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4.2.1
Executive Summary
The EVS SWG conference call #17 took place on Sept. 5, 2012, 14:00 CEST for 2 hours with a bridge provided by Nokia. There were 27 participants and 6 input documents (including the agenda). All input documents were covered. 
The outcome is summarized below:
· The qualification schedule in Annex E of S4-121251 was discussed. During the call, Dynastat asked to submit input speech files (from all PCs) by Sept. 21, and random seeds (only from ETSI to the Host Lab) by Sept. 28. No decision was made during the meeting; these proposals will be considered in the next EVS SWG teleconference (#18). It was noted that a detailed schedule would be helpful and Dynastat indicated that they will provide an updated one.

· All PCs confirmed their intention to submit music & mixed content items. It was agreed to limit the number of submitted recorded mixed content items to 7 or 8 samples per PC. It was agreed to add to EVS-7a the naming conventions defined in TD AHEVS-184 for submitted items.
· An updated cutting tool for JBM testing was presented. Crosschecking of the tool was invited before making a decision on using this tool.

· An updated version of EVS-8a was presented in AHEVS-185 including updated Excel sheets (randomization and corrected data delivery sheets) from Dynastat; comments on AHEVS-185 were collected and a revision of this document was left to be provided in AHEVS-186 after the call.

· Corrections to EVS-7a were presented and comments were collected. It was agreed to use pure digital silence for leading/trailing silence in the generation of artificial mixed content.

1 Opening of the session: September 5, 14:00 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).
The EVS SWG Chairman explained that document sharing tool (lync) was tested in 2 trial sessions before the call and it was concluded that the EVS SWG would share documents with this tool and if there were any edits, these edits would be distribute by email, in particular for those not using this tool to get an update of the document being edited. There were no comments and the tool was used during the call.
2 Approval of the agenda and registration/allocation of documents
The agenda in AHEVS-180R1 including an allocation of documents was agreed (see Annex A of the present report).
It was clarified that AHEVS-185 was allocated to a revision of EVS-8a.
3 Qualification phase status review
3.1 Schedule

The EVS SWG Chairman pointed to Annex E of S4-121251, and he invited to discuss milestones relevant for CuT submission; he asked if there were any updates on the finalization of tools and script development.
The SA4 Secretary commented that, for the formal contract between ETSI and Dynastat, Dynastat asked to have the distribution of random seeds on Sept. 28, 2012.

Mr. Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) explained the reason for this change: the date of Sept. 28 is for Dynastat to do the crosscheck of preliminary executables. He stated that Dynastat will not distribute these random seeds and preliminary executables to anyone.

Mr. John Tardelli (Dynastat) clarified that the host lab will do all the processing of reference coders in advance, as the scripts are crosschecked; having the seeds at an early date will help the host lab to proceed more smoothly.  

Mr. Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) confirmed that the random seeds would be provided in advance for the host lab to execute reference conditions and Dynastat would not share seeds with PCs, while the crosscheck would occur only after codec submission.
Mr. Stefan Doehla (Fraunhofer) pointed out that any seed can be used for crosschecking.

Mr. John Tardelli (Dynastat) clarified that the random seeds from ETSI would allow to proceed for reference conditions before the November date.

The EVS SWG Chairman asked if there were any concerns to give the host lab seeds earlier.

Mr. Markus Schnell (Fraunhofer) wondered whether there was really a benefit to process reference conditions beforehand.

Mr. Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) stated that there are lots of steps to do after receiving executables, he recalled that Dynastat is under NDA and repeated that Dynastat will not share seeds with anyone. He insisted on the fact that the time window for testing is quite limited.

The EVS SWG Chairman asked if anybody had concerns to make the seeds from ETSI available in advance.
Mr. Markus Schnell (Fraunhofer) explained that this would influence how scripts are organized, so that all conditions are not processed at once.

Mr. John Tardelli (Dynastat) stated that it would be virtually impossible to process all data for 13 CuTs if random seeds are distributed after CuT submission.

