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Executive Summary
The EVS SWG conference call #30 took place on September 11, 2013, 14:00 CEST for 2 hours with a bridge provided by Ericsson. There were 26 participants and 13 documents (including the agenda and two postponed documents). Ten documents were covered; three were noted without presentation (left to be resubmitted to SA4#75).
The main outcome of this teleconference is summarized below:
· An update of EVS-6b (selection deliverables) in TD AHEVS-284 was agreed.
· A draft version of the NDA needed for selection testing was presented; it was noted that a decision needs to be made regarding the CL, and the NDA would be then distributed to legal contact points to get their review.
· Several documents related to the selection test plan were discussed. The EVS-8b Editor was tasked to include text proposal in brackets in Annex of EVS-8b (with some correction and/or Editor’s note).

· The role and tasks of the crosscheck lab were discussed; several issues were raised (e.g. blinding, cost), this topic was left to be discussed again in SA4#75. 
1 Opening of the session: September 11, 14:01 CEST
The EVS SWG Chairman, Stefan Bruhn (Ericsson), opened the EVS SWG teleconference call; he invited to use the hand-raising tool (http://tohru.trace.wisc.edu/). Minutes were taken by the EVS SWG Secretary, Stéphane Ragot (ORANGE).
2 Approval of the agenda and registration/allocation of documents
The EVS SWG Chairman presented the agenda in AHEVS-280R1 and he asked if there were comments on the agenda or the Tdoc allocation (see Annex A of the present report providing the R2 version).  There was no comment and the agenda in AHEVS-280R1 was agreed with the Tdoc allocation.  The meeting went into the order of A.I.’s.
3 Agreement of EVS conference call #29 report

Mr. Stéphane Ragot presented TD AHEVS-281 Draft report from SA4 EVS SWG Teleconference #29 (29th August 2013), from EVS SWG Secretary (ORANGE SA)

Comments / questions:

The EVS SWG Secretary noted that the title in TD AHEVS-281 was misspelled, with teleconference #28 instead of teleconference #29; he suggested correcting this typo when submitting the report to SA4 plenary.
Conclusion:

TD AHEVS-281 was agreed. 
4 Selection phase matters
4.1 Selection Rules (EVS-5b)
No Tdoc in this A.I.
4.2 Selection Deliverables (EVS-6b)
Mr. Imre Varga presented TD AHEVS-284 EVS-6b: Selection Deliverables, Version 0.5, from Editor
This document is an update of EVS-6b, implementing the outcome of the EVS SWG conference call#29 as agreed in the report AHEVS-281.
Comments / questions:

Mr. Noboru Harada (NTT) commented that the editor’s note mentions only the non IO part, and he asked if something could be added for the IO modes.
Mr. Imre Varga (Qualcomm) clarified that he just implemented the decision made at EVS SWG conference call#29; he recalled that the non IO modes are agreed and IO modes still needs discussion, and he explained that this contribution does not address how to formulate text for IO modes.
Mr. Noboru Harada (NTT) asked if it is possible to modify the text because some discussion took place for IO mode cases.
Mr. Imre Varga (Qualcomm) referred to the decision reported in AHEVS-281.
The EVS SWG Chairman noted that some agreed text is in brackets and the removal of brackets is only acceptable if there is also an agreement for AMR-WB IO modes; he clarified that the text should be read with this context in mind. He invited the group to find a suitable modification to cover AMR-WB IO or to find different table for AMR-WB IO modes.

The EVS SWG Chairman asked if the group was in agreement to use this updated version of EVS-6b. Answer: yes.
Mr. Stefan Doehla (Fraunhofer) asked to clarify whether the change was limited to the Editor’s note (which covers something covered in the report AHEVS-281) which was confirmed. Mr. Imre Varga (Qualcomm) clarified that the note will disappear when the group will have the final Annex A of EVS-6b.

Mr. Stefan Doehla (Fraunhofer) asked what the Editor’s note added on top of the report in  AHEVS-281. It was clarified that this note reflects a decision made in the EVS SWG teleconference#29.

