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4.2.1
Executive Summary
The EVS SWG conference call #18 took place on Sept. 19, 2012, 14:00 CEST for 2 hours with the GoToMeeting tool provided by ETSI. There were 30 participants and 4 input documents (including the agenda). All input documents were covered. 
The outcome is summarized below:
· The following text was agreed:

· Nov .9, 2012: distribution of the master seed #1 from ETSI to the HL

· Nov. 19, 2012: distribution of the master seed #2 from ETSI to the HL - The master seeds #1 and #2 are available to all PCs

Notes:

The master seed #1 is used for generation of error patterns including random offset, noise processing (file selection and random offset) and rate switching patterns
The master seed #2 is used for selection of mixed and music files including controlled music files for artificially generated mixed content
In addition, it was agreed that the proposed network simulator, cutting and randomization tools will be accepted unless comments are received by Sept. 21, 2012.

· The updated EVS-8a P-doc was reviewed with the following outcome:
Changes in Sec. 5.1, 5.6 in AHEVS-186 were agreed. Additional corrections were raised online.

Several companies volunteered to provide / crosscheck of objective evaluation scripts (VoiceAge: script for gain validation, Qualcomm: script for average data rates and bit rates, Fraunhofer: script for same tools and/or crosscheck).

It was agreed to report only pass/fail for each objective test. It was agreed to remove brackets in Annex H.
· The updated EVS-7a P-doc was briefly presented and an issue about delay compensation for transform codecs was left for offline discussion.

1 Opening of the session: September 19, 14:00 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).
The GoToMeeting provided by ETSI was used to share documents and for VoIP conferencing.
2 Approval of the agenda and registration/allocation of documents
The agenda in AHEVS-187R1 including an allocation of documents was agreed (see Annex A of the present report).
3 Approval of EVS SWG Conference Call#17 report
Mr. Stéphane Ragot presented TD AHEVS-188 Draft report from SA4 EVS SWG Teleconference #17 (5th September 2012), from EVS SWG Secretary
Comments / questions: 
None.

Conclusion:

TD AHEVS-188 was agreed.
4 Qualification phase status review
4.1 Schedule

The questions raised by Dynastat during teleconference #17 were addressed, in particular the availability of random seeds to host lab by Sept. 28, 2012.
The EVS-8a Editor suggested discussing the timeline based on Annex E of AHEVS-187R1.

Mr. Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) pointed out that the distribution of random seeds by Sept. 28, 2012 is specified in the contract that Dynastat has with ETSI. The SA4 Secretary clarified that the contract says that if there is no consensus the attachments are changed.
Mr. Markus Schnell (Fraunhofer) asked to clarify how many seeds would be distributed. It was clarified that one master seed would trigger random generators and that in previous exercises there were either 1 or 2 seeds
The EVS SWG Chairman summarized that the discussion was about the distribution of  the masterseed to the HL on Sept. 28, and this master seed would be made available to PCs only after submission of CuTs (on Nov. 19). He clarified that the request is to be able to do the processing starting on the availability of master seed, the crosscheck is simply accelerated

Mr. Markus Schnell (Fraunhofer) commented on the processing time for all experiments, he noted that what is requested 6 weeks, and he stated that what is needed is less than 48 hours. It was clarified that the processing times estimated by Fraunhofer already account for the processing of 13 candidates.

Mr. Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) asked if Fraunhofer objected to receiving the seeds on Sept. 28. Mr. Markus Schnell (Fraunofer) explained that 6 weeks are not required.
Mr. Stéphane Ragot (ORANGE) emphasized that artificially generated mixed content requires each PC to adjust speech sentence pairs powered-controlled music items and such work can only be done after seeds are available to PCs; he explained that the Host Lab will not be able to pre-process of music and mixed experiments in advance because of this limitation, which he already explained in the EVS SWG teleconference #17.
The EVS SWG Chairman noted that Fraunhofer expressed some concerns and he asked if the group could agree that Dynastat will receive the master seed on Sept. 28.
Mr. Noboru Harada (NTT) commented on processing times reported by Fraunhofer ; he stated that the reason to set a date for random seeds after CuT submission was that no one will know that actual result of random item pickup. He added that, if the HL has to wait until PCs process artificially generated mixed, there is no point for the HL to get random seeds earlier.

