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4.1
Executive Summary
The EVS SWG conference call #38 took place on August 25, 2014, 14:00 CET for 2 hours with a bridge/document sharing tool provided by Fraunhofer IIS. There were 30 participants and 6 input documents (including the agenda). All documents were covered.
The following conclusions/decisions were made:

· The incoming LS from RAN1 in TD AHEVS-329 was noted. The reply LS to CT3 in TD AHEVS-329 was agreed.
· The updated characterization test plan was reviewed in details – see discussions and agreements below. In particular, the language/LL allocation in TD AHEVS-326 was agreed (except for an open issue for the actual allocation of Slovakian to Experiment W.3/W.5).
· Orange was assigned as Cross-check Lab (CL) for characterization 
· The updated processing plan in TD AHEVS-327 was discussed, updates to be made for SA4#80-bis were highlighted.
· Companies were invited to check whether IPR declarations submitted for qualification are still valid for selection.
1 Opening of the session: August 25, 14:03 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-324R1 (see R2 in Annex A of the present report). 

The agenda in AHEVS-324R1 was agreed.

3 Agreement of EVS conference call #37 report
Mr. Stéphane Ragot presented TD AHEVS-325 Draft report from SA4 EVS SWG Teleconference #37 (18th August 2014), from SA4 EVS SWG Secretary

Comments / questions:

None.

Conclusion:

TD AHEVS-325 was agreed. 

4 Liaisons with other groups/meetings
Mr. Stefan Bruhn presented TD AHEVS-328 Reply LS on introducing the EVS codec in MTSI, from TSG RAN WG1

Comments / questions:

The EVS SWG chairman noted two things in this reply LS. First, he stated that this document clarified that there are no new TBSs; he noted that the EVS design constraints on bit rates were set with these expectations to reuse the existing optimized TBSs. Second, he invited comments on the reason why the sentence on the various scheduling options was added.

There was no comment.

Conclusion:

The EVS SWG Chairman suggested noting this LS. He stated that in any case this LS will be presented in the SA4#80-bis meeting.
TD AHEVS-328 was noted. 

Ms. Takako Sanda presented TD AHEVS-329 LS Response on Introducing the EVS codec in MTSI, from Panasonic
Comments / questions:

None.
Conclusion:

TD AHEVS-329 was agreed. 

The EVS SWG Chairman stated that this document has to be agreed in SA4#80-bis.

He asked if this document could be the EVS/MTSI/SQ SWG agreed input to the SA4#80-bis. Answer: yes.
5 Characterization phase matters

5.1 Schedule
No Tdoc in this A.I.

It was clarified that an updated schedule for the characterization phase is part of TD AHEVS-326.
5.2 Test plan

Mr. S. Craig Greer presented TD AHEVS-326 Proposals for the EVS Characterization Phase Test Plan, from Samsung Electronics Ltd. Co.
Comments / questions:

The attached spreadsheet was presented and edited online under the moderatorship of Mr. S. Craig Greer (Samsung). Experiments were discussed one by one as summarized below.
· Experiment F.1:

It was confirmed that 5 slots can be reserved for MNRUs.

The proposed grouping of conditions was highlighted and Mr. Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) commented that the EVS/SQ SWG group has agreed to do independent group t tests so grouping does not matter and will not be an issue.

Conditions in F.1 were agreed, however MNRUs were left to be defined later.

· Experiment F.2

Agreed.
· Experiment M.1
Mr. Stéphane Ragot (Orange) proposed to replace AMR 7.95 by AMR 7.4. Later, after discussing Experiment M.2, it was agreed to apply this change for consistency with other mixed band experiments.

This experiment was agreed with AMR 7.95 changed to AMR 7.4.
· Experiment M.2

Mr. Stefan Doehla (Fraunhofer) proposed to remove 7.95 and to add EVS-NB 24.4. Mr. Imre Varga (Qualcomm) requested some time to check this proposal; later during the call, he agreed with this change.
This experiment was agreed with AMR 7.95 removed and EVS-NB 24.4 added.
· Experiment M.3
It was noted that AMR 7.95 could be replaced by AMR 7.4 for consistency with other mixed band experiments. A typo in condition c19 was fixed (EVS-NB 24.4).
Mr. Stefan Doehla (Fraunhofer) asked whether it makes more sense to test EVS-SWB 96 rather than EVS-NB 16.4.

The EVS SWG Chairman asked why EVS-WB 5.9 was not tested. Mr. S. Craig Greer (Samsung) explained that a compromise was to test 5.9VBR only in NB, however he noted that testing EVS-WB 5.9 would be more consistent with Experiment M.1 and M.2. Mr. Stéphane Ragot (Orange) supported being consistent across content types and including 5.9 VBR instead of EVS-SWB 96. Mr. Imre Varga (Qualcomm) requested more time to check this change.

Mr. S. Craig Greer (Samsung) emphasized that MNRUs are still to be defined. Mr. Alan Sharpley (Dynastatà clarified that he would prepare an input for SA4#80-bis on MNRUs based on the GAL report.