Mr. Stéphane Ragot (ORANGE) pointed out that the preliminary processing of reference conditions cannot be done only with random seeds, the test material would be also required, however this material is scheduled to be provided after CuT submission.
Mr. John Tardelli (Dynastat) confirmed that this would require submitting speech material in advance. 

Mr. Stéphane Ragot (ORANGE) asked to clarify at which date speech material would be submitted.

Mr. John Tardelli (Dynastat) stated that the deadline would be 2 weeks from Sept. 5; he noted that since all labs will have provided music material such deadline would not be unreasonable.

The EVS SWG Chairman recalled that Dynastat presented a detailed schedule and he stated that it would be very useful to have such schedule again; he proposed to discuss this in the EVS SWG teleconference #18.

Mr. Ira Panzer (Dynastat) clarified the host lab view on the schedule: input speech files would be submitted by Sept. 21, other things would be completed on Sept. 28, this schedule would allow Dynastat to complete the project on time. He stated that this schedule is not for discussion and it is what the host lab needs to stay on time.
The EVS SWG Chairman noted that if a document was available it would be valuable for the discussion; he invited to make a document available by email before the EVS SWG teleconference # 18.

Mr. Ira Panzer (Dynastat) warned that the schedule will go away. 

Mr. Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) explained that the qualification meeting would take place 2 weeks later than currently scheduled.
The EVS SWG Chairman summarized that Dynastat’s request would be to have speech material on Sept. 21, and random seeds on Sept. 28.

It was clarified that the host lab would process the reference material in advance and the random seeds would not be used to crosscheck preliminary CuTs.

Mr. Milan Jelinek (VoiceAge) commented that the verification and crosscheck of processed material will happen after CuT submission (Nov. 16) and he asked what will happen if one finds that the material is not bitexact.

Mr. John Tardelli (Dynastat) explained that this is the reason why there is a 2-week period, the scripts would be already crosschecked and by Nov. 19 crosscheck on CuTs would start.
Mr. Nobuhiko Naka (NTT DOCOMO) pointed out that random seeds are related to music material.

Mr. John Tardelli (Dynastat) stated that all seeds shall be received on Sept. 28 ; he explained that music processing would not start until final music is delivered. 
Mr. Stéphane Ragot (ORANGE) emphasized that it would be difficult to process mixed content in advance as for artificially generated mixed content one needs to know the music files for sound engineering speech samples to fit, and the PCs can do this only after random selection of music files.

The EVS SWG Chairman asked if anyone had a problem with Dynastat’s requests.

Mr. Stefan Doehla (Fraunhofer) was surprised by the requests and he asked Dynastat’s view on the processing time. He stated that 3 weeks seemed too much.

Mr. Ira Panzer (Dynastat) stated that Sept. 28 is how long the host lab needs.

Mr. Harald Pobloth (Ericsson) did not see a problem, but he explained that Ericsson will have 2 labs and might not have settled with BIT how many and which experiments they can run.
Mr. Nobuhiko Naka (NTT DOCOMO) explained that he has to check internally if NTT DOCOMO can accept the proposals which could not be answered during this conference call.

The EVS SWG Chairman commented that the next conference call is Sept. 19 which makes it possible to decide on both issues (speech material and seeds) in the EVS SWG teleconference #18.

Mr. Ira Panzer (Dynastat) stated that the EVS SWG will have to make another consideration on the schedule if the dates are not possible.

Mr. Noboru Harada (NTT) asked to clarify how many sentence pairs would be needed for speech material submission.
Mr. John Tardelli (Dynastat) clarified that there are 4 talkers and 7 sentences per talker. Mr. Alan Sharpley and Mr. Ira Panzer (Dynastat) confirmed 28 samples are needed.

The EVS SWG Chairman suggested that an urgent action is to check Dynastat’s requests and come back on these proposals in the EVS SWG teleconference #18.
Mr. Noboru Harada (NTT) asked if there is any updated detailed scheduled provided by Dynastat.

Mr. Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) stated that it has never been Dynastat’s job to be the schedule manager and they have taken the job reluctantly because nobody was doing it. He explained that Dynastat considered quitting managing and just got under contract, and Dynastat will provide another schedule in the next couple of days.
Mr. Noboru Harada (NTT) clarified that NTT has to make another contract with NTT-AT.