Mr. John Tardelli (Dynastat) recalled that extensive discussions took place on this topic during the EVS SWG teleconference #17 and Dynastat’s position did not change. He clarified that Dynastat has no idea about the actual processing time and suggested to proceed if there is no objection.
Mr. Noboru Harada (NTT) objected on the seed availability, and he proposed modifications: NTT could agree on the availability of seeds other than for noisy and music/mixed content items, based on principle random seed are defined after CuT submission. He therefore proposed to separate seeds into 2 parts, one is for random frame erasures, another for noise, mixed content and music files.
It was clarified that seeds are used for random switching patterns and NTT was fine to provide random seeds used for generation of random patterns and rate switching, while seeds for music selection and noise file selection only would be available after CuT submission.

Mr. Ira Panzer (Dynastat) objected to NTT’s proposal, and he emphasized that the HL is on short time to give the first experiments. He recalled that this is an NDA, and he didn’t understand why those seeds cannot be delivered on Sept. 28.
The EVS SWG Secretary clarified that with the proposal from NTT, the host lab can preprocess the clean speech with and without errors, and the difference is only whether noisy speech experiments can be pre-processed or not.

Mr. Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) asked to clarify the reason for concern from NTT.
Mr. Noboru Harada (NTT) explained that in principle NTT has agreed on taking some randomly selected music and mixed content items from a pool, which was the result of a very long discussion among some companies, and the principle was no one should know the music and mixed content material or noise material in advance.
Mr. John Tardelli (Dynastat) stated that no one will know, and asked if NTT could trust him.

Mr. Noboru Harada (NTT) further proposed as a compromise that NTT can accept that random seeds are available to the Host Lab 2 weeks before CuT submission; he stated that he did not see the reason why the HL has to get this on Sept. 28.
The SA4 Secretary recalled that the HL is bound to keep the information (material, etc.) strictly confidential. He pointed out that he was host lab in past exercises and there were unforeseen problems when processing material, and he felt there would be harm for the PCs but only a beneficial (time) advantage for the HL if seeds are available 6 weeks beforehand.

Mr. Noboru Harada (NTT) emphasized the principle level, and he explained that he designed the schedule of music material collection based on that principle, which he did not want to change because of the HL request.
Mr. Craig Greer (Samsung) stated that if Dynastat’s request is not honored, the schedule will slip, and this is not an issue of principles.
The EVS SWG Chairman commented on the SA4#70 discussions to adjust the qualification schedule and he recalled that time windows were squeezed with one week less than it was before. He stated that anything that does not work in the crosscheck can have serious consequences.
Mr. Noboru Harada (NTT) commented on the schedule completion date of crosschecking, and he asked why random seeds have to be available earlier than Nov. 9.
Mr. John Tardelli (Dynastat) stated that he could accept Nov. 9 for delivery of all seeds, and he suggested to proceed. Mr. Noboru Harada (NTT) was fine with this proposal (HL get all random seeds on Nov. 9), but he emphasized that the HL has to wait for all PCS to generate artificial mixed content.
Mr. Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) stated that the group has to be prepared in possible delay of HL completion, which would be putting very strict constraints.
The EVS SWG Chairman summarized that the master seed for bit rate switching, error patterns and noisy speech cases would be available by Nov. 9, while for music and mixed content the seed is not useful because the final mixed content will only be available after PCs know what the samples are.

The EVS-8a Editor edited some text on the GoToMeeting tool.

The format of seeds was discussed and the EVS-7a Editor clarified that the seed is an integer number within a range.

Mr. Stéphane Ragot (ORANGE) clarified that seeds are also used for random offset.
Mr. Jari Hagqvist (Nokia) asked if seeds will be the same for every PC. The EVS-7a Editor clarified that seeds are the same for all PCs, except for music file selection where each PC gets an individual number (number of pre-runs).
The EVS SWG Chairman then address Dynastat’s request to get the speech material by Sept. 21.
Mr. Harald Pobloth (Ericsson) commented that Ericsson did no settle all details for lab allocations, and he explained that Ericsson may submit all material for Swedish and Chinese for all speech experiments and at later point communicate the choice to host lab. Mr. Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) indicated that the HL has taken that into account.
The EVS SWG Chairman asked if the group can agree that each PC submits to the HL the speech material for the qualification exercise on Sept. 21.
Mr. Stefan Doehla (Fraunhofer) noted that this deadline was close (day after tomorrow at the time of the conference call), while processing would take place on Nov. 9. He suggested a later date.
The EVS SWG Chairman emphasized the risk of delaying the submission.
Mr. Noboru Harada (NTT) stated that NTT is planning to record more sentence pairs because of an issue with noise in the NTT database, he requested to have more time and suggested mid October.

Mr. John Tardelli (Dynastat) emphasized that this request was made on Sept. 5 and he recalled that he provided a detailed schedule with deadlines to guarantee the process.

Proposals were made by NTT and Dynastat.

