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6.2.1
Executive Summary
The EVS SWG conference call #15 took place on July 26, 2012, 14:00 CEST for 2 hours with a bridge provided by Nokia. There were 23 participants and 17 input documents – not all documents could be covered, 9 documents were postponed.
The outcome is summarized below:
· The list of action items for qualification was reviewed (condition list, executables, scripts, P.50 MNRUs, test plan matters including MNRUs) with a status check.

· The procedure to prepare/crosscheck scripts was agreed as follows: the final scripts will be delivered to the host lab as (crosschecked) DOS batch files with Win32 executables used by all proponents; other versions of scripts may be developed for interim crosschecking purposes and will become obsolete after the crosscheck is completed.
· Proponent companies were invited to provide (by August 2) to the host lab 4 preliminary samples (2 speech, 1 music, 1 mixed content).
· Qualification test condition lists were reviewed on the basis of an offline teleconference that took place on July 10, 2012 with Dynastat acting as a Moderator.  The proposal for Experiment D was agreed. In Experiment E it was agreed to use two bit rate switching ranges as: 7.2-16.4, and 13.2-64 kbit/s. In several experiments, the decision comes down to 2 options (VBR vs no VBR) and offline discussions were invited to solve this issue. 
· Dynastat contributions to the qualification test plan were presented (MNRU levels, randomizations, instructions, ShareFile facility). Further inputs are needed to conclude on MNRU levels based on the initial proposal by Dynastat.
Finally, it was agreed to hold another conference call (#16) on August 1, 2012, in the same time slot (14:00-16:00 CEST).
1 Opening of the session: July 26, 14:05 CEST
The EVS SWG Chairman, Stefan Bruhn (Ericsson), opened the EVS SWG teleconference call. Minutes were taken by the EVS SWG Secretary, Stéphane Ragot (ORANGE).
A hand raising tool (http://tohru.trace.wisc.edu/) was used to facilitate discussions during the call, but it did not work to organize discussions.
2 Approval of the agenda and registration/allocation of documents
The agenda in AHEVS-166R1, including an allocation of documents, was approved (see Annex 1 of the present report) was agreed.
The EVS SWG Chairman allocated a new Tdoc number, AHEVS-176, to the EVS-8a Editor for an update of AHEVS-176 (for information).

It was clarified that AHEVS-165 does not need to be addressed in this conference call (it was noted in the conference call #14), therefore AHEVS-165 was de-allocated. 

The EVS-7a Editor clarified that AHEVS-160 and AHEVS-163 are obsolete by v0.0.8 of EVS-7a (AHEVS-173) which is provided for information, and he invited to review v0.0.8 and address any urgent comments during the call.
The EVS-3 Editor clarified that AHEVS-168 was sent over the SA4 reflector few minutes before the start of the call, and he suggested not to take this document during the call but invited offline comments.
3 Review and Agreement of EVS SWG Conference Call#14 minutes 
Mr Stéphane Ragot presented TD AHEVS-167 Draft report from SA4 EVS SWG Teleconference #14 (28th June 2012), from EVS SWG Secretary
Comments / questions: 
Mr Markus Schnell (Fraunhofer) commented on the fact that Fraunhofer volunteered to develop common processing scripts; he clarified that Fraunhofer will not write scripts as the DOS batch files, and hoped that another company will write the batch files. He stated that Fraunhofer will participate as a cross-check site.
It was clarified that this comment is not requesting a change to the conference call minutes in TD AHEVS-167, but makes it clear that Fraunhofer will only act as a crosschecking site.

Mr Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) stated that this was critical information coming at a very late date, and he explained that the host lab expected the processing scripts to be close to completion.
The EVS SWG Chairman recalled that not only Fraunhofer volunteered to provide scripts, and he suggested taking the discussion later during the call.

It was again clarified that Fraunhofer was fine with the report in TD AHEVS-167 as it is.

