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Executive Summary
The EVS SWG conference call #36 took place on July 23, 2014, 14:00 CET for 2 hours with a GoToMeeting session provided by Fraunhofer IIS. There were 23 participants and 6 input documents (including the agenda). All documents were covered.
The outcome of this conference call is summarized below:
· On selection:

· The EVS-7c Editor was tasked to include selection scripts in the selection processing plan. Dynastat provided a status report of functions (HL, LL, GAL) performed by Dynastat in selection.

· On verification:

· The status of the verification NDA (software licence agreement) was reviewed.
· On characterization:

· The draft characterization test plan (EVS-8c) was reviewed.
· An initial version of the characterization processing plan (EVS-7c) was agreed.

· ETSI invited to conclude on labs to be involved in characterization and the use of the extra characterization budget in SA4#80, for ETSI to work on contracts.
· It was noted that the legal framework for characterization could simply rely on 2-party NDA between LLs and HL/CL entities (among EVS PCs).
1 Opening of the session: July 23, 14:00 CEST
The EVS SWG Chairman, Mr. 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, Mr. Stéphane Ragot (Orange).
2 Approval of the agenda and registration/allocation of documents
The EVS SWG Chairman presented the agenda in AHEVS-315R1 (see Annex A of the present report). The agenda in AHEVS-315R1 was agreed.
3 Agreement of EVS SWG Conference Call#35 report 

Mr. Stéphane Ragot presented TD AHEVS-316 Draft report from SA4 EVS SWG Teleconference #35 (17th June 2014), from EVS SWG Secretary  (Orange)
Comments / questions:

None.
Conclusion:

TD AHEVS-316 was agreed. 
4 Characterization phase matters

4.1 Schedule

No Tdoc in this A.I.
4.2 Test plan
Mr. S. Craig Greer presented TD AHEVS-318 Proposals for the EVS Characterization Phase Test Plan, from Editor (Samsung)
This document was shared and edited online.

Comments / questions:

Mr. S. Craig Greer (Samsung) noted that the working assumption is to have 22 tests in characterization. He emphasized several open points such as channel-aware conditions, inputs needed on VoLTE profiles, test methodology (e.g. DCR) for fullband (FB).  

Mr. Imre Varga (Qualcomm) asked to postpone the discussion on channel-aware conditions until SA4#80, as Qualcomm was to submit a contribution on this topic for the next SA4 meeting.

Mr. Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) explained that different methods were for FB, including DCR, and he stated that in the EVS SWG teleconference #35 it was agreed to use P.800 as much as possible, which motivates DCR for FB. He added that there was extra budget for characterization and listening labs proposed that to be used for anything involving expert listeners. Mr. Paolo Usai (ETSI) suggested to have this discussion in the SQ SWG. The EVS SWG Secretary clarified that there was no decision on methodologies for characterization in teleconference # 35. The EVS SWG Chairman noted that the group got the information that ACR and DCR and BS.1285 using non-expert subjects would not change anything on the cost estimate while expert listening would impact the cost, which is an indication to go to ACR, DCR or BS.1285 exclusively; he highlighted that the EVS SWG has to know how many conditions can be tested in each test and he stated that this discussion would be kept for the SQ SWG.
The characterization tests were then reviewed individually with Mr. S. Craig Greer acting as a moderator:
· Experiment M.1: 
Mr. Stefan Doehla (Fraunhofer) asked what MNRUs would be used for this mixed bandwidth test.
Mr. Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) stated that previous multiple bandwidth tests suggest that multiple bandwidths for MNRUS are not required, and one can use the highest bandwidth MNRUs. Mr. Paolo Usai (ETSI) emphasized that MNRUs have to spread categories, and he had doubts that using only SWB MNRUs can cover the whole range.
Mr. Stéphane Ragot (Orange) requested to cover more bit rates of EVS, even if it comes at the price of testing less reference conditions.

The EVS SWG Chairman noted that EVS-WB @ 7.2 is missing although it would be good to compare this condition to EVS-NB @ 7.2.
· Experiment M.2:
Mr. S. Craig Greer (Samsung) wondered whether the experiment be similar to speech M.1.
Mr. Stéphane Ragot (Orange) noted that one could almost get a full coverage of EVS and he suggested to remove some reference conditions.