The EVS SWG Chairman summarized that it will be helpful to have the detailed schedule available again.

Conclusion:

Dynastat asked to submit input speech files by Sept. 21, and random seeds (only from ETSI to the Host Lab) by Sept. 28. These proposals will be considered in the EVS SWG teleconference #18. It was noted that a detailed schedule would be helpful and Dynastat will provide an updated one.
3.2 Progress reports/discussion

Mr. Noboru Harada presented AHEVS-184 Latest status for mixed content and music material collection, from NTT

This document is a revision of a document circulated offline during SA4#70. It collects the number of material that each company is planning to submit; on recorded mixed content, all listening should provide their own listening material. In EVS-8a, there is a statement on recorded mixed content where up to 21 samples should be used; in this contribution it is proposed to reduce this number to up to 7 or 8 samples, where 8 means that each proponent could provide one alternative sample, in case their material would be rejected because of wrong format or other reasons. By Sept. 28, each PC can crosscheck the pulled material and fill in a table for inappropriate items (table 2) and cultural mismatch (table 3). In Annex naming conventions are proposed (they are slightly different from EVS-7a).
Comments/questions: 

The question marks in Table 1 were addressed and the related companies (Samsung, ZTE, Nokia, VoiceAge, Huawei, France Telecom/ORANGE) clarified that question marks could be removed. The table reflecting these comments is given below:

	PC
	Music

(Max 6+6=12) 
	Music for generated mixed

(Max 6)
	Recoded mixed

(Min 6, 

[Max 8])

	a
	Fraunhofer Gesellschaft
	12(=6+6)
	6
	6+1

	b
	Huawei Technologies Co., Ltd.
	12(=6+6)
	6
	6+1

	c
	Motorola Mobility UK Ltd.
	12(=6+6)
	6
	6+1

	d
	NOKIA Corporation
	12(=6+6)
	6
	6+1

	e
	NTT
	12(=6+6)
	6
	6+1

	f
	NTT DOCOMO, INC.
	12(=6+6)
	6
	6+1

	g
	Orange SA/ France Telecom
	12(=6+6)
	6
	6+1

	h
	Panasonic Corporation
	12(=6+6)
	6
	6+1

	i
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	12(=6+6)
	6
	6+1

	j
	SAMSUNG Electronics
	12(=6+6)
	6
	6+1

	k
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson
	12(=6+6)
	6
	6+1

	l
	VoiceAge Corporation
	12(=6+6)
	6
	6+1

	m
	ZTE Corporation
	12(=6+6)
	6
	6+1


The proposal to reduce the amount of submitted recorded mixed content to 7 or 8 samples was then discussed.

Mr. Jon Gibbs (Motorola) commented on the idea to provide more samples, he stated that if there is a problem with one sample it is likely it would affect all other items, and he did not feel that one extra sample would not solve the problem of excluded items. He recalled that everybody has to agree to eliminate one sample, including the proponent that submitted this item, and he stated that this will never happen and the proposal is not addressing the issue. 

The EVS SWG Chairman summarized that the main decision on the proposal is to go from 21 samples to either 8 or 7 samples; he asked if the group could agree with this proposal. Answer: yes.
The EVS SWG Chairman asked if there were comments on the proposed naming conventions for submitted items. Answer: No comment.
The EVS SWG Chairman concluded that the proposed naming conventions for submitted music & mixed content items will be added to EVS-7a.
Mr. Noboru Harada (NTT) commented that according to the schedule in EVS-8a, the decision on music & mixed content items should be made by Sept. 28, and an EVS SWG teleconference is scheduled on Sept. 26. He proposed to ask all PCs to provide a list of potential mismatch before Sept. 26. The EVS SWG Chairman noted that comments could also be raised by email.
Comments/questions: 
All PCs confirmed their intention to submit music & mixed content items.

It was agreed to limit the number of submitted recorded mixed content items to 7 or 8 samples per PC.

It was agreed to add to EVS-7a the naming conventions defined in TD AHEVS-184 for submitted items.

