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13.1
Executive Summary
The EVS SWG (37 participants) met in two of the allocated time slots that were partly used for offline sessions and discussions to progress the work. All input documents were covered. 
The main progress was related to the EVS selection testing organization. The number of experiments for selection testing (24) and the set of 10 languages proposed in TD S4-131282 were agreed. A joint EVS-SQ Drafting Group prepared a document on selection testing matters (TD S4-131372), which was agreed.

The EVS Rapporteur was tasked to prepare an update of the EVS-2 P-doc to incorporate agreements from TD S4-131372, for presentation in SA4 closing plenary. 
1 Opening of the session: November 4, 12:12 (local time)
The EVS SWG Chairman, Stefan Bruhn (Ericsson), opened the meeting.

Minutes were taken by the EVS SWG Secretary, Stéphane Ragot (ORANGE).
2 Approval of the agenda and registration/allocation of documents
The agenda in S4-131162R1 and tentative schedule in S4-131163 were agreed at the EVS SWG meeting #10 (see report in S4-131284).
3 Agreement of adhoc meeting report
No Tdoc in this A.I.

4 Selection phase matters
TD S4-131372 On EVS Selection Testing Matters, from Joint EVS-SQ Drafting Group was agreed (without presentation).
The EVS Rapporteur was tasked to prepare an update of the EVS-2 P-doc to incorporate agreements from TD S4-131372. 
4.1 Selection Rules (EVS-5b)
No Tdoc in this A.I.
4.2 Selection Deliverables (EVS-6b)
No Tdoc in this A.I.
4.3 Selection Test Plans (EVS-8b)
TD S4-131161 EVS Selection Test Cross-Check Lab Tasks, from Audio Research Labs was noted during the EVS SWG adhoc meeting#10 (see report in S4-131284).
Mr. Nick Zacharov presented TD S4-131282 Proposed structure and organization of the experiments for the EVS Selection Phase, from Dynastat, DELTA, Audio Research Labs, and Mesaqin.com
Comments / questions: 

Mr. Craig Greer (Samsung) noted that the proposed schedule can fit in Rel-12, and he asked if selection P-docs would need to be completed by April 2014. Mr. Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) clarified that draft P-docs would be needed by that time.
Mr. Imre Varga (Qualcomm) commented on the list of languages in TD S4-131282, and he pointed out that if other languages are to be considered, languages from population in billions, e.g. Arabic or Indian worlds, are more relevant.
Mr. Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) stated that the initial proposal of 9 languages was far greater than in any standardization exercises, he highlighted that now ten languages are proposed. 

Mr. Stéphane Ragot (ORANGE) thanked the labs for including Slovak, which addressed a request from Orange and which was understood to include one representative language of Slavic languages. He stated that a list of conditions per experiment would be needed to confirm  the number of experiments. He asked if it would be sufficient to agree on a working assumption for the number of experiments.

Mr. Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) stated that labs already put a lot of work to create databases in 10 languages. He clarified that the allocation of experiments to NB, WB,SWB, IO would be a good step forward.
The EVS SWG Chairman suggested making a working assumption first on the number of experiments. He noted that the allocation to different bandwidths can be later considered.
Mr. Nobuhiko Naka (NTT DOCOMO) asked to clarify some questions like number of talkers, number of subjects, etc. before considering the number of experiments.
Mr. Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) referred to the title of the contribution and stated that nothing is proposed on the experimental design, and each experiment should still have 6 talkers or 6 categories, 4panels, 5 samples per talker.
Mr. Noboru Harada (NTT) noted that the duration of experiments (90 mn or 2h tests) may affect the lab throughputs. Mr. Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) explained that this is related to experimental design, and the maximum number of conditions is  36 x 6 for DCR, 48 x 6 for ACR.
Mr. Stéphane Ragot (ORANGE) noted that a similar contribution was already discussed during the EVS SWG teleconference #31 where the group only agreed on the list of languages. He asked if it would be ok to agree on the updated list of languages and the number of experiments. Mr. Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) clarified that this would be a good outcome.
The EVS SWG Chairman stated that the number of experiments in TD S4-131282 reflects what is feasible in the time window for testing and he did not see any risk in agreeing on the number of experiments. He recommended keeping open the actual allocation of languages and allocation of experiments to different BWs and to AMR-WB IO.
Mr. Nick Zacharov (DELTA) commented that 5 codecs were assumed in the earlier plan, and now more conditions can be tested with a single codec, which will give much more thorough test.