The EVS SWG Chairman commented that the Editor’s note reflects an agreement knowing that there are certain things to solve to be able to remove brackets; he asked again if AHEVS-284 can be used for edits. Answer: no comment, agreed.
Conclusion:

TD AHEVS-284 was agreed. 
Mr. Jon Gibbs presented TD AHEVS-286 Selection Confidentiality Agreement Update and Open Issues, from HuaWei Technologies Co. Ltd.
This document provides an update to the Confidentiality Agreement (CA) based upon input to the Coordinator. It is proposed that the expiry date should be set at last day of December 2014 and that a Crosscheck Lab should be used for Selection.
The number of paper copies needs to be confirmed.
Comments / questions:

The EVS SWG Chairman noted that this proposal assumes a crosscheck lab (CL).
Mr. Jon Gibbs (Huawei) clarified, that if there is no CL, the yellow highlighted text and definition of CL need to be deleted.

Mr. Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) requested to add the role of GAL to Dynastat (in the table of contact points).
The EVS SWG Chairman noticed also that there are some legal contact points open and he asked the related companies whether there would not use legal points.
Mr. Noboru Harada (NTT) stated that the contact points are useful information for those who have to take care of NDA but making this information public in a 3GPP contribution is not necessary; he preferred to keep this information among the listed companies. Mr. Jon Gibbs (Huawei) clarified that he would not send the NDA again with the legal contact points. Mr. Noboru: really appreciate to collect all information to finalize NDA drafs but I have not noticed this information to become public, skeleton is fine, if too detailed I’m a bit unconfortable to have those legal contacts, perhaps it would be nice if only technical contacts

The EVS SWG Chairman suggested Mr. Jon Gibbs (Huawei) to maintain the list of technical contacts in private, to avoid seeing again this information over the 3GPP reflector. He reminded all participants to provide legal contact names to Mr. Jon Gibbs (Huawei), if necessary. He emphasized the need to conclude on the need for a CL, and noted that once this decision is made the NDA would be distributed to legal contact points to get their review.
Conclusion:
A decision needs to be made regarding the CL, and the NDA would be then distributed to legal contact points to get their review.
TD AHEVS-286 was noted. 
4.3 Selection Test Plan (EVS-8b)
At EVS SWG teleconference#29, TD AHEVS-273 Revised proposal for allocation of Experiments and Languages for the Subjective Tests in the EVS Selection Phase - EVS-8b, from Dynastat, Mesaqin.com, Delta Sense Labs was not discussed by lack of time, and it was postponed.
Mr. Ira Panzer presented TD AHEVS-273 Revised proposal for allocation of Experiments and Languages for the Subjective Tests in the EVS Selection Phase - EVS-8b, from Dynastat, Mesaqin.com, Delta Sense Labs
The three Listening Labs identified to participate in the 3GPP EVS Selection Phase have developed a draft allocation of Experiments and Languages within Experiments to Listening Labs. Attached to this document is an Excel file containing version 2 of the proposed allocation.
Comments / questions:

Mr. Craig Greer (Samsung) asked to summarize the status of testing in Korean language.
Mr. Ira Panzer (Dynastat) clarified that there is still possibility for listeners, but there is no positive response on other aspects, and Dynastat cannot commit to do any testing in Korean.
Mr. Markus Schnell (Fraunhofer) commented on the distribution of languages with 19 experiments in NAE, and he asked how sets of speech samples will be used and whether the same speech corpus would be tested 19 times. Mr. Ira Panzer (Dynastat) stated that this issue is to be addressed when getting to other discussion on source material and it depends on other labs. The EVS SWG Chairman noted that this issue and other aspects (testing different bandwidth, noise…) is up to experts in SQ. Mr. Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) stated that Dynastat is not restricting the use of database, but will not use 19 databases.
Mr. Stéphane Ragot (ORANGE) commented on the list of languages in the top right table in the attached Excel sheet, he stated that it would be nice to have more variety of languages and in particular to include for instance one Slavic language; he explained that Orange has operation for instance in Slovakia and Poland, and he welcomed adding a language such a Polish or another Slavic language.
Mr. Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) stated that Dynastat has no capability for Slavic languages. He stated that the number of languages covered so far is broader than in any other standards testing procedure project that he could recall, and if more languages are needed, this needs to be addressed. Mr. Jan Holub (Mesaqin.com) supported Dynastat’s view; he explained that Mesaqin.com can offer Slavic languages, like Polish or Russian, and this was discussed between labs; he recalled that, when P.OLQA was designed, Czech language was used, and results were the same as for English results, therefore if the 3GPP SA4 group would not insist, the split of languages was ok from his point of view.
The EVS SWG Chairman noted that TD AHEVS-273 is for discussion, and it is a living document. He stated that this document should get stable asap, even if it is still possible to replace one language by another, and he invited to think about it further. He suggested to discuss with listening labs if there are specific requests. He stated that the list of languages needs to be accepted and supported Dynastat’s comment on the number of languages.
Conclusion:

TD AHEVS-273 was noted. 
At EVS SWG teleconference#29, TD AHEVS-274 Draft Annex D, Host Lab Responsibilities, for the EVS Selection Test Plan - EVS-8b, from Dynastat was not discussed by lack of time, and it was postponed.
Mr. Ira Panzer presented TD AHEVS-274 Draft Annex D, Host Lab Responsibilities, for the EVS Selection Test Plan - EVS-8b, from Dynastat
A text is proposed for Annex D of the EVS Selection Phase Test Plan (EVS-8b). In particular it is proposed to conduct crosschecking activities with preliminary executables, with PCs using a common corpus to identify potential problems. It is emphasized that a critical decision needs to be made for the CL.
Comments / questions:

Mr. Jon Gibbs (Huawei) asked if it is proposed to include the proposed text as an annex of EVS-8b. The EVS SWG Chairman suggested to allow time until SA4#75 and to include the text in brackets in EVS-8b.
Mr. Nobuhiko Naka (NTT DOCOMO) welcomed the inclusion of this document as it is in EVS-8b, except the number of experiemnts; he stated that this number it should be ‘[30-33]’ and he proposed to correct this when editing the EVS-8b P-doc. The EVS SWG Chairman invited the EVS-8b Editor to do so for the SA4#75 meeting. Mr. Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) supported including the entire section, and he also emphasized the open issue of CL that would be in brackets.
Mr. Stefan Doehla (Fraunhofer) noticed that the scripts are done by SA4, and he asked how other tasks would be done. Mr. Jon Gibbs (Huawei) stated that the provision or validation of executables is done by codec proponents themselves, the test material is then validated by LLs. The EVS SWG Chairman added that reference executables are related to processing scripts, and the host lab can be provided with the processing scripts and pointers to reference executables in an Annex of EVS-7b. Mr. Stéphane Ragot (ORANGE) stated that the first two bullet points in ‘D.2 Excluded tasks’ are similar to what was done in qualification, while the last bullet point is under definition; he emphasized that the validation of testing material is not only for LLs, because it will be possible to listen to preliminary samples. The EVS SWG Chairman invited to think further about the noisy speech material.
Mr. Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) stated that the proposed Annex will be in brackets in EVS-8b, and in SA4#75 the group can note what entity will be responsible for the listed excluded tasks. 

Conclusion:
The EVS-8b Editor was tasked to put the content of this document in EVS-8b with a correction of the number of experiments. The proposed list of excluded tasks was left for further clarification of which entity would cover the excluded Host Lab tasks listed at the end of TD AHEVS-274.
TD AHEVS-274 was noted. 
At EVS SWG teleconference#29, TD AHEVS-275 Draft Annex F, milestone schedule, for the EVS Selection Test Plan - EVS-8b, from Dynastat, Mesaqin.com, Delta Sense Labs was not discussed by lack of time, and it was postponed.
Mr. Alan Sharpley presented TD AHEVS-275 Draft Annex F, milestone schedule, for the EVS Selection Test Plan - EVS-8b, from Dynastat, Mesaqin.com, Delta Sense Labs
A text is proposed for Annex F of the EVS Selection Phase Test Plan (EVS-8b). Some date are proposed for milestones; the dates in red are proposed to be changed (in particular Nov. 11 instead of Nov. 18) based on discussions with other LLs and time needed to complete listening time.
Comments / questions:

Mr. Nobuhiko Naka (NTT DOCOMO) invited to check the schedule from SA plenary as reported by the SA4 Chairman, where the schedule of Rel-12 is unchanged.
Mr. Noboru Harada (NTT) noted that crosschecking would be done using preliminary executables; he asked if the listening material provided by LLs would be crosschecked. He noted that PCs would have a chance to look at preliminary material, but he wondered how to make sure that all material is suitable as for instance mixed content and music may have complicated requirements and sentence pairs may need to be checked.
Mr. Ira Panzer (Dynastat) suggested to work as in qualification, where there was common material whic will be used again. He stated to carry it forward from qualification, and recalled that role of preliminary samples that LLs might provide to crosscheck the test material.
Mr. Noboru Harada (NTT) asked if material in a LL will be crosschecked by anybody or whether it would be up to each LL to make it sure the material is ok. Mr. Ira Panzer (Dynastat) stated that the only thing that with PCs can crosscheck is the set of preliminaries, and none of PCs will see the LL material.

Mr. Noboru Harada (NTT) preferred to have some sort of crosscheck among LLs or with the HL. He suggested to verify for instance the recording levels or noise levels.
Mr. Schuyler Quackenbush (ARL) recalled that it was suggested to collect preliminaries. He added that checking levels and noise floors may be useful but the sample for the same speakers will be received to understand issues about talkers. He asked to clarify whether the crosscheck would be just to hear the nature and quality of spoken items or about  level and noise floor.
Mr. Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) understood that NTT is requested what is excluded in D.2 (see excluded tasks for HL in TD AHEVS-274), regarding the selection and validation of speech, mixed content, music or noise material. He stated that for each database, all PCs will have one preliminary sample from each talker or category of mixed content/music, and this will give an indication of the quality of recordings, and he did not believe this is a host lab activity.
The EVS SWG Chairman stated that the group is relying on capability of LLs to provide suitable listening material and he wondered whether it is necessary to check the used material. Mr. Jon Gibbs (Huawei) also preferred to trust competence of LLs, to specify things in test plans, to rely on the professionalism of LLs. Mr. Stéphane Ragot (ORANGE) supported these comments, he suggested to invite volunteers to develop objective scripts so that LLs can simply report objective results in their LL reports.
Mr. Noboru Harada (NTT) expressed concerns in case the input source would not be crosschecked, as there would be no way to recognize if there were mistakes in first place; he stated that mixed content can still have potential issues because of a human error.
The EVS SWG Chairman commented that LLs could provide some laptop demos in an SA4 meeting after codec submission so that one could informally listen to the material. Mr. Noboru Harada (NTT) preferred if the LL or HL or CL could go through the material for safe guard.
The EVS SWG Chairman noted that labs are likely to use established material, and not to record new ones, he concluded that the risk that this material would be improper would be low. He commented that it is a big task for a single group to have the expertise to validate the database in 10 different languages.
Mr. Stéphane Ragot (ORANGE) stated preliminary samples are useful to detect accents; he stated that recording noise or other objective parameters can be reported by LLs if related scripts are provided. He invited inputs to clarify the request on mixed content construction.
Mr. Schuyler Quackenbush (ARL) remind that in AHEVS-275, the deadline for submission of final executable is modified to Nov. 11, and the point of this contribution is that submission can happen earlier, which is the key point of this document. The SA4 Secretary explained that ETSI is closed on Nov. 11 and he would then be at a GERAN meeting in Asia, which would make it difficult to address possible interruptions.

The EVS SWG Chairman suggested to include the proposal in brackets in Annex F of EVS-8b selection test plan in brackets, and to allow to think about it or to adjust dates. Mr. Craig Greer (Samsung) stated that EVS-2 is the overall schedule, and there was a more detailed schedule from Dynastat, then this third schedule; he asked how these schedules  are kept in sync in different documents.
Mr. Nobuhiko Naka (NTT DOCOMO) recalled that in qualification there was the main schedule, and also a detailed test schedule; he preferred to keep the current shape of EVS-8b, putting only major milestones in the main part and adding the detailed schedule in attachment.

