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4.2.1
Executive Summary
The EVS SWG conference call #24 took place on Oct. 29, 2012, 13:00 CET for almost 3 hours with the GoToMeeting tool provided by Motorola Mobility. There were 27 participants and 8 documents (including the agenda); all input documents were covered. 
The outcome is summarized below: 
·  The latest version of EVS-7a was reviewed. The EVS-7a Editor was tasked to harmonize notations for master seeds (within EVS-7a and wrt EVS-8a). It was agreed to remove all brackets except those around Table 7 in TD AHEVS-239. It was clarified that master seeds should be defined in a range between 0 and 2^32.
·  The status of tools for objective evaluation was reviewed. Two issues were reported (32-bit executables and use of random seed). Updates of scripts were to be provided after the call.
·  The review of music and mixed content items was discussed.

· Regarding step 1 (common pool), the conclusion of TD AHEVS-241 was agreed and it was agreed to use the original version of item_cxa2s7.
· Regarding step 2 (cultural mismatch): 
· Claims on classical music (a3 category) were not reviewed in details, however it was concluded that with the withdrawal of Huawei items (item_bxa3s[1-6]), on the a3 category there are no claims left on classical music.

· The claims of cultural mismatch were reviewed for the a1 category. It was concluded that the following items in the a1 category are excluded for all PCs:

· item_bxa1s[1-4]
· item_dxa1s3

· item_exa1s4

· item_gxa1s{1,5}
· The claims of cultural mismatch were reviewed for the a4 category; no solution was found for this category and the decision was postponed to SA4#71.
·  The latest version of EVS-8a in TD AHEVS-236 was reviewed and it was revised based on comments received during the call. One agreed output document was produced: AHEVS-243 (EVS-8a v1.0.7).
1 Opening of the session: Oct. 29, 13:00 CET
The EVS SWG Chairman, Stefan Bruhn (Ericsson), opened the EVS SWG teleconference call. Minutes were taken by the EVS SWG Secretary, Stéphane Ragot (ORANGE).
2 Approval of the agenda and registration/allocation of documents
The agenda in AHEVS-237R1 was agreed (see Annex A of the present report). It was clarified that the updated test plan (TD AHEVS-236) had to be presented and could not be noted without presentation. During the call AHEVS-239 was allocated to A.I. 6.
3 Approval of EVS SWG Conference Call#18 report
Mr. Stéphane Ragot presented TD AHEVS-238 Draft report from SA4 EVS SWG Teleconference #22 (16th October 2012), from EVS SWG Secretary

Comments / questions: 
None.

Conclusion:

The EVS SWG Secretary noted a typo (EVS-7a instead of EVS-8a) in the executive summary.

TD AHEVS-238 was revised to TD AHEVS-242.
TD AHEVS-242 Draft report from SA4 EVS SWG Teleconference #22 (16th October 2012) Rev. 1, from EVS SWG Secretary was agreed without presentation. 
4 Qualification phase status review

4.1 Processing scripts for subjective evaluations (due 28 Sep)
The EVS SWG Chairman asked about the status of the implementation of the modified AMR-WB DTX operation.
Mr. Stéphane Ragot (ORANGE) clarified that he would upload version v1.2 of the processing scripts to the Dynastat server, just after this call, where AMR-WB DTX conditions for Exp G and K are changed.
Mr. Markus Schnell (Fraunhofer) explained that he provided an updated version of the processing plan (EVS-7a) in AHEVS-239, with changes for AMR-WB condition with DTX on; he invited comments on this document.

Mr. Markus Schnell presented TD AHEVS-239 List of correction to EVS-7a, from Editor (Fraunhofer IIS)
The main changes are related to AMR-WB DTX (including error patterns file which is self-concatenated). Some obsolete parts were removed in the delay adjustment section, and one minor fix was done for the PCM to WAV correction (change from ORANGE). Some clarification were brought with master seed # 2.
Comments / questions: 
The SA4 Secretary asked to confirm that he would provide one master seed on Nov. 9, 2012 to the HL and another master seed to all PCs on Nov. 19, 2012; he asked to clarify which master seed are mentioned in EVS-7a. It was clarified that master seed #2 is only used for music selection while master seed #1 is for all other random aspects.

