting. If this should not be the case the EVS SWG delegates should be informed as soon as possible.

The EVS SWG chairman then suggested finding a date for a new adhoc telco in the week of May 7-11. The agenda in general should be matters related to test and processing plans. Mr. Stefan Döhla (Fraunhofer) requested to consider his absence during that week when deciding on the specific agenda and to exclude items for which his presence would be needed. 

It was agreed to schedule the EVS adhoc telco#11 for May 11th, 14.00-16.00 CEST. The EVS SWG chairman promised to distribute a draft agenda asap, especially considering the request from Mr. Stefan Döhla.

In the context of progressing the evaluation procedures of the objective requirements Mr Nobuhiko Naka (NTT DOCOMO) requested parties to submit contributions.   
5 Test Plan matters
5.1 Mixed and music material collection and selection
TD AHEVS-132 Status of the offline discussions around mixed and music selection, from Telefon AB LM Ericsson, ST-Ericsson SA was not addressed by lack of time and was postponed.
5.2 Assessment procedures of objective requirements
TD AHEVS-129 Objective Evaluation, from Fraunhofer IIS was not addressed by lack of time and was postponed.

5.3 General test plan matters
TD AHEVS-133 Proposed updates to S4-120556_EVS-8a_AnnexH, from Dynastat Inc. was not addressed by lack of time and was postponed.
6 Mixed and music material collection and selection
No contribution in this A.I.

6.1 Network simulator for JBM tests
6.2 Mixed material generation procedure
6.3 General processing plan matters
7 Other business
Mr. John Tardelli (Dynastat) was asked to re-submit the Dynastat contribution “Proposed updates to S4-120556_EVS-8a_AnnexH” with correct document number AHEVS-133.

Mr. Paolo Usai (SA4 Secretary) addressed the suggested NDA distribution/dispatch procedure using copies of signed NDA counterparts via the coordinator (ETSI) and asked all parties to verify that this procedure is acceptable. Mr. Noboru Harada (NTT) expressed some uncertainty in that context. In conclusion the EVS SWG chairman suggested to all parties to check this matter with their respective legal departments.  
8 Close of the call: April 27, 8:03 CEST
The EVS SWG Chairman closed the meeting. 
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