· Experiment F.1: 

Mr. S. Craig Greer (Samsung) stated that the working assumption is to use DCR, he referred to EVS-3 which defines requirements in terms of comparison to SWB. He also explained that FB would be tested only in mixed content and music, where most benefits from FB are expected.
· Experiment N.1: 
Mr. S. Craig Greer (Samsung) explained that rate switching was deffered to characterization, and JBM are also included as there was no room left for selection. He also noted that tandeming conditions are newly defined points. He emphasized that references are needed for transcoding and filter masks are to be defined. The EVS SWG Chairman suggested adding NB conditions using a single codec as reference conditins for tandeming.

Mr. Stéphane Ragot (Orange) referred to EVS-3 where AMR in self-tandem is defined as a requirement for EVS-NB self-tandeming.

· Experiment N.2:
Mr. S. Craig Greer (Samsung) explained that rate switching is included, for 0, 3, 6% FER, as this was not tested in selection.
· Experiment N.3:

Mr. S. Craig Greer (Samsung) explained that again rate switching is included, for 0, 3, 6% FER, with DTX on.

Mr. Stéphane Ragot (Orange) asked if NB JBM conditions were considered as this was postponed to characterization. Mr. Nobuhiko Naka (NTT DOCOMO) clarified that some delay/loss profiles were included in selection but not all.
· Experiment W.1:
Mr. S. Craig Greer (Samsung) explained that this experiment is work in progress, especially for the inclusion of channel-aware modes. He added that 3% FER EVS will be compared to 10% FER channel-aware, and further error rates are expected to further characterize channel-aware modes

The EVS SWG Chairman asked in what experiments tandem conditions are defined. Mr. S. Craig Greer (Samsung) clarified that tandeming is mostly considered in NB and some rate switching conditions could be removed if some tandeming conditions can be identified. The EVS SWG Chairman recommended having more tandeming cases in WB and he stated that rate switching would not happen so frequently. Mr. Stéphane Ragot (Orange) supported this view and he requested to include transcoding conditions for scenarios like conferencing or cases where codecs cannot be renegotiated end to end.
· Experiment W.2:

Mr. S. Craig Greer (Samsung) explained that rate switching is covered, and a new condition is rate switching between IO and non IO modes.
· Experiment W.3:

Mr. S. Craig Greer (Samsung) explained that this experiment is mostly devoted to case C at 0, 3, 6% FER and also rate switching between IO and non IO.
Mr. Stéphane Ragot (Orange) noted that there may be too many FER conditions, and he suggested considering a comparison between IO cases A, B, C at 12. 65 kbit/s for instance.
· Experiment W.4:

Mr. S. Craig Greer (Samsung) explained that this experiment covers rate switching and switching between IO and no IO.
· SWB experiments:

Mr. S. Craig Greer (Samsung) briefly explained that more tandeming conditions could be considered (in S.1), channel-aware conditions are to be defined (in S.3), and more JBM profiles could be tested.
· Other aspects in the characterization test plan:

Mr. S. Craig Greer (Samsung) invited labs to check lab tasks in annexes.
Annexes of the text document were not presented and offline reviews of the main body and annexes of the draft characterization test plan were invited.
Conclusion:

TD AHEVS-318 was noted. 

The EVS-8c Editor committed to provide an update of the characterization test plan for SA4#80.

4.3 Processing plan
Mr. Stefan Doehla presented TD AHEVS-319 EVS Permanent Document EVS-7c: Processing functions for characterization phase, from Editor (FhG)
This document is just an initial version and the complete text is in brackets.
Comments / questions:

The EVS SWG Chairman asked if it can be minuted that this document contains unagreed text and this document is agreed as the initial version of EVS-7c for editing. Answer: yes.
Conclusion:

TD AHEVS-319 (containing unagreed text, in brackets) was agreed as the initial version of EVS-7c.
4.4 Legal aspects of verification/characterization phase
Mr. Jon Gibbs (Huawei) explained that he had been asking one company to review the latest version of the software licence agreement, which was agreed by 12 parties and by Intel and Head Acoustics, without success. He stated that he had no response from them and emphasized that time is running short. He asked if it could be agreeable for him to send out the verification agreement validated by the 14 parties as he was concerned that it might take too long to get the signatures collected if he waited longer. Mr. Imre Varga (Qualcomm) supported this approach, and he stated that the unresponsive company has not indicated firm interest in the verification phase and they may not perform any verification tasks, therefore he supported to go ahead with the current verification agreement.
The EVS SWG Chairman asked what would happen if one company comes and requests some updates to the software licence agreement and if it is possible to make changes particularly for this company. Mr. Jon Gibbs (Huawei) stated that such changes would be required on case by case.