The SA4 Secretary noted various notations for the master seeds and he asked to harmonize these notations in future versions of EVS-7a. The EVS-7a Editor recalled that the seeds are already implemented in processing scripts with MASTER_SEED and MASTER_SEED2. The SA4 Secretary then asked to harmonize notations with EVS-8a.

The EVS SWG Chairman noted that some sections are still in brackets, he asked if brackets could be removed. Mr. Stéphane Ragot (ORANGE) stated that Table 7 in Annex C.3 shows that each PC will get a different number for the random selection of music and mixed content items, which implies that each PC will have a different database and one can really wonder if the database will be balanced (in terms of difficulty and variety of items); he commented that the removal of brackets for Table 7 depends on the conclusion of the item review.

The EVS SWG Chairman asked if all brackets except those around Table 7 could be removed. Answer: yes.  
The SA4 Secretary asked to specify a range for the selection of master seeds. Mr. Stefan Doehla (Fraunhofer) suggested a range between 0 and 2^32 and choosing any reasonable number between 6 and 10 digits.
Conclusion:

The EVS-7a Editor was tasked to harmonize notations for master seeds (within EVS-7a and wrt EVS-8a).
It was agreed to remove all brackets except those around Table 7 in TD AHEVS-239.

It was clarified that master seeds should be defined in a range between 0 and 2^32.
TD AHEVS-239 was noted.
4.2 Verification of tools for objective evaluations (due 28 Sep)
The status of tool crosschecked was reported as follows:
· Mr. Milan Jelinek (VoiceAge) recalled that he raised an issue in the previous call for the script evaluating average data rate and JBM tools; he clarified that VoiceAge finally managed to run these scripts on 64-bit platforms, but there were issues on 32-bit platforms on which the AFR tool was not running.
Mr. Venkatesh Krishnan (Qualcomm) stated that ZTE had similar issues and the issue may be that some executables were compiled on 64-bit platforms; he suggested re-compiling and replacing executable.
The EVS SWG Chairman suggested providing a new version of scripts for 32-bit platforms. Mr. Venkatesh Krishnan (Qualcomm) asked VoiceAge to provide the list of problematic executables.

The EVS SWG Chairman summarized that the crosscheck of tools would not be finalized at this call.

· Mr. Stefan Doehla (Fraunhofer) explained that Fraunhofer tried the scripts and found that the master seed is used; he asked whether the group really wants to have variable information and rather to go with fixed variables with no random part.
Mr. Venkatesh Krishnan (Qualcomm) did not think that the master seed is used in the actual run and he clarified that he would verify that.

Mr. Stefan Doehla (Fraunhofer) clarified that the master seed is used for the JBM random offset; he remembered that the group agreed that for objective evaluation everything should be known prior to submission.
Mr. Venkatesh Krishnan (Qualcomm) explained that he will set the master seed to 0.

Mr. Milan Jelinek (VoiceAge) has the same issue for the master seed #2, he commented that everything for objective measures should be defined before submission. Mr. Stéphane Ragot (ORANGE) stated that master seed #2 should not be used in the objective part as it is only used for the subjective testing.

Conclusion:

Two issues were reported (32-bit executables and use of random seed). Updates of scripts were to be provided after the call.
4.3 Common scripts for objective evaluations

Covered in A.I. 4.2
4.4 Review of submitted music and mixed content samples (due 28 Sep)
4.4.1 Stage 1: Progress of database creation and potential XC issues
Mr. Noboru Harada presented TD AHEVS-241 Cross check report on updated items for the mixed content and music database, from NTT and NTT DOCOMO INC.
This contribution is a crosscheck report of updated items based on AHEVS-227 and the EVS SWG reports (AHEVS-230 and AHEVS-238). Crosscheck results are in section 3. One section was added with an issue related to click noise, and a sample only used for preliminaries.

Comments / questions: 
Mr. Jon Gibbs (Motorola) commented on item_cxa2s7, and supported the proposal; he had no strong feeling whether the de-clicked version should be used.

