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1 Introduction
This contribution focuses on two fundamental issues related to the EVS-8b P-doc: the number of conditions per experiment, and pricing and duration assumptions for experiments. The Source believes that these issues should be addressed before entering into further detailed discussions on the actual allocation of experiments. We also invite learning from qualification phase testing for experimental design, in particular for MNRU dBQ values.
2 Maximum number of conditions per experiment
The table below provides the estimated maximum number of conditions, assuming a voting period around 5s. These figures may be seen as conservative, considering that a 2.5s voting period (as found in the draft version of EVS-8b) typically may not apply to all test labs.
	Sample duration (in seconds)
	Methodology
	Number of talkers
	Duration of experiment
	Maximum number of conditions

	4
	ACR
	6
	1h30
	60

	8
	ACR
	6
	1h30
	42

	4
	ACR
	6
	2h
	90

	8
	ACR
	6
	2h
	60

	4
	DCR
	6
	1h30
	42

	8
	DCR
	6
	1h30
	24

	4
	DCR
	6
	2h
	60

	8
	DCR
	6
	2h
	36

	4
	ACR
	4
	1h30
	92

	8
	ACR
	4
	1h30
	64

	4
	ACR
	4
	2h
	132

	8
	ACR
	4
	2h
	92

	4
	DCR
	4
	1h30
	64

	8
	DCR
	4
	1h30
	40

	4
	DCR
	4
	2h
	92

	8
	DCR
	4
	2h
	56


We propose to take into account these figures in the discussion of the EVS/SQ selection test plan. In addition, we suggest not to specify any voting period in EVS-8b, which is the typical practice in test plans.
It can also be noted that the number of samples per talker/category depends on the number of listener groups (panels). We propose here to consider keeping 5 samples per category, which allows more votes per sample; this would imply having 4 groups of listeners (4x8 listeners for 32 listeners).
3 Pricing and duration assumptions for experiments
At SA4#72, an initial cost estimate for selection listening tests, host lab and GAL was provided by interested non-candidate labs. To be specific, the following question/answers were provided:

How much is the estimate for 1 experiment with 48 conditions (ACR) or 36 conditions (DCR) lasting 1.5h with 32 listeners? 10 K€/language

Can the labs do the testing even for mixed and music, the captured mixed and music material according to the specification in S4-121510, Annex A? Yes

The labs have to provide the source material excluding the noise for the experiments of speech in background noise. Yes

Cost estimates for

Hostlab (providing secure server), Crosscheck assuming that the processing scripts are being provided? 2k€/language

Initial estimate for GAL: 1kEuro per experiment (1 or 2 languages)
It appears the estimate for listening tests was based on some specific assumptions (ACR/DCR methodology, number of conditions, duration of experiment, and number of listeners) some of which are still being debated in the EVS/SQ SWGs.  Although some fundamental aspects were not yet agreed, at SA4#72-BIS, the number of listening tests in selection/characterization was agreed to be respectively 74/18.
We note that in past exercises the pricing was typically based on experiments per se, irrespective of the duration of these experiments. We also note that in practice the cost overhead of 2h testing is around 5-10%, as some costs such as recruiting subjects, training phase, etc. cannot be “compressed”. 
We propose to confirm the cost estimate for selection testing and verify that the estimate really applies irrespective of the test duration. 
4 On MNRUs for selection testing
In EVS qualification tests, it appeared that the MNRU dBQ values were not very appropriate. For instance, some high dBQ levels were already close to saturation and therefore some values were redundant. The Sources invites checking/revisiting the MNRU scales used in qualification to ensure proper calibration in selection testing.
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