Experiment M.3 was left open.
· Experiment S.1
Agreed (MNRUs were left to be defined later).
· Experiment S.2

Agreed
· Experiment S.3
Agreed
· Experiment W.2 
Mr. Stéphane Ragot (Orange) propose to replace DTX off by DTX on for lower rates.

This experiment was agreed with DTX on for conditions c11-c13, c33-c25.

· Experiment W.3

The EVS SWG Chairman noted that apparently there are not enough conditions; he added that this experiment is related to AMR-WB IO and it makes a lot of sense to test against legacy AMR-WB. He asked the reason to include EVS primary modes that are tested in other experiments. He also emphasized that there were already indirect comparison between AMR-WB and EVS-WB in selection tests. He suggested keeping EVS-WB at 13.2 kbit/s.

Mr. Stéphane Ragot (Orange) preferred to avoid going to an ACR54 test.

Mr. Imre Varga (Qualcomm) preferred to have a broad characterization of all the listed WB coders with a direct comparison between these coders. He commented on the focus of this experiment, noting that 15.85 kbit/s is missing, many conditions with 10% FER are included. He did not want to start with removing EVS-WB conditions.

Mr. Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) clarified that going to 54 conditions increases the test duration to 2h, with a maximum limit of 60 conditions for such duration. He highlighted that the test could go to 60 conditions if that helps. He also clarified that cost impact: in the original pricing ACR48 (with 6 talkers) can fit in 1h30 for 10.6k€ and DCR36 (with 6 talkers) can fit in 2h for 13k€; he emphasized that an ACR up to 60 would go into a 2h test with a price difference of 2.4 k€.
Mr. Stéphane Ragot (Orange) stated that ACR48 should still be targeted to follow the initial budget for characterization; he also noted that AMR-WB IO case C should be well characterized and he wondered whether AMR-WB IO case C was properly tested in music and mixed content. Mr. S. Craig Greer (Samsung) referred to Experiment W.4 and noted that AMR-WB IO case C was noted tested there. Mr. Stéphane Ragot (Orange) stated that it would be beneficial to test such conditions in Experiment W.4.

Mr. Imre Varga (Qualcomm) supported going to ACR60 if it can help to get forward. He emphasized that he wanted a broad characterization, noting that more budget would be used for this purpose.

The EVS SWG Chairman noted that ACR60 was a kind offer from labs, he also invited to look at the global picture with Experiment W.4. He also wondered about the relative importance of testing switching between IO and non-IO compared to AMR-WB IO mode C in music and mixed content. Mr. S. Craig Greer (Samsung) noted that conditions could be removed in W.4, which was left open.
Mr. S. Craig Greer (Samsung) stated that Samsung’s view is that the added cost is reasonable to get closure on this experiment. However this Experiment was left open due to divergence of views during this call.
The impact on LLs or HL of keeping Experiment W.3 open until SA4#80-bis was discussed. It was noted that the bottleneck is for the HL to run scripts. Mr. Harald Pobloth (Ericsson) stated that the availability of scripts is the key issue for the HL but postponed the finalization of W.3 to SA4#80-bis would not be a problem for the HL; he emphasized that the HL is assuming a finalization of the EVS-8c test plan in SA4#80-bis. Mr. Markus Schnell (Fraunhofer) and Mr. Stefan Doehla (Fraunhofer), contributing scripts, invited to complete the EVS-8c test plan for SA4#80-bis and noted that the number of conditions does not impact scripts.
The impact on language allocations and number of languages for W.3 or W.5 were also addressed. Mr. S. Craig Greer (Samsung) proposed to test W.5 in 2 languages instead of W.3.  Mr. Stéphane Ragot (Orange) preferred to keep the option to test W.3 in 2 languages to check language dependency. Mr. S. Craig Greer (Samsung) noted that one may have to pay for two ACR60 tests. It was noted that both W.3 and W.5 are clean speech experiments.
Mr. Harald Pobloth (Ericsson) emphasized that language allocation should be finalized by end of the week and exact conditions is just needed to finalized scripts. Mr. Stéphane Ragot (Orange) suggested to keep open the allocation of Slovakian to either W.3 and W.5 which only impacts labeling of databases but does not prevent from finalizing the language allocation; Mr. Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) supported this view and he highlighted that the deadline for labs to deliver databases to HL/CL is Thursday August 28, 2014.  Mr. Jan Holub (Mesaqin.com) clarified that Mesaqin.com can provide the naming of files after getting confirmation of the actual experiment allocation for W.3 or W.5.
The issue of conditions in Experiment W.3 was postponed.

· Experiment W.4

See comments for Experiment W.3. Experiment W.4 was kept open.

· Experiment W.5

Mr. Stéphane Ragot (Orange) proposed to consider DTX on, to add EVS without tandem, and to replace some rate switching conditions with 3% FER. Experiment W.5 was agreed with online changes reflecting this proposal.

