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1.  General

The agenda was approved and the documents were allocated to the agenda items (see Annex A). The first part of the meeting was held as a joint meeting with SQ.

Mr. Paolo Usai announced that 9 companies sent a Letter of Intent to ETSI before the deadline of December 1, 1999. It was reviewed that, according to the agreed rules, no more further entries are allowed to the AMR-WB standardization process. Firm commitment will be given by candidate proponents when the test costs will be known. Regarding that two potential candidate companies expressed their reservation to reveal their names at this point of time and that it was felt that knowing the names of the potential candidates has no impact on the standardization process at this point of time, the name of no candidate was announced.   

2.  Testing issues

Considering that the maximum number of candidates is nine, the meeting felt it is necessary to deal first with the issue whether a separate qualification phase was needed. Some delegates found 4 months or even more time is needed between the start of selection phase and the availability of the results. As a practical approach, it was proposed to ask labs whether they are able to handle nine candidates (note that withdrawals are still possible). 

A two-stage selection phase process was proposed instead of the classical qualification-selection phase method. According to the new process, the candidates will be tested in a first stage to some high-priority performance requirements and selected to proceed to stage 2 where further test results will allow to select the final candidate. This test method was carried out in the ITU-T Q20/16 wideband selection exercise. Some delegates supported the new test scheme while others pointed to some risk areas with the new scheme. No consensus could be reached. 

A common funding for all three test phases (qualification or selection stage 1, selection or stage 2, characterization) was proposed and found a broad acceptance. In detail there were two views: One view was that all candidates cover all (qualification and) selection phase(s) as well as the characterization phase. According to the second proposal, some percentage of the total funding will be reserved for the characterization phase testing while the various stages of selection tests will be funded by candidates participating in the respective phase in fact.

No decision was taken upon these approaches.

Next, the project plan proposal (AMR WB permanent document WB-2 in Tdoc 488) was discussed and modified on-line to meet Release 2000 deadline (Tdoc 488R). According to Tdoc 488R, the main milestones are as follows in 2000: approval of performance requirements with priorities and design constraints in January; review of design constraints in March (after ITU Q20/16 answer becomes available); freeze of the test plan and submission of fixed-point executable in March; selection of coders to proceed into stage 2 selection in June; selection of the AMR WB coder in September; approval of all AMR WB specifications in December 2000.

Some delegates felt the schedule was challenging and proposed the end date be moved to December 2001 while other delegates disagreed. Delegates were given the revised version of the project plan (Tdoc 488R) to be able to review it in detail. Tdoc 496 was then presented and discussed. In Tdoc 496, 8 companies support the extension of the AMR WB codec work to the end of the year 2001. Two more companies gave their support at the meeting. Two companies insisted to keep this WI as Release 2000. No consensus could be reached. 

3.  AMR WB Permanent documents

Concerning AMR WB permanent document WB-7 (Processing functions), in order to be able to produce the document, the experiments of the test plan need to be known. The delegates are requested to contribute to this area. As a next item, the performance requirements document (WB-3) in Tdoc 491 was discussed and edited on-line. Mainly some open issues were discussed and further refined. A new version was produced (Tdoc 500).

According to the item 3 of the agenda, the proposed answer to ITU-T Q20/16 (Tdoc 489) was presented and edited on-line. A new document was produced to be presented and approved at SA4 (Tdoc 503).

Finally, the design constraints (WB-4) were reviewed (Tdoc 458). The editor proposed some changes which were accepted. Some issues are still open. A new version was produced (Tdoc 501).
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