Mr. Markus Schnell (Fraunhofer) preferred to include all milestones that are really needed, he noted that objective scripts are missing to make sure that CuTs really meet what is expected. He was not sure about Oct. 14 date for completion of scripts. He noted that no experiment is ready yet and after SA4#75 only 10 days would be left to develop 30 or 32 experiments, which is not realistic.
It was suggested to insert the proposed table in brackets in EVS-8b with an Editor’s note. Mr. Nobuhiko Naka (NTT DOCOMO) stated that the key milestones should be in EVS-2 and other milestones should be in test plan, he noted that he would include the proposed table in EVS-8b. The EVS SWG Chairman suggested to add an Editor’s note stating that milestones are subject to change. Mr. Markus Schnell (Fraunhofer) stated that none of these dates are agreed and he had concerns if these dates.
The SA4 Secretary reminded that essential documents need to be approved before contracting labs.

Conclusion:
The EVS-8b Editor was tasked to include the proposed table in brackets, with an Editor’s note stating that milestones are subject to change.
TD AHEVS-275 was noted. 
TD AHEVS-277 Proposed Task Definition of Cross-check Laboratory, from NTT DOCOMO, INC., NTT was not discussed by lack of time, and it was postponed.
Mr. Nobuhiko Naka (NTT DOCOMO) explained that TD AHEVS-283 covers the same aspects as TD AHEVS-277. He stated that NTT DOCOMO and NTT believe that having a CL is beneficial for selection, which is the reason for submitting TD AHEVS-277. He suggested not discussing  TD AHEVS-277.
TD AHEVS-277 Proposed Task Definition of Cross-check Laboratory, from NTT DOCOMO, INC., NTT was noted without presentation. 
Mr. Schyuler Quackenbush presented TD AHEVS-282 DELTA SenseLab Listening Lab Information, from DELTA SenseLab, Audio Research Labs
This document is to answer questions about the acoustic testing environment.

Comments / questions:

None.
Conclusion:

TD AHEVS-282 was noted. 
Mr. Schyuler Quackenbush presented TD AHEVS-283 EVS Selection Test Cross-Check Lab Tasks, from Audio Research Labs, Mesaqin.com 
The document addresses CL resources, restrictions, tasks. Mesaqin.com would support assigning ARL if it is decided that there should be a CL.

Comments / questions:

Mr. Stefan Doehla (Fraunhofer) asked what else is needed on top of the CL candidate.
The EVS SWG Chairman noted that it is important to have an understanding of the CL task; he recalled that the funding is an open point. He commented that, if the CL would apply the same processing scripts as the HL, the crosscheck would be limited; he asked if the CL may use different processing scripts that may behave differently, or the crosscheck lab may verify the material (e.g. no issue with clipping).
Mr. Stéphane Ragot (ORANGE) stated that according the figure in TD AHEVS-283 the CL will not verify the assignment of PC designators, and he asked to confirm whether the blinding is not known to the CL.
Mr. Jon Gibbs (Huawei) stated that the CL will add value if it can take assumptions from the starting point, with blinding keys from ETSI going in some form to the CL. He added that the LL material needs to go to the CL, with independent assumptions, though scripts are verified.  He emphasized the important to make sure that duplication of steps is verified, including the blinding and the distribution of material. Mr. Markus Schnell (Fraunhofer) has the same opinion, he stated that only scripts are the same, which does not mean that the outcome is the same, as the random seeds, input material, blinding, etc. can go wrong. He saw a benefit in having a CL, and noted that a second implementation of processing scripts can be used while the CL needs the same inputs as the host lab.
Mr. Stéphane Ragot (ORANGE) stated that the figure in TD AHEVS-283 may be updated as the CL does not get the same level of information as the HL.
Mr. Harald Pobloth (Ericsson) stated that so far it was assumed that CuTs are in blind for the CL and the CL does not have access to deblinding; he asked if it was proposed to be changed.

Mr. Jon Gibbs (Huawei) assumed that the SA4 Secretary will blind the executables initially and the blinding key would be provided to the HL and CL.
Mr. Markus Schnell (Fraunhofer) wondered whether this blinding was discussed or agreed; he supported that ETSI blinds the executables. The SA4 Secretary noted that in qualification the process was different, he suggested to discuss this in SA4#75.
Conclusion:
The role of the CL will be discussed in SA4#75, comments were invited back to ARL to suggest updates. The EVS SWG Chairman concluded that it may be a bit premature to have this document as a working assumption.