Mr. S. Craig Greer (Samsung) asked if there was an agreed deadline to come back with proposed changes. The EVS SWG Chairman stated that in any case verification is a voluntary task, and the EVS SWG may just hope for volunteers and cannot request too much.

5 Other business
The EVS SWG Chairman asked it the signing of contracts with labs is assumed after SA4 approval of codec.
Mr. Paolo Usai (ETSI) clarified that ETSI started a skeleton for characterization contracts. He insisted that no contract can be signed until the final approval of the EVS codec from SA, which means actual formal listening after SA. He commented that the EVS SWG needs to have something ready (in terms of test plans, contracts, etc.) so that work can start immediately after SA approval.

It was clarified that HL and CL in characterization will be done by PCs for free. Mr. S. Craig Greer (Samsung) noted that labs proposed a schedule in the EVS SWG teleconference #35, which will have to be modified in SA4#80. He also explained that Samsung cannot perform the CL task.

Mr. Markus Schnell (Fraunhofer) explained that Fraunhofer cannot perform the HL task in characterization.

The EVS SWG Chairman explained that an NDA between LL and HL/CL entity would be suitable to allow the HL to get material to give it back to LLs. He stated that it would be nice if labs could make up their mind on how such NDA would look like or if they prefer their own NDA template to negotiate with HL/CL entity (or entities).

Mr. Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) clarified that Dynastat provided to Mr. Jon Gibbs (Huawei) their 2-party NDA template. Mr. Nick Zacharov (Delta SenseLab) stated that Delta SenseLab sampled out a 2-party NDA. Mr. Jan Holub (Mesaqin) confirmed that they agreed with this 2-party NDA approach, delivered their standard (Czech-law based) NDA draft but can also accept another NDA if it is easier acceptable by the other party.
Mr. Paolo Usai (ETSI) stated that there are currently 22 experiments for characterization and there is also an extra budget around 66 k€, he added that ETSI would prefer to possibly identify new labs to prepare the set of contracts to be finalized. He emphasized that he did not hear so far anything to add labs or experiments in addition to the 22 characterization tests. The EVS SWG Chairman asked when such decision had to be made. Mr. Paolo Usai (ETSI) stated that the decision on labs and the use of the extra budget should be made in SA4#80, as ETSI needs to work on contracts.
5.1 Urgent selection phase matters
TD AHEVS-314 Host Lab Processing Scripts for the EVS Selection Phase, from Dynastat, Inc. was noted without presentation. 
The EVS SWG Chairman stated that the purpose of this document was to show that scripts are available. He adde that these scripts have been used for selection processing and that processing has been completed. He concluded that the EVS SWG can note that processing scripts were provided and they were apparently working properly.

Mr. Markus Schnell (Fraunhofer) commented that the next step is to add to scripts to the latest version of EVS-7b to preserve these scripts. Mr. Nobuhiko Naka (NTT DOCOMO) stated that processing scripts worked fine, and he asked the CL to comment on the crosschecking of scripts.

Mr. Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) clarified this document was requested in SA4#79 and he emphasized that no presentation of this docuent is required in that group. 
The EVS SWG Chairman concluded that selection scripts will be attached to EVS-7c. It was clarified that the EVS-7c Editor would have to take the action to include scripts in the selection processing plan.

Mr. Alan Sharpley presented TD AHEVS-317 Status report for the functions performed by Dynastat in the EVS Selection Test, from Dynastat, Inc.
Comments / questions:

Mr. Markus Schnell (Fraunhofer) stated that he could be the contact point. 
The (informal) delivery of interim test results (up to 50%) to EVS PCs was discussed. Mr. Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) insisted that this would not be a formal presentation before the SA4#80-bis selection meeting to avoid multiple GAL reports. Mr. S. Craig Greer (Samsung) suggested a delivery date at the beginning of the week end before SA4#80.

Conclusion:

TD AHEVS-317 was noted. 

6 Close of the call: July 23, 16:10 CEST

The EVS SWG Chairman thanked delegates and closed the meeting. 
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