Mr. Noboru Harada (NTT) stated that the number of conditions per experiment may not be balanced and the size of tests may need to be aligned for efficiency.  He commented on the allocation of languages and noted that Japanese would be only limited to speech tests; he stated that NTT might want to see test results even in mixed and music with Japanese if possible. 

Mr. Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) noted that in each of 4 sets (NB, WB, SWB, IO) there is only one experiment assigned to music and mixed content. He noted that testing in more languages would mean more databases. He  commented that in terms of experimental design, one could  now test up to 21 ToRs for ACR, and 15 ToR for DCR, which is about 3 times as many ToRs as planned before. He emphasized that a lot more ToRs are covered.
Mr. Jon Gibbs (Huawei) preferred to keep the previous agreements, including the number of conditions of ACR and DCR (48 and 36 respectively). The EVS SWG Chairman supported this view and stated that previous agreements on test plan design are still valid assumptions.
Mr. Stéphane Ragot (ORANGE) asked labs to clarify the status of database creation, given the ‘new’ material was to be recorded. Mr. Nick Zacharov (DELTA) explained that the database creation is in flux, and some labs have recorded some of the mixed content and speech databases, that may reflect some of the mixed content types.
Mr. Stéphane Ragot (ORANGE) noted that the categories of mixed content and music are not finalized, and the allocation of languages to mixed content is not agreed, which may be problematic to record databases.
Mr. Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) stated that Dynastat planned for their music and mixed content database with 7 categories, recording 4 types of mixed content and 3 types of music based on all possible solutions and options that have been proposed. He stated that Dynastat has put everything on hold after teleconference #31.
Mr. Harald Pobloth (Ericsson) thanked  labs for this contribution, and pointed out that this contribution already provides details on what labs can do in a new schedule.
Mr. Nick Zacharov (DELTA) explained that some lab people will have to travel to 3 places during tests; he suggested discussing all together the way forward rather than expecting inputs only from labs. He clarified that labs analyzed the pairing of languages, which is very uniform.

Mr. Jon Gibbs (Huawei) commented on the music and mixed content categories, and he suggested defining together with labs how to populate categories; he stated that this is not urgent, and it could be done between SA4#77 and SA4#78.
Mr. Craig Greer (Samsung) understood from the contribution that EVS selection can fit in the Rel-12 schedule and it provides the maximum number of experiments, with executables submitted on 23rd of May 2014. He proposed to adjust EVS-2 accordingly. It was clarified that the testing schedule in TD S4-131282 assumed 4 experiments (8 tests) per week.
The proposed number of experiments (24) was further discussed. Mr. Nobuhiko Naka (NTT DOCOMO)  suggested checking how many conditions can be covered under this working assumption, he emphasized that selection testing should cover as many conditions as possible and he noted that there may be some adjustments on this number of experiments. 
Mr. Markus Schnell (Fraunhofer) thanked labs for clarifying how much throughput they can produce and for suggesting a number of experiments. To have a real selection; he suggested testing as many conditions as possible,  and to leave the possibility for adding more testing capacity in the end. He supported the number of 24 experiments as a minimum. 

The EVS SWG Chairman asked if the number of 24 experiments was a maximum from a lab perspective. Mr. Jon Gibbs (Huawei) commented on the link with the date for codec submission.