TD AHEVS-184 was noted.
3.2.1 Processing scripts

No Tdoc in this A.I.
3.2.2 Network simulator

No Tdoc in this A.I.
3.2.3 Cutting tool

Mr. Stefan Doehla presented AHEVS-181 Cutting Tool for JBM simulations, v2, from Fraunhofer IIS

This contribution is an update of the cutting tool presented before, the source code is more understandable, and the cutting operation is done in one step, based on the undo file. The source code is attached, there is no functional change, this update gives results identical to the previous version.

Comments/questions:
None.
Conclusion: 

The EVS SWG Chairman stated that this updated tool should be crosschecked.

TD AHEVS-181 was noted.
3.2.4 Randomization tool

No Tdoc in this A.I.
3.2.5 Common databases for objective evaluations

No Tdoc in this A.I.
3.2.6 Tools for objective evaluations 

No Tdoc in this A.I.
3.2.7 Tools for objective evaluations 

No Tdoc in this A.I.
3.2.8 Red flags

No Tdoc in this A.I.
4 Qualification test plan matters
Mr. Nobuhiko Naka presented AHEVS-185 Permanent Document EVS-8a: Test plans for qualification phase including host lab specification v1.0.1, from Editor (NTT DOCOMO INC.)

This document was provided by email during the conference call.

Comments/questions:

The EVS-8a Editor clarified that the wording ‘Silence can be pure digital silence.’ will be changed to: Silence shall be pure digital silence, and in Clause 5.1 the sentence ‘It should be noted that CuTs are allowed to include a dummy condition instead of VBR at 5.9 kbps and thus the results on VBR are purely informative.’ is taken from S4-120162.

Mr. Milan Jelinek (VoiceAge) stated that ‘dummy condition’ is confusing, and he proposed to replace this wording by: ‘it should be noted that CuTs are allowed to use the lowest CBR (7.2 kbit/s) instead of VBR’.
The EVS SWG Chairman suggested the following wording: ‘if VBR is not supported then 7.2 should be used’. Mr. Milan Jelinek (VoiceAge) corrected that ‘7.2 shall be used’.
The EVS-8a Editor concluded that he will revise the text accordingly. He then explained that Annexes B and C are swapped; he also explained that the yellow part at the bottom of Annex C should be removed as it is already in the main part of EVS-8a.
The EVS SWG Chairman asked if there was any concern to agree on removing yellow text. Answer: no.
The EVS-8a Editor stated that he reflected in Annex E what was discussed during the call, with [Sept. 21] for material, [Sept. 28] for random seed. He noted that the submission of random seeds should be from ETRI to Dynastat. The SA4 Secretary suggested to add ‘from ETSI to the Host Lab’ which is what was put in the contract.
The EVS-8a Editor stated that AHEVS-185 will be revised and he invited to pay attention to annex H which is still in brackets. The EVS SWG Chairman allocated AHEVS-186 for the revision.
Mr. Milan Jelinek (VoiceAge) commented on scripts for objective testing, he recalled that any failure of objective performance would be cast to the subjective part, and he insisted on the need for making scripts available. He stated that scripts for objective requirements will have to be available in advance to go with this mapping and that if there is no volunteer this mapping will not go forward.

Conclusion: 

TD AHEVS-185 was to be revised to TD AHEVS-186 based on the comments made during the call (after the conference call). In particular it was agreed to remove the yellow text in Annex C of TD AHEVS-185.
4.1 Correction to main part
No Tdoc in this A.I.
4.2 Proposed changes/completions to Annexes

Mr. Alan Sharpley presented AHEVS-182 Subjective test randomizations and data delivery files for the EVS Qualification Test, from Dynastat Inc.

Two excel files are attached to this document, however the sheet for delivery was later corrected and re-sent by email. In the randomization sheet file there is one tab for each experiment A to L, and within each tab there are 4 blocks constructed according to the partial balanced randomization design; file naming conventions are from EVS-7a. Dynastat will deliver files to PCs with their appropriate designator. 