Mr. Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) suggested Oct. 5.
Further dates were proposed (Oct. 12, Sept. 21, Oct. 10).
Mr. Noboru Harada (NTT) indicated that he had to contact colleagues.
The EVS SWG Chairman summarized that Oct. 5 was the tentative date for compromise for submission of speech material to the HL.
The EVS SWG Chairman then asked to check the status of things that are scheduled for Sept. 21  and he invited statements on the completion of tools or their crosscheck.

Mr. Venkatesh Krishnan (Qualcomm) stated that Qualcomm ran a crosscheck on the cutting tool on a speech database, and this tool is doing what it is expected to do ; he clarified that this crosscheck was just for clean speech, not for music and mixed content, and he hoped to complete this verification in a short time.

Mr. Tomas Frankkila (Ericsson) stated that Ericsson was in middle of verifying the tools, and they did not see problems. He indicated that few more days would be needed and he expected that the crosscheck would be done by Sept. 21. He clarified that Ericsson is verifying the network simulator and cutting tool.
Mr. Venkatesh Krishnan (Qualcomm) asked if Sept. 21 was only for the JBM cutting tool and network simulator and if the objective evaluation can be done after. There was no answer.
The EVS SWG Chairman asked if anybody checked the random tool.
Mr. Markus Schnell (Fraunhofer) clarified that this tool is used in common scripts, and it works so far.
The EVS SWG Chairman noted that the functionality of the random tool is limited and he asked if the group can accept this tool without further crosscheck. Answer: yes, however Mr. Venkatesh Krishnan (Qualcomm) requested to keep the decision open, if there was no objection by Sept. 21, on could assume the tool is working fine.
The EVS SWG Chairman summarized that unless comments are received by Sept. 21, the randomization tool will be accepted

For other tools (network simulator, cutting tool), Mr. Venkatesh Krishnan (Qualcomm) suggested that unless there are comments by email, one can assume tools are working fine, and one can have the tools accepted as default.
The EVS SWG Chairman asked if all tools can be handled as the randomization tool (acceptance unless comments by Sept. 21).  Answer: Yes.
Mr. Noboru Harada (NTT) informed the group that he had the internal confirmation for the deadline of October 5 for the submission of speech material.
Conclusion:

The following text was edited online by the EVS-8a Editor and was agreed:

· Nov .9: distribution of the master seed #1 from ETSI to the HL

· Nov. 19: distribution of the master seed #2 from ETSI to the HL - The master seeds #1 and #2 are available to all PCs

Notes:

The master seed #1 is used for generation of error patterns including random offset, noise processing (file selection and random offset) and rate switching patterns
The master seed #2 is used for selection of mixed and music files including controlled music files for artificially generated mixed content
In addition, it was agreed that the proposed network simulator, cutting and randomization tools will be accepted unless comments are received by Sept. 21, 2012.
4.1.1 Early availability of seed to Hostlab

No Tdoc in this A.I.
4.1.2 Submission deadline of speech material
No Tdoc in this A.I.
4.2 Progress reports/discussion
4.2.1 Processing scripts

No Tdoc in this A.I.
4.2.2 Network simulator

No Tdoc in this A.I.
4.2.3 Cutting tool

No Tdoc in this A.I.
4.2.4 Randomization tool

No Tdoc in this A.I.
4.2.5 Common databases for objective evaluations

No Tdoc in this A.I.
4.2.6 Tools for objective evaluations 

No Tdoc in this A.I.
4.2.7 Tools for objective evaluations 

No Tdoc in this A.I.
4.2.8 Red flags

No Tdoc in this A.I.
5 Qualification test plan matters
5.1 Joint editing of test plan

Mr.. Nobuhiko Naka presented AHEVS-186 Permanent Document EVS-8a: Test plans for qualification phase including host lab specification v1.0.2, from Editor (NTT DOCOMO INC.)
Comments/questions:
· Section 5.1:

No comment, sentence accepted

· Section 5.6 (24 replaced by 16.4 for rate switching)
No comment.
· Annex E:

The change to Sept. 28 for the deadline of review was clarified as NTT’s proposal to align the deadline with the date of teleconference #19.

The EVS SWG Chairman felt that it is good to keep deadline of Sept. 28, to take into account comments after the conference call.

· Other sections
Mr. Jari Hagqvist (Nokia) commented on the listening environment for Exp. E (Section 4.5 not Section 4.4).