Mr. Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) emphasized that HL processing would start on week 22 until week 26 and, in week 23 CL and HL would start interacting. He also clarified that in week 24 every LL will not have all experiments processed, as processing would be phased. He stated that the proposed schedule is to ensure that 8 tests have been crosschecked at the beginning of week 24 to start testing.

Mr. Nick Zacharov (DELTA) explained that DELTA will be running 3 labs in parallel, not all are totally loaded, and certain languages can be added. He stated that there is a bit of flexibility for DELTA. Mr. Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) stated that Dynastat has also some flexibility.

Mr. Craig Greer (Samsung) stated that the number of experiments was reduced by a factor of three, he preferred to do additional tests in characterization if needed. He saw the number of 24 experiments as the absolute maximum.

Mr. Stéphane Ragot (ORANGE) asked why the crosscheck would start only in week 23, given the running scripts for the first 8 tests will take less than one day, and he asked if week 22 could be skipped. Mr. Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) agreed with that statement, and he stated that this one week out of nine weeks in total, while the group has 30 weeks between SA4#76 and the proposed date of executable submission. He stated that skipping one week to risk pushing testing is raising the chance of error.
Mr. Stefan Doehla (Fraunhofer) noted two problems, one is to conduct thorough testing to have excellent coverage in results, another is the need for a ballpark number of experiments. He commented that codec development would benefit from more time.
Mr. Nick Zacharov (DELTA) emphasized the risk of problems in lab testing, especially if the process of crosschecking causes to reschedule experiments.

The EVS SWG Chairman suggested agreeing on a working assumption of exactly 24 experiments for selection. Mr. Noboru Harada (NTT) asked to clarify how many conditions are tested per experiment.
Mr. Alan Sharpley (Dynastat) clarified that, based on distribution in Table 2 of ACRs and DCRs, 408 ToRs tests x 2 languages can be tested (based on 21 ToRs for ACR and 15 ToRs for DCR), which is three times what was assumed before.
Mr. Jon Gibbs (Huawei) noted that with a fixed-point codec the need to test low-level and high –level may impact the number of conditions.
After subsequent discussions, the EVS SWG Chairman asked if the group can agree on the number of experiments (24) and the set of 10 languages to be used. Answer: yes.
Conclusion:
The number of experiments for selection testing (24) and the set of 10 languages proposed in TD S4-131282 were agreed.
TD S4-131282 was noted. 
4.4 Selection Processing Plans (EVS-7b)
No Tdoc in this A.I.
5 Joint editing of EVS P-docs
None.
6 EVS schedule review
TD S4-131273 Further Process in EVS Standardization, from Fraunhofer IIS, Huawei Technologies Co. Ltd., Nokia Corporation, NTT, NTT DOCOMO Inc., ORANGE, Panasonic Corporation, Qualcomm Incorporated, Samsung Electronics Co. Ltd., Telefon AB LM Ericsson, VoiceAge Corporation, ZTE Corporation was revised to TD S4-131280 during the EVS SWG adhoc meeting#10  (see report in S4-131284).
TD S4-131280 Further Process in EVS Standardization, from Fraunhofer IIS, Huawei Technologies Co. Ltd., Nokia Corporation, NTT, NTT DOCOMO Inc., ORANGE, Panasonic Corporation, Qualcomm Incorporated, Samsung Electronics Co. Ltd., Telefon AB LM Ericsson, VoiceAge Corporation, ZTE Corporation was agreed during the EVS SWG adhoc meeting#10 (see report in S4-131284).
TD S4-131280 EVS Permanent document (EVS-2): EVS Project plan, v0.5.0 was agreed during the EVS SWG adhoc meeting#10(see report in S4-131284).
The EVS Rapporteur was tasked to prepare an update of the EVS-2 P-doc for presentation in SA4 closing plenary (see A.I. 3).

7 Contributions to other EVS topics
No Tdoc in this A.I.
8 Other business
None.
9 Close of the session: Nov. 7, 13:34
The EVS Chairman closed the meeting. 
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