Conclusion:

TD AHEVS-167 was agreed.
4 Status review (see List of Actions on last page)

The EVS SWG Chairman explained that a list of action points was attached to the agenda (see last page of AHEVS-166R1 entitled 'List of Actions') and he suggested to go through it and take TD AHEVS-169.
Mr Ira Panzer (Dynastat) went through the list of action items from the Host Lab perspective before presenting TD AHEVS-169. Each bullet was reviewed:
· First 5 bullet have been done (as stated in AHEVS-166R1)

· On bullet 6 (conditions list): there is a contribution to report progress (TD AHEVS-170), the drafting group has finalized some experiments with a couple of options.
· On bullets 7 and 8 (executables and scripts): Dynastat has setup a folder called reference codec, no one has dropped anything to that, there has been no progress on processing scripts
· On bullet 9 (P.50 MNRU): ongoing

· On bullet 10 and 11 (test plan matters): The host lab has not seen anything about the command line to be able to finish scripts.
· On bullet 12 (dBQ values): Dynastat proposed MNRUs levels.
The EVS SWG Chairman suggested to take action items one by one, where there are different companies and the host lab reported lack of progress:

· On bullet 7 (executables- FTO, Mot): Mr Stéphane Ragot (ORANGE) reported that the plan is to contribute the week after conference call #15, ORANGE and Motorola had some discussion about the error insertion device for AMR, where a tool is missing.  Mr Jon Gibbs (Motorola) explained that ORANGE and Motorola explored several avenues and they hope to have a solution after the conference call.
· On bullet 8 (scripts - FhG, FTO, NTT-DCM, QC, ZTE, Dyn(?)): The EVS SWG Chairman noted that there are other companies than Fraunhofer to do some work. Mr Stéphane Ragot (ORANGE) asked to check who would be able to cross-check scripts and who would develop scripts. It was clarified that 2 independent development sites are needed to avoid errors. The EVS SWG Chairman asked who would be able to develop scripts. Mr Stéphane Ragot (ORANGE) stated that ORANGE would work on scripts after providing executables; Mr Milan Jelinek (VoiceAge) stated that VoiceAge has no resources to finalize scripts but they have part of script almost ready and they could share them with other companies. Mr Markus Schnell (Fraunhofer) clarified that Fraunhofer cannot provide DOS batch files but he could provide test vectors.

Mr Nobuhiko Naka (NTT DOCOMO) stated that NTT DOCOMO has not enough resources to develop scripts but could crosscheck scripts. Mr Venkatesh Krishnan (Qualcomm) explained that the same applied to Qualcomm who could crosscheck scripts. Mr Minjie Xie (ZTE) stated that he had to check internally.

The EVS SWG Chairman emphasized that the task is very urgent and suggested to have a mailing list on this topic. Mr Markus Schnell (Fraunhofer) volunteered to moderate the group in charge of processing scripts, he noted that 3 companies are really writing scripts (ORANGE, VoiceAge and Fraunhofer) while NTT DOCOMO, Qualcomm would crosscheck. Some further discussion clarified the situation as shown in the table below in terms of platform: 
	PC
	Writing scripts (plaform)
	Crosschecking scripts (platform)

	ORANGE
	x (DOS batch)
	

	VoiceAge
	partly (DOS batch)

partial scripts to be shared with ORANGE
	

	Fraunhofer
	x (not DOS batch) – independent development
	

	NTT DOCOMO
	
	x (DOS batch) – check line by line

	Qualcomm
	
	x (not DOS batch) – check of bit exactness

	ZTE
	?
	?


During the discussion, it was clarified that 2 independent developments of scripts are required, VoiceAge will share partial scripts with ORANGE in DOS batch format and checksums will be used for crosschecking scripts. Mr Markus Schnell (Fraunhofer) had the same understand, i.e. the scripting language is independent of processing and what is needed is a bit-exact result.

It was also clarified that Fraunhofer will use the executables provided by ORANGE and Motorola. Mr Noboru Harada (NTT) asked if Fraunhofer would use the same binaries on windows or some emulator. It was clarified that shell scripts can be executed on Windows. Mr Noboru Harada (NTT) stated that one does not have to worry about compiler dependency, and scripts using Unix compatible sheel can run on Windows with a batch file wrapper.

The EVS SWG Chairman recalled the earlier agreement of using Win32 compiled executables, and he summarized that crosschecking will take place with checksums independent of the processing script language.

Mr Ira Panzer (Dynastat) stated that the Host Lab explicitly assumed a common platform and script in DOS batch, he understood that some individual proponent can run other options, and he insisted that the final scripts be delivered to the host lab as DOS batch files used by proponents, independent of purposes and that the final scripts will be DOS batch files.

The EVS SWG Chairman asked if there was any different view (processing done with crosschecked DOS processing scripts). Mr Milan Jelinek (VoiceAge) stated that he believed this was the past agreement. Mr Markus Schnell (Fraunhofer) stated that in the end there will be DOS batch files that will be enforced and some other versions can be developed independently and will get obsolete, as only one version will be valid.