Mr. Stefan Bruhn (Ericsson) noted a mistake in the preliminaries for Exp. A (trial number 5: c33 rather than c29; trial number 12: condition c06 rather than c34).
· Annex G: section G1 completed , section G.2 for discussion
Mr. Noboru Harada (NTT) proposed to have the report on Sept. 26 for the next conference call. The EVS SWG Chairman wondered if it was good idea to discuss parts that were already agreed, and we said that Sept. 28 is not in conflict with the call on Sept. 26, so he proposed to keep the deadline of Sept. 28 for the report.
Mr. Noboru Harada (NTT) preferred that everyone submits the report on Sept. 26.
The EVS-8a Editor suggested to put a time for deadline (23:59 CEST).
Mr. Noboru Harada (NTT) emphasized that with a deadline on Sept. 28 for the report, there will be no time to discuss, he preferred a deadline before Sept. 28.
Mr. Venkatesh Krishnan (Qualcomm) explained that EVS-8a was agreed with a report no later than 28 Sept. He preferred to keep that, and indicated that Qualcomm will not be done reviewing all material by Sept. 26th.
Mr. Noboru Harada (NTT) had doubts that 13 pools could be agreed until Oct. 5.
· Annex H:

The status of objective evaluation was discussed.
Mr. Stefan Doehla (Fraunhofer) stated that the test plan section should be finalized, but also volunteers are needed for the common scripts

Mr. Milan Jelinek (VoiceAge) stated that VoiceAge can provide the script for gain validation.
Mr. Venkatesh Krishnan (Qualcomm) stated that Qualcomm can provide a tool for average data rates and bit rates. Mr. Stefan Doehla (Fraunhofer) stated that Fraunhofer also prepared something for that (in bash) and Fraunhofer can crosscheck other scripts – he also commented on the issue of using bash shells vs DOS batchs.

The EVS SWG Chairman asked if attenuation during inactive regions is covered in scripts. Mr. Milan Jelinek (VoiceAge) confirmed that VoiceAge covered that.

The EVS-8a Editor proposed to remove brackets and he asked if it is sufficient to report pass and fail.
Mr. Craig Greer (Samsung) felt that pass/fail should be sufficient, especially because there is no verification, and he did not think values will be useful. Mr. Venkatesh Krishnan (Qualcomm) supported this view and noted that there is no FoM for meeting the objective requirements, and he stated that pass/fail should be enough.
The EVS-8a Editor asked if anybody supported reporting values. Answer: no.

The EVS SWG Chairman asked if table H.2 is stable or not.
Mr. Stefan Doehla (Fraunhofer) asked if a decision was made on JBM testing on music. The EVS SWG Chairman stated that this aspect was not covered. It was noted that this section was not covered in SA4.
The EVS-8a Editor concluded that brackets will be removed in Annex H.

Conclusion: 

Changes in Sec. 5.1, 5.6 in AHEVS-186 were agreed. Additional corrections were raised online.

Several companies volunteered to provide / crosscheck of objective evaluation scripts (VoiceAge: script for gain validation, Qualcomm for average data rates and bit rates, Fraunhofer for same tools and/or crosscheck).

It was agreed to report only pass/fail for each objective test. It was agreed to remove brackets in Annex H.
TD AHEVS-186 was left to be revised to TD AHEVS-190 (to be provided after the call).
6 Qualification processing plan matters
6.1 Joint editing of processing plan
Mr.. Markus Schnell presented AHEVS-189 Proposed corrections to EVS-7a, from Editor (Fraunhofer IIS)

Latest changes are minor bug fixes on the main part, in annex, there is a documentation of the crosscheck procedure and more details were added on delay compensation for reference codecs, the section for executables is completed – the executables on ShareFile folder need to be updated. The selection of music pieces was corrected with 7 samples (incl. preliminaries); a section was added for the selection of music and mixed content, with a section for filename conventions. The whole document is complete, except for the 2 seeds that were decided during this conference call.
Comments/questions:
Mr. John Tardelli (Dynastat) asked if there will be an executable for the checksum program, which was confirmed.
Mr. Milan Jelinek (VoiceAge) commented on the issue of transform reference codecs, where the delay should be distributed half and half between the encoder and decoder.
It was suggested to handle this by email if divergent views are maintained.
Conclusion: 

TD AHEVS-189 was noted.

7 Other business
The use of the GoToMeeting tool was discussed.

Mr. Stefan Doehla (Fraunhofer) supported using this tool and suggested to allow more than 26 participants. The use of the Webinar version was also discussed.
A volunteer was invited to indicate by email whether there is the possibility to provide the GoToMeeting tool for the next teleconference call.
Participants were invited to send an email to the EVS SWG Secretary to prepare the list of participants.

8 Close of the call: Sept. 19, 16:00 CEST
The EVS SWG Chairman thanked the SA4 Secretary for providing the GoToMeeting facility and he closed the meeting. 
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