Mr. Schyuler Quackenbush (ARL) stated that he would resubmit this document, possibly with updates.

TD AHEVS-283 was noted. 
The EVS SWG Chairman explained that other documents cannot be postponed to SA4#75. He invited to resubmit them with regular Tdoc numbers. The EVS SWG Secretary clarified that the following documents would be noted without presentation:

TD AHEVS-285 Design of the Music & Mixed Content listening tests, from Dynastat was noted without presentation. 
TD AHEVS-287 Listening Lab Responsibilities on Material Selection for the EVS Selection Testing, from Fraunhofer IIS was noted without presentation. 
TD AHEVS-288 Mapping Music and Mixed Content to P.800 Talkers, from Fraunhofer IIS was noted without presentation. 
It was clarified that those documents were allowed to be resubmitted to SA4#75.

4.4 Selection Processing Plan (EVS-7b)
No Tdoc in this A.I.
5 Other business
The SA4 Secretary stated that ETSI still did not receive the missing paper copy of LoI from Qualcomm, even if the PDF copy was received and the company was invoiced. He also explained that ETSI received the payment from VoiceAge, NTT DOCOMO, Huawei, NOKIA, NTT, Fraunhofer. He added that ZTE is paying 6 different rates, the last one will exceed the Sept. 15 deadline. He also explained that 4 companies did not pay yet (Ericsson, Orange, Samsung, ZTE).
5.1 Next conference call

No further call scheduled.
6 Close of the call: September 11, 16:09 CEST

The EVS SWG chairman closed the meeting. 
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Annex B: List of documents
	Tdoc number
	Title
	Source
	SWG A.I.
	Comment
	SWG Status

	AHEVS-273
	Revised proposal for allocation of Experiments and Languages for the Subjective Tests in the EVS Selection Phase - EVS-8b
	Dynastat, Measqin, Delta Sense Labs
	4.3
	Postponed from conf call #29
	Noted

	AHEVS-274
	Draft Annex D, Host Lab Responsibilities, for the EVS Selection Test Plan - EVS-8b
	Dynastat
	4.3
	Postponed from conf call #29
	Noted

	AHEVS-275
	Draft Annex F, milestone schedule, for the EVS Selection Test Plan - EVS-8b
	Dynastat, Measqin, Delta Sense Labs
	4.3
	Postponed from conf call #29
	Noted

	AHEVS-277
	Proposed Task Definition of Cross-check Laboratory
	NTT DOCOMO, INC., NTT
	4.3
	Postponed from conf call #29
	Noted (without presentation)

	AHEVS-280
	Proposed Agenda for EVS SWG Conference Call#30, 11 September 2013
	SA4 EVS SWG Chairman
	2
	
	Agreed

	AHEVS-281
	EVS conference call #29 report
	SA4 EVS SWG Secretary
	3
	
	Agreed

	AHEVS-282
	DELTA SenseLab Listening Lab Information
	Delta Sense Labs
	4.3
	
	Noted

	AHEVS-283
	EVS Selection Test Cross-Check Lab Tasks
	Delta Sense Labs
	4.3
	
	Noted

	AHEVS-284
	EVS-6b: Selection Deliverables, Version 0.5
	Editor 


	4.2
	
	Agreed

	AHEVS-285
	Design of the Music & Mixed Content listening tests
	Dynastat
	4.3
	
	Noted (without presentation)

	AHEVS-286
	Selection Confidentiality Agreement Update and Open Issues
	Huawei Technologies Co. Ltd
	4.2
	
	Noted

	AHEVS-287
	Listening Lab Responsibilities on Material Selection for the EVS Selection Testing
	Fraunhofer IIS
	4.3
	
	Noted (without presentation)

	AHEVS-288
	Mapping Music and Mixed Content to P.800 Talkers

	Fraunhofer IIS
	4.3
	
	Noted (without presentation)
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