· On bullet 9 (P.50 MNRU): Mr Noboru Harada (NTT) explained that NTT and Ericsson will make a contribution with a final version along with the Ericsson crosscheck report. He added that NTT observed that Visual C++ vs Cygwin with Win32 executables give equivalent results to the original contribution of executable and he suggested using that binary for the purpose of qualification.  
Mr Stefan Doehla (Fraunhofer) recalled that P.50 MNRU use a fixed sampling rate (48 kHz) and he asked whether this was still the case; he stated that it should act as a codec and adapt to a change of sampling rate. Mr Noboru Harada (NTT) clarified that NTT has used the same executable which has only one operating mode, and it remained the same. The EVS SWG Chairman did not feel this was a serious issue, as for instance G.719 has the same issue with 48 kHz sampling rate i/o. Mr Stefan Doehla (Fraunhofer) stated that this issue can be postponed to SA4#70.
Conclusion:

The list of action items in AHEVS-166R1 was reviewed in details and noted.
The procedure to prepare/crosscheck scripts was agreed as follows: the final scripts will be delivered to the host lab as (crosschecked) DOS batch files with Win32 executables used by all proponents; other versions of scripts may be developed for interim crosschecking purposes and will become obsolete after the crosscheck is completed.
Mr Ira Panzer presented TD AHEVS-169 Current Status of EVS Qualification Phase from HL Perspective, from Dynastat
This contribution is raising open issues from the Host Lab perspective, e.g. executables (needed by August 2), delivery of final scripts, SNRs and procedure for creating noisy speech files. A lot has to be done before SA4#70.
Comments / questions: 

Mr John Tardelli (Dynastat) asked to extend on common corpus status.
Mr Ira Panzer (Dynastat) explained that some proponents can provide 2 speech samples, and Dynastat is asking this to be done the week after the conference call #15. He clarified the procedure of upload of 4 files in the specific folder dedicated to each proponent; the host lab will collect and distribute samples (24 speech sample and 24 music and mixed samples), he asked if there was anyone who cannot deliver no later than August 2, 2012.
Mr Craig Greer (Samsung) recalled that Panasonic announced by email that they cannot provide samples due to copyright issues.

Mr Venkatesh Krishnan (Qualcomm) asked whether the files would be private between PCs and HL or available to all parties. Mr Ira Panzer (Dynastat) clarified that the 4 files uploaded by proponent companies will be covered under NDA between all PCs, and everybody will see the entire corpus. He stated that, if it turns out the files will be used for the final test, that would be fine too.
Mr Stéphane Ragot (ORANGE) stated the he was waiting for the confirmation from the France Telecom test lab before committing.

Mr Noboru Harada (NTT) asked if the files would be just for crosschecking, and why 24 different source materials are needed. He suggested assigning different names to the same binary files.
Mr Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) stated that the purpose of common set of material is for the preliminary crosscheck running though preliminary CuTs, and the reason for developing databases for multiple languages is to blind the process of other CuT in experiments and give a level of confidence that any CuT won't have a problem with another language. The database is compiled to reassure proponent that their CuT will be appropriate for another language, while the other CuT is not crosschecked.
Mr Ira Panzer (Dynastat) explained that the objective is to check everything in a preliminary crosscheck so that for the final executable the host lab runs smoothly; he stated that P.501 would not represent the type of files proponent would send to the host lab.
The EVS SWG Chairman stated that the 4 files would fall under the multiparty NDA, which should not be a problem, and he invited all proponents to try their best to provide 4 files.
Mr Noboru Harada (NTT) explained that NTT has some difficulty to provide speech samples, because NTT-AT is selling databases including SWB speech, and he cannot give it to other companies, unless the 13 companies already have this database.

Mr Venkatesh Krishnan (Qualcomm) asked to clarify the deadline: August 2 as stated during the document discussion vs July 27 in the document itself (TD AHEVS-169). Mr Ira Panzer (Dynastat) clarified that July 27 would give only one day and he clarified that an extra week is ok.

