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Comparison 7

User A's Voice activity < VoIP IP length from A 0.658

User A's Voice activity < VoLTE UL TBS from A 0.609

VoLTE UL TBS from A <  VoIP IP length from A 0.707

User B's Voice activity < VoIP IP length to A 0.615

User B's Voice activity < VoLTE DL TBS to A 0.764

VoLTE DL TBS to A < VoIP IP length to A 0.600
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