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1 Introduction

The purpose of this contribution is to gain a better understanding of the tradeoffs that will need to be made in setting priorities for the qualification phase testing and to make a proposal for the conditions to be prioritized for the qualification phase.  This is accomplished by making use of the agreements and proposals in the performance requirements document as well as previous proposals on the content of the 12 experiments assumed for the qualification phase to develop a proposal for the 12 experiments that highlights the tradeoffs that must be made in prioritizing conditions for the qualification phase testing.
2 Background
Before qualification testing can begin, a number of interrelated topics that have been under discussion for some time must be agreed.  These include the following (in addition to others not in the scope of this contribution):

1) the relevant performance requirements  (Performance Requirements Document)
2) the definition of the experiments  (Test Plan)
3) the conditions tested in each of the experiments  (Test Plan)
4) and the weighting of the results of the experiments (Selection Rules)
Discussions concerning these items have iterated back and forth between them for some time.  We present this material all together in a tabular format to aid in understanding the tradeoffs that must take place under the assumption of a maximum of 12 experiments, and to aid in the prioritization of the conditions for the qualification phase.  The attached spreadsheet contains a set of tables for each of the three bandwidths under test.  Material for the tables was derived from a number of sources:  
-The experiment definitions were taken from the first table located in the introduction of [1].  
-Using the second table in the introduction of [1] as a starting point, the test type for each experiment was assumed to be DCR for noise experiments and all SWB experiments, and ACR for the remainder of the experiments.
-The test conditions were taken from the EVS performance requirements document [2].  
The assumption of two CuT’s per experiment is maintained.  The number of references needed for each experiment was derived from [2].  While the references for the frame erasure cases have not yet been agreed, we used the proposal in the un-agreed tables in [2] as a starting point.
The number of MNRU’s including the direct condition is assumed to be 5 for each of the experiments.  It is also assumed that an ACR test can have a maximum of 48 conditions and a DCR test can have a maximum of 36 conditions.  Based upon these assumptions, the number of conditions available for each of the two CuT’s is set for each experiment as calculated in the spreadsheet.
For each bandwidth, the primary table in each tab enumerates the conditions that have references defined for them by the performance requirements document and that are at least under consideration for qualification phase testing.  The only exception to this is testing the combination of noisy speech with frame erasures and music with frame erasures, as it appears that the constraints on the test size may not allow this.
3 Proposal
In constructing these tables, the first observation that was made was that for many experiments choices would have to be made on what to test, as there were not enough conditions in the experiments to accommodate all the conditions that were defined by the performance requirements.  Our proposal for the prioritized list of conditions to be tested is shown in the accompanying tables and described below:  
· Experiments 1, 5 and 9:  All clean speech conditions listed as requirements in the test plan are accommodated.  
· Experiments 2, 6 and 10:  Frame erasure testing at two error rates with DTX on and off in addition to JBM testing creates significantly more conditions than available.  Our proposal for prioritizing the conditions to be tested is the following:

· to test a subset (speech) of the JBM cases only in WB 
· defer testing VBR to the selection phase as it is a recommendation
· test the various bit rates with alternating DTX on or off for WB

· test SWB only with DTX off

· not test the higher rates with frame erasures in qualification.
· Experiments 3, 7 and 11:  For the WB and SWB experiments there is room to test only one noise type if testing with both DTX on and off is included.  In addition, for WB, for two bit rates, a decision is made to test with only DTX on or off, not both.  The upper two rates are not tested in WB.  
· Experiments 4, 8 and 12:  All music experiment conditions in the test plan are accommodated.  
Of the 12 experiments, two of the NB experiments are a bit smaller.  This will likely be good for the testing phase as the first round of testing will likely take longer to work things out than the two subsequent rounds of testing.
The following table shows a list of conditions by bandwidth tested:
	BW
	# Conditions

	NB
	41

	WB
	55

	SWB
	40


4 Summary
It is proposed to use the attached tables to facilitate a discussion and agreement on some of the remaining issues that need to be closed before qualification phase testing can begin.  While the proposals in the tables are the preference of the source, we are open to modifications based on results of discussions. 
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