· Experiment N.2
Mr. Stéphane Ragot (Orange) proposed to test EVS-NB 24.4 and 16.4, to characterize these rates. Mr. Stefan Doehla (Fraunhofer) commented that it may not be necessary to test the full matrix of conditions and some things could be removed. Mr. S. Craig Greer (Samsung) suggested removing  3% FER conditions and replacing them by EVS-NB 16.4 and 24.4 at 0 and 6% FER. Mr. Stéphane Ragot (Orange) suggested adding DTX on for these new conditions.
Experiment N.2 was agreed with these changes.

· Experiment N.3

Agreed

· Allocation of languages, LLs, noise types, SNRs
Mr. Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) proposed to agree on the language and LL allocations, notgin that the only open issue is Slovakian to be tested either in W.3 or W5, which does not change what has to be delivered except for labeling.

Mr. S. Craig Greer (Samsung) asked if there was any objection to the language/LL allocation in TD AHEVS-326 (with the open issue for W.3/W.5). Answer: no.
SNRs and noise types listed in TD AHEVS-326 were then reviewed. Mr. S. Craig Greer (Samsung) suggested taking 20 dB for street noise in Experiment N.2. Mr. Markus Schnell (Fraunhofer) requested to keep SNRs and noise types open, stating that it may be better not to test the same noise type all the time to have a better coverage of noise types. Mr. S. Craig Greer (Samsung) stated that there would be less information on language dependency in this case. Mr. Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) explained that it would be confounding to look at language dependency if there is not just a language difference but also a noise difference in a given experiment. Mr. Markus Schnell (Fraunhofer) noted that some SWB conditions were only tested in car noise and he preferred not to agree on noise type allocations at this stage and to postpone the decision for all noisy speech experiments to SA4#80-bis.

Mr. Noboru Harada (NTT) asked to clarify if Japanese could be tested. Mr. Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) explained that Japanese cannot be tested in the time period but he stated that it could be tested in phase 2.

· Schedule 

The status of NDAs for characterization was checked.

Mr. Stéphane Ragot (Orange) explained that the NDA text was agreed between Orange and 2 labs and there were still discussion with one lab.

Mr. Stefan Bruhn (Ericsson) stated that Ericsson signed NDAs with all 3 labs. He emphasized that one issue was raised: MD5 checksums need to be exchanged with the CL, to fix this Ericsson received one lab letter which explicitly allows this, he requested to receive such a letter for the other 2 labs.
Mr. Stéphane Ragot (Orange) asked to confirm whether Orange is assigned CL. The EVS SWG Chairman asked if the EVS SWG can formally assign Orange as CL. Answer: yes.
Mr. Harald Pobloth (Ericsson) stated that Ericsson as HL appreciated and requested to have a CL in characterization.
Mr. S. Craig Greer (Samsung) asked if the schedule in TD AHEVS-326 can be agreed. Mr. Harald Pobloth (Erisson) noted that in the EVS SWG teleconference #37 it was clarified that the codec to be used for processing will only be known after SA plenary and he suggested changing the date of Sept. 15, 2014 for the HL delivery date – this date was changed to Sept. 17, 2014.

Mr. Stéphane Ragot (Orange) commented that the deadline on completing NDAs is pending some legal approvals, he expressed some reservations on the specific date of August 28, 2014. With this reservation and the change of the Sept. 15 deadline to Sept. 17, the schedule was agreed.
· List of open items

Mr. S. Craig Greer (Samsung) noted that all open issues have been addressed. He took the action point to update the characterization test plan based on the discussions and agreements in this call.

Mr. Noboru Harada (NTT) requested to the EVS-8c Editor to include a summary of the budget for characterization phase 1 and to clarify how much money is kept for second phase.

Mr. Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) clarified that a price proposal will be brought to SA4#80-bis; he explained that there was no significant increase of the characterization phase 1 budget.

Conclusion:

TD AHEVS-326 was noted. 

5.3 Processing plan

Mr. Stefan Doehla presented TD AHEVS-327 EVS Permanent Document EVS-7c: Processing functions for characterization phase, from Editor (FhG)
Comments / questions:

Mr. Stéphane Ragot (Orange) requested to add the assignment of CL as EVS-7c is referred to in some NDAs. He also wanted to check whether objective tools (e.g. AFR measurement) need to be removed for characterization.

Conclusion:
The part on objective tools will be kept open. An updated version will be presented in SA4#80-bis with fullband command line added, CL added, and editorial fixes.
TD AHEVS-327 was noted. 

5.4 Legal aspects of verification/characterization phase

See A.I. 5.2.
6 Other business
The EVS SWG Chairman raised the issue of IPR declarations for the selection meeting. He explained that some declarations presented for qualification may not be valid for selection. He stated that declarations need to be available by the start of SA4#80-bis, covering the selection phase or the complete EVS project.

Mr. Paolo Usai (ETSI) emphasized that this is a very important issue, and he noted that a IPR positions can be checked in SA#65 plenary.
Mr. S. Craig Greer (Samsung) asked to clarify who needs to redo declarations.
Mr. Paolo Usai (ETSI) invited each company to check their IPR declarations to see if this declaration is limited to qualification. He stated that for ETSI members declarations apply to the EVS_codec project without mentioning any phase.
7 Close of the call: August 25, 16:44 CEST
The EVS SWG Chairman thanked delegates and closed the meeting. 
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