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Introduction

Over the past