The location of the click which was removed was further discussed. Mr. Noboru Harada (NTT) suggested another company to crosscheck the item. The EVS SWG Chairman noted that the item is for preliminaries and he suggested accepting the proposal. Mr. Jon Gibbs (Motorola) recalled that the click was identified by ZTE, and he stated that if ZTE is happy with the original, then the proposal should be ok.
Mr. Minjie Xie (ZTE) agreed using the original item_cxa2s7.
Conclusion:

The conclusion of this contribution was agreed and it was agreed to use the original version of item_cxa2s7.

TD AHEVS-241 was noted.

4.4.2 Stage 2: Decision on cultural mismatch claims
Mr. Alan Sharpley presented TD AHEVS-240 Solving cultural mismatch, from Dynastat 
On the chance that the random selection requires to use all items, it can be very critical if strange or foreign items are considered so that subjects based their judgment as quality degradation or other quality scales because of strange and unfamiliar sounds. Some companies suggested that all items are put into the pool, and cultural mismatch is not allowed; in that case the source proposes as part of instructions and practice to familiarize subjects with only the 24 items for each test. The proposed familiarization is not time consuming and does not require any adhoc instruction.

This contribution addresses the set of generalized instructions, which will be translated and tailored to meet the need of each listening lab. Instructions will vary, however the description of rating scales should be equivalent. It is propose to share for review the translated instructions, to make sure that all LLs conduct the tests with the same instructions.
Comments / questions: 
Mr. Stéphane Ragot (ORANGE) stated that the feedback of the France Telecom test lab on the proposed “familiarization” is that listening once to items is not enough to make subject familiar with items. He also asked if the proposal was ever used in the past and what was the influence of the proposed “familiarization”.
Mr. Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) clarified that the proposal had not been tried, never in Dynastat’s lab. He stated that there was no other standardization test where cultural mismatch could be an issue, as in in the past, all LLs have provided the source material appropriate for their population. He did not endorse the proposed approach as solving the issue of cultural mismatch. He clarified that, if required, then possibly this proposal would move in the direction alleviating the issue of cultural mismatch.
The SA4 Secretary clarified that in qualification tests there has never been such kind of issue, as labs could select the music or mixed content that did not present cultural mismatch problems. He explained that characterization was run, including classical music that could be a problem in some Asian countries, with some comments that some items were not in the culture of subjects (as two labs were involved). He stated that for the EVS qualification there is no solution, and no standardized way to collect comments and impressions from participants; he preferred to exclude the issue of cultural mismatch but he feared there are too different criteria.
Mr. Jon Gibbs (Motorola) supported Dynastat’s contribution and he stated that it will help to minimize (not eliminate) some cultural mismatch. He added that with the common database of music & mixed content the group created serious problems for itself.
Mr. Stéphane Ragot (ORANGE) stated that SA4 agreed on a procedure to handle cultural mismatch and that the group would apply the rules on cultural mismatch by checking all claims that were made before considering something else and to minute the names of all companies that would object to the claims of cultural mismatch. 
The EVS SWG Chairman then asked how to proceed, whether AHEVS-232 should be taken to see if some claims are accepted, he stated then the group could consider applying the proposal by Dynastat.
Mr. Milan Jelinek (VoiceAge) commented that VoiceAge brought several times in contributions and emails that they are ready to support any reasonable way forward only if the number of items in the pool is about equal for all parties and if this condition is not granted, VoiceAge would not accept cultural mismatch claims.The EVS SWG Chairman stated that other companies made similar comments.
Conclusion:

TD AHEVS-240 was noted.

The EVS SWG Chairman shared TD AHEVS-232 from the previous call.

Comments / questions: 
· On the a3 category:

The EVS SWG Chairman stated that on the a3 category there are no claims left on classical music after the withdrawal of Huawei items (item_bxa3s[1-6]).
· On the a1 category:

The EVS SWG Chairman asked if claims can be accepted taking first the claims by Fraunhofer.
Mr. Milan Jelinek (VoiceAge) stated that VoiceAge will not agree to claims if there is no guarantee of an equal number of items in the pool for all PCs. Mr. Markus Schnell (Fraunhofer) asked whether VoiceAge would agree if the items would be all removed from the pool, which was confirmed by VoiceAge.