Mr Stéphane Ragot (ORANGE) emphasized the difficulty to produce final scripts as these scripts should reflect agreements on EVS-7a that did not take place yet (e.g. prefiltering, noisy speech processing, command line, etc). 
Conclusion:

Proponent companies were invited to provide (by August 2) to the host lab 4 preliminary samples (2 speech, 1 music, 1 mixed content)

TD AHEVS-169 was noted.
5 Test Plan matters
5.1 Databases for subjective tests

Mr Alan Sharpley presented TD AHEVS-170 Report from EVS off-line working group on Qualification Test condition lists Teleconference (10 July 2012), from Dynastat
A discussion group worked offline on qualification test conditions and drafted some agreement to complete some conditions.
Comments / questions: 
· Exp. D:

Mr Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) asked if there was any comment.
Answer: No. The proposal from the drafting group was agreed.
· Exp. E:

Mr Milan Jelinek (VoiceAge) stated that his recollection from Kyoto on switching in qualification was that one should be careful about high bit rates not to compensate switching artefacts. He added that at 24.4 kbit/s quality will be close to transparent, and he explained that he commented by email that VoiceAge should propose to limit the lower switching range to 16.4 or to 13.2 or alternatively to have only one range.
Mr Markus Schnell (Fraunhofer) clarified that the proposal from the drafting group is not only from Fraunhofer, and it reflects EVS-3 with 2 regions with an overlap. He understood the issue that the average rate for the first half is too high, and he stated that if there is a strong need on can lower the upper bit rate.
Mr Milan Jelinek (VoiceAge) proposed to limit to the upper range to 16.4 or 13.2 kbit/s so that the high bit rates are less likely to compensate for any artefact, while the reference for the switching condition will be the reference for the lowest bit rate within the range, therefore he proposed 13.2 kbit/s.
Mr Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) recalled that there was general agreement that 2 rate ranges should overlap, and to keep overlap it would be 16.4 kbit/s instead of13.2 kbit/s. Mr Markus Schnell (Fraunhofer) supported this view.
The EVS SWG Chairman asked if one can use  7.2-16.4 for switching. Mr Alan Sharpley clarified it would be 7.2-16.4, and 13.2-64 kbit/s. Answer: yes.
Mr Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) explained that there are 2 options to finalize the list of conditions: either option A (VBR and 16.4) or option B (24.4 and MNRU). He stated that an agreement is needed on whether VBR will be included or not. The EVS SWG Chairman asked if one can work in 2 parallel tracks.

Mr Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) recalled that a lot has to be agreed, and he invited offline sessions to reach an agreement on this experiment to stay on the proposed schedule. The EVS SWG Chairman did not think an agreement was possible at the conference call and he outlined the options listed from a subjective point of view.
· Exp. B
Mr Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) explained that the decision comes down to VBR or no VBR with 2 options.
· Exp. A

Mr Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) stated that the balance was bad in experiment A because one reference was used in multiple ToRs, and there are a couple of test conditions with multiple references. He summarized that the adhoc group agreed to add 8 conditions, a27 to a34. with 2 options (VBR or G.718).
Mr Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) stated that he was prepared to do the randomization depending on the resolution of VBR and or not, in SA370 he will be able to finish either way, but an agreement is needed first.
The SA4 Secretary supported Dynastat's statement and added that it is essential to finalize P-docs to sign the contract after SA4#70 with technical attachments approved. 
Conclusion:
TD AHEVS-170 was noted.

The proposal for Experiment D was agreed. In Experiment E it was agreed to use two bit rate switching ranges as: 7.2-16.4, and 13.2-64 kbit/s. In several experiments, the decision comes down to 2 options (VBR vs no VBR) and offline discussions were invited to solve this issue.  As soon as a decision is made on VBR (or not) the list of conditions will be in place.
Mr Alan Sharpley presented TD AHEVS-171 Dynastat contributions to the Quality Assessment Test Plan for the EVS Qualification, from Dynastat
Dynastat agreed to take care of some open issues and provided MNRU levels to the EVS-8a Editor. In the Excel file attached to TD AHEVS-171, in line 29 the value of 33 dB should be corrected to 35 dB and the randomization for Exp. G contains one mistake. The EVS-8a Editor has incorporated this contribution in the latest test plan with corrections.
Dynastat provided instructions for ACR and DCR, and the scale for legacy DCR was agreed by the EVS SWG. Dynastat also provided an example template for data. Data delivery files and randomizations will be soon built.
Finally on the test plan, Dynastat has built a ShareFile facility providing each PC with an individual folder for FTP transfer.
Comments / questions: 
Mr Milan Jelinek (VoiceAge) had concerns towards the proposed range of MNRUs. He explained that VoiceAge was running some testing as EVS-3 evolved to see how references are comparing wrt MNRUs among other things. VoiceAge observed that, depending on experiments, MNRU values have very different relative performance relative to lowest performing conditions. He explained that for mixed content and music, VoiceAge observed that AMR-WB 12.65 at 6% for WB test (lowest reference) was significantly below  20 dB MNRU; on the other hand for -WB clean speech, AMR-WB at 8.85 kb/s was significantly higher than 35 dB MNRU, and VoiceAge thinks that different MNRU range should be used depending on what quality of reference conditions  can be expected in different experiments. VoiceAge considers bringing an input in SA4#70 to let EVS SWG to consider this issue.