The data delivery file has in its first column the following conventions: r: reference, a: cut a, b: cut b, i: information (in Exp. A). This column is present to help proponents distribute the raw data after unblinding (by sorting). Multiple labs are not taken into account in the naming conventions, e.g. a1 should be edited to make it a2 when needed.

Comments/questions:
Mr. Milan Jelinek (VoiceAge) asked to clarify what typos are in the data delivery sheet, and the type column.

Mr. Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) explained that the data delivery sheet was supplied by email in a second submission. 
The EVS SWG Secretary suggested to update AHEVS-182 to give a clear status to the corrected data delivery sheet.

The EVS-8a Editor explained that he already included the two attached Excel sheets and he could include the corrected data delivery sheet; he noted that this can be agreed, Dynastat would not need to resubmit the document. He added that Annexes B and C of TD AHEVS-185 are updated according to this contribution.
Conclusion: 

TD AHEVS-182 was noted.

Annexes B and C of TD AHEVS-185 contain the two Excel sheets from AHEVS-182 (with the corrected data delivery sheet).
4.3 Joint editing of test plan
Mr. Markus Schnell presented AHEVS-183 Proposed corrections to EVS-7a, from Editor (Fraunhofer IIS)
A list of things found in script development with ORANGE is provided in the cover page.

Comments/questions:
The EVS SWG Chairman commented that input and output filenames are needed for scaldemo; he stated that scaling could be done with oper where a weighted sum of 2 files can be calculated. He also commented on the length of files to be submitted.

Mr. Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) recalled that music and recorded mixed content items will be approximately 8s, but artificially generated mixed content will be 8.4s including 200 ms leading and trailing non-digital silence.
Mr. Noboru Harada (NTT) stated that the silence should be digital silence.
A discussion took place on the silence to be inserted for artificially generated mixed content.
Mr. Noboru Harada (NTT) argued that if one captures some music from CDs and there is non digital silence from that source, this silence should be used.

Mr. Stéphane Ragot (ORANGE) noted that the silence will be part of scripts.

The EVS SWG Chairman suggested taking same preamble that is already used and that is not digital silence (it would be +/-4). Mr. Noboru Harada (NTT) stated that if a 8s sample has some digital silence, the listening panel can recognize the difference between this silence in the 8s sample and leading / trailing silence, and in that case he stated that it would be safe to use pure digital silence.
Mr. Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) did not think any listener could make the difference, at a level which is -82 dBov.
Mr. Noboru Harada (NTT) stated that astrip will be applied on the original 8s for fade in/out, and on top of that, processing scripts will add leading/trailing silence.
The EVS SWG Chairman noted that there was no voice that digital silence would be a problem, and he asked if the group could simply decide to use pure digital silence. Answer: Yes.
The EVS SWG Chairman noted that in EVS-7a there are still things in yellow and brackets.
The EVS-7a Editor clarified that delay values are working assumptions, and there was one proposal for delay compensation of transform codecs to be split for encoder and decoder side.

The EVS SWG Chairman suggested looking at EVS-7a in EVS SWG teleconference #18, to remove brackets, and to wait until the complete crosscheck of processing scripts.
Mr. John Tardelli (Dynastat) commented on VBR for CuT. It was clarified that the scripts will call executables at the bit rate of 5.9, and codecs could map 5.9 to another bit rate, and in principle it will be transparent and not visible in processing scripts whether codec would support VBR or not.
Mr. Noboru Harada (NTT) commented on the 18 samples to be randomly selected for mixed content and he clarified that this should be 21 samples including preliminaries.
Conclusion: 

It was agreed to use pure digital silence for leading/trailing silence to be added in artificially generated mixed content.

AHEVS-183 was noted.
5 Qualification processing plan matters
5.1 Corrections to main part
No Tdoc in this A.I.
5.2 Proposed changes/completions to Annexes
No Tdoc in this A.I.
5.3 Processing for evaluation of objective requirements

No Tdoc in this A.I.
5.4 Other urgent processing plan matters

No Tdoc in this A.I.
6 Other business
None.
7 Close of the call: Sept. 5, 16:00 CEST
The EVS SWG Chairman closed the meeting. 
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