Mr Markus Schnell (Fraunhofer) commented on power controlled music bxa1s[1-3] that those are the same items as in category a3, traditional Chinese content. He stated that it is hard for  to understand that overlaying German language can solve the cultural mismatch and he suggested removing these items.

The EVS SWG Chairman asked if the proposal to remove item_bxa1s[1-3] for all labs can be agreed. Mr. Jon Gibbs (Motorola) stated that in a regional restaurant one can end up with very unusual music mixed with speech, but he had no strong view for eliminating items.
The EVS SWG Chairman stated that there was one voice to keep items and he proposed to follow Dynastat’s input; he stated that this would allow to complete the process even if having selection from a common pool is not ideal, but this would try to keep the test balanced, and he suggested to note that in future the approach would be different.
Mr. Stéphane Ragot (ORANGE) stated that he would request to modify EVS-8a to insert statements to avoid setting a precedent if no claim of cultural mismatch is accepted, despite some labs did the effort to check items and report mismatch.

The EVS-8a Editor commented on the number of items if no cultural mismatch is applied (or not) for the a1 category: this number would be between 70 and 79; he did not think that any number in this range would be a problem in terms of variety of samples, and he proposed to consider cultural mismatch claims that were received.
The EVS SWG Chairman suggested applying claims to all labs in same cultural region. Mr. Milan Jelinek (VoiceAge) repeated that according to VoiceAge’s position this would not be acceptable.
It was clarified that 21 items are randomly picked per category for the three bandwidth (NB, WB, SWB), which is to be compared with the number of items per category (from 70 to 79 in a1 category).
The EVS SWG Chairman stated that the only way forward is to reject completely items if it is agreed to remove them. He then took items listed in Annex of TD AHEVS-232 for the a1 category.

The following items were agreed to be removed for all PCs:

item_bxa1s1

item_bxa1s2

item_bxa1s3

item_bxa1s4

item_dxa1s3

item_exa1s4

item_gxa1s5

item_gxa1s1

Mr. Stefan Bruhn (Ericsson) objected to removing the following items:

item_kxa1s1

item_kxa4s1 
Mr. Imre Varga (Qualcomm) objected to removing the following items:

item_ixa1s1
item_ixa1s2

item_ixa1s3

item_ixa1s4

item_ixa1s5

item_ixa1s6
Mr. Noboru Harada (NTT) commented that if Qualcomm’s power-controlled music items are agreed and there are some known issues the group cannot go anywhere.
· On the a4 category:

Mr. Stéphane Ragot (ORANGE) stated that for the a1 category the speech part will be in the language of the LLs which already solves one aspect of cultural mismatch; he emphasized that this is not the case for the a4 category where the vocal part should be taken into account.

Mr. Milan Jelinek (VoiceAge) had a quite firm position requesting similar size of pools across PCs; he was not ready to accept different size for different PCs, and he stated that many companies had different understanding about what can or cannot be opposed as mismatch. He proposed to apply the same approach as for the a1 category.
Mr. Miao Lei (Huawei) commented that, due to the vocal part, all items of the a4 category will be removed; he had reservation to remove items 
item_bxa4a4

item_bxa4a5

item_bxa4a6

and he wanted to see what is the best way forward.

The following items were tentatively excluded (but not confirmed as excluded):

item_exa4s2

item_exa4s4

item_exa4s6

item_fxa4a4

item_gxa4a5
item_hxa4s2

item_hxa4s4

item_hxa4s5

item_jxa4s5

Mr. Jon Gibbs (Motorola) did not want to withdraw item_cxa4s1.
The following items were tentatively excluded (but not confirmed as excluded):

item_fxa4s6
Mr. Imre Varga (Qualcomm) was not in favor of removing items:
item_ixa4s5

item_ixa4s6

Mr. Milan Jelinek (VoiceAge) felt that the following item was appropriate: 

item_lxa4s4
Mr. Craig Greer (Samsung) requested reverting the tentative exclusion for the following items:

item_jxa4s5
item_jxa4s6

Mr. Nobuhiko Naka (NTT DOCOMO) requested to keep item_exa4s6, to have some Japanese vocal items in the test.
Mr. Jon Gibbs commented that the process would end up with modern music with vocal in English only or with a rather strange mix with no vocals, which would not be representative of modern music. 
Conclusion:
No claims are left on classical music after the withdrawal of Huawei items (item_bxa3s[1-6]).