Mr Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) appreciated this input and stated that he would have liked to have it earlier. He clarified that he discussed the MNRU range in last Q.7/12 with at least Rapporteurs, and the range that is presented in the Excel file (attachment) by bandwidth are what in general have been seen in the past for NB, WB and SWB test conditions.

The EVS SWG Chairman stated that the work on MNRU values is not just the responsibility of Dynastat and an action point is needed  to compare worst reference conditions against various MNRUs to see what quality would then be in same order of lowest MNRU. He called for volunteers.

Mr Milan Jelinek (VoiceAge) stated that experiments are still evolving, e.g. until SA#69 one did not know whether FER would be included in noisy speech or music, and did not know yet the level of background noise and how it would be measured. He stated that there is a some uncertainty, and recommended to cover the worst case in experiments.

Mr Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) was OK to go with SQ SWG recommendations and looked forward to seeing VoiceAge's contribution.

It was clarified that Dynastat's proposal is based on values used in the past in ITU exercises and the Dynastat proposal is a starting point.
Mr Noboru Harada (NTT) noted that for the SWB noisy speech experiment mixed bandwidth is required (AMR-WB is a reference codec), and if he asked if it is OK to use just SWB MNRU or whether WB MNRUs are required.
Mr Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) stated that there is no overhead and this discussion has never come up in the SQ SWG.
Mr Stéphane Ragot (ORANGE) felt that this issue of MNRUs and mixed bandwidth was discussed in past meetings.
Conclusion:
TD AHEVS-171 was noted.

Further inputs are needed to finalize this issue of MNRU levels on the ground of the initial proposal by Dynastat.
TD AHEVS-177 EVS Permanent Document EVS-8a: Test plans for qualification phase including host lab specification, Version v0.1.0, from Editor was not presented by lack of time.
TD AHEVS-177 was postponed.
TD AHEVS-155 Extension to the Common Source Materials, from NTT, NTT DOCOMO, INC. was not already noted in the conference call #13.

5.2 Test plan aspects for objective requirements

5.2.1 Speech database

TD AHEVS-174 Outcome of offline discussion on procedure for noise file collection and submitted noise files, version:1.2.0, from NTT DOCOMO, INC. was not presented by lack of time.
TD AHEVS-174 was postponed.
5.2.2 Background noise database

5.3 Test plan aspects for objective requirements

TD AHEVS-175 Proposed test plan and processing plan for artificially generated mixed contents, from NTT, NTT DOCOMO, INC. was not presented by lack of time.
TD AHEVS-175 was postponed.
5.4 Other urgent test plan matters

6 Processing Plan matters
TD AHEVS-159 Processing functions for Jitter Buffer Management, from Fraunhofer IIS was not presented by lack of time.
TD AHEVS-159 was postponed.
TD AHEVS-172 Discussion on EVS-7a, from Editor (Fraunhofer IIS) was not presented by lack of time.

TD AHEVS-172 was postponed.
TD AHEVS-173 Processing plan v0.0.8, from Editor (Fraunhofer IIS) was not presented by lack of time.
TD AHEVS-173 was postponed.
TD AHEVS-175 Proposed test plan and processing plan for artificially generated mixed contents, from NTT, NTT DOCOMO, INC. was not presented by lack of time.
TD AHEVS-175 was postponed.
6.1 NB filter mask

The part related to NB filter mask of TD AHEVS-153 Narrowband Filtering and Background Noise Processing, from Motorola Mobility UK Ltd. was not presented by lack of time.
TD AHEVS-153 was postponed.
6.2 Filter masks for noisy WB and SWB speech