The claims of cultural mismatch were reviewed for the a1 category. It was agreed to remove the following items for all PCs in the a1 category:

item_bxa1s1

item_bxa1s2

item_bxa1s3

item_bxa1s4

item_dxa1s3

item_exa1s4

item_gxa1s5

item_gxa1s1
The claims of cultural mismatch were reviewed for the a4 category; no solution was found for this category and the decision was postponed to SA4#71.
5 Qualification test plan matters
Mr. Nobuhiko Naka presented TD AHEVS-236 EVS Permanent Document EVS-8a: Test plans for qualification phase including host lab specification, v.1.0.6, from Editor (NTT DOCOMO) 

Corrections appear in revisions marks: name of codec G.718/NB, table 42, annex E (caption changed and schedule), annex H, annex J (according to information from Dynastat). It was noted that the caption of E.2 is wrong, and the CuT submission deadline is already in Table E.1.
Comments / questions: 
Mr. Stefan Doehla (Fraunhofer) noted that Section 4.7 refers to a spreadsheet in Annex B, and he asked why the attachment is not part of this document. The EVS-8a Editor clarified that the attachment would be provided in the next version.

Mr. Stefan Doehla (Fraunhofer) asked about the GAL spreadsheet to verify how the analysis is conducted. Mr. Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) clarified that each PC was sent an individual Excel file that includes their data delivery and their randomizations and that files in test plan are only examples; as for the GAL analysis, he explained that the GAL has never agreed even to do the analysis in Excel, and he stated that the GAL will not provide a worksheet to PCs. He further explained that he had not setup yet all programs but he would do his own Fortran programs which will not be provided.
Mr. Stefan Doehla (Fraunhofer) stated that based on the Fraunhofer tests, Fraunhofer would like to perform a pre-GAL. Mr. Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) referred to the EVS-8a test plan, which specified t-tests with dependent groups.  Mr. Stefan Doehla (Fraunhofer) stated that in prior exercises (e.g. ITU-T) there was an attachment describing how the ToRs are done. Mr. Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) recalled that Dynastat is doing the GAL for free and he never provided any spreadsheet in the past; he stated that the test plan is not part of the contract between Dynastat and ETSI.

Mr. Jon Gibbs (Motorola) suggested providing only an outline of what t tests would be. Mr. Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) proposed to describe the method for dependent and independent group t tests. The EVS SWG Chairman suggested providing such a description for SA4#71. Mr. Stefan Doehla (Fraunhofer) welcomed this proposal so as to have a common understanding on how ToRs are calculated.
Mr. Stephane Ragot (ORANGE) commented on the time schedule in Table E.2 based on the feedback from the France Telecom test lab. He pointed out dates that seemed to be wrong:
	PC & HL
	COMPLETION CuT WB XCheck
	1/9/2013

	HL to PC
	COMPLETION WB Data Deliveries
	1/9/2013


The EVS-8a Editor clarified that WB should be SWB.
Mr. Stéphane Ragot (ORANGE) asked to clarify the line on NB data deliveries (scheduled for Nov. 26) when NB testing starts on Dec. 5:

	HL to PC
	START NB Data Deliveries
	11/26/2012


The EVS-8a Editor clarified that some time is allowed for crosschecking but the test can start earlier: as soon as the crosscheck is completed, the test can start. He suggested deleting some lines. Mr. Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) agreed that there does not need to have a date for NB, WB, testing, and that LLs can start after completion of crosschecking.
Conclusion:

TD AHEVS-236 was revised to AHEVS-243.
TD AHEVS-243 EVS Permanent Document EVS-8a: Test plans for qualification phase including host lab specification, v.1.0.7, from Editor (NTT DOCOMO) was agreed without presentation.
6 Qualification processing plan matters

See A.I. 4.1.
7 Other business
7.1 Next conference call

No further conference call was planned until SA4#71.
The SA4 Secretary indicated that he would copy the latest version of P-docs (AHEVS-239 and AHEVS-243) in the public EVS P-doc folder.

8 Close of the call: Oct. 29, 15:40 CET

The EVS SWG chairman closed the meeting. 
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