TD AHEVS-148 Noisy speech preprocessing for qualification, from NTT DOCOMO, INC., NTT was not presented by lack of time.
TD AHEVS-148 was postponed.
The part related to filter masks for noisy WB and SWB speech of TD AHEVS-153 Narrowband Filtering and Background Noise Processing, from Motorola Mobility UK Ltd. was not presented by lack of time.
TD AHEVS-153 was postponed.
6.3 Processing for evaluation of objective requirements

6.4 Other urgent processing plan matters

TD AHEVS-165 Report on the source code for SWB MNRU, from NTT, NTT DOCOMO, INC. was not already noted in the previous conference call.
7 Other business
TD AHEVS-168 Draft revision of EVS Permanent document (EVS-3): EVS performance requirements v0.2.1, from Editor was not presented by lack of time.
TD AHEVS-168 was postponed.
8 Close of the call: July 26, 16:03 CEST
The EVS SWG Chairman proposed to have another call. It was agreed to have conference call #16 on August 1, 2012, with the objective to flush out the postponed contributions and not got with new contributions.  The SA4 Secretary invited to send asap the announcement over the SA4 reflector.
The EVS SWG Chairman closed the meeting. 
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Annex 2: List of documents
	Tdoc number
	Title
	Source
	SWG A.I.
	Comment
	SWG Status

	AHEVS-148
	Noisy speech preprocessing for qualification
	NTT DOCOMO, INC., NTT
	6.2
	Postponed from telco#12
	Postponed

	AHEVS-153
	Narrowband Filtering and Background Noise Processing
	Motorola Mobility UK Ltd.
	6.1/6.2
	Postponed from telco#13
	Postponed

	AHEVS-155
	Extension to the Common Source Materials
	Dynastat, Inc.
	5.1
	Noted in telco#14
	-

	AHEVS-159
	Processing functions for Jitter Buffer Management



	Fraunhofer IIS
	6
	Postponed from telco#13
	Postponed

	AHEVS-160
	Processing plan v0.0.6
	Editor (Fraunhofer IIS)
	6
	Postponed from telco#13

replaced by AHEVS-163
	Revised

	AHEVS-163
	Processing Plan v0.0.7
	Editor (Fraunhofer IIS)
	6
	Postponed from telco#14

replaced by AHEVS-173
	Revised

	AHEVS-165
	Report on the source code for SWB MNRU
	NTT, NTT DOCOMO INC.
	6.4
	Noted in telco#14 without presentation
	-

	AHEVS-166
	Proposed Agenda for EVS SWG Conference Call#15, 26 July 2012
	SA4 EVS SWG Chairman
	2
	
	Agreed

	AHEVS-167
	Draft report from SA4 EVS SWG Teleconference #14 (28th June 2012)
	EVS SWG Secretary 
	3
	
	Agreed

	AHEVS-168
	Draft Revision of EVS Permanent document (EVS-3): EVS performance requirements v. 0.2.1 

	Editor (ORANGE SA)
	7
	For information
	Postponed

	AHEVS-169
	Current Status of the EVS Qualification Phase
	Dynastat, Inc.
	4
	
	Noted

	AHEVS-170
	Report from EVS off-line working group on Qualification Test condition lists Teleconference (10 July 2012)
	Dynastat, Inc.
	5.1
	
	Noted

	AHEVS-171
	Dynastat contributions to the Quality Assessment Test Plan for the EVS Qualification Test.
	Dynastat, Inc.
	5.1
	
	Noted

	AHEVS-172
	Discussion on EVS-7a
	Editor (Fraunhofer IIS)
	6
	
	Postponed

	AHEVS-173
	Processing Plan v0.0.8
	Editor (Fraunhofer IIS)
	6
	For information
	Postponed

	AHEVS-174
	Outcome of offline discussion on procedure for noise file collection and submitted noise files, version:1.2.0 
	NTT DOCOMO, INC.
	5.2.1
	
	Postponed

	AHEVS-175
	Proposed test plan and processing plan for artificially generated mixed contents
	NTT, NTT DOCOMO, INC.
	5.3, 6
	
	Postponed

	AHEVS-176
	EVS Permanent Document EVS-8a: Test plans for qualification phase including host lab specification, Version:
v.0.0.11
	Editor
	5.1
	replaced by AHEVS-177
	Revised

	AHEVS-177
	EVS Permanent Document EVS-8a: Test plans for qualification phase including host lab specification, Version:
v.0.1.0
	Editor
	5.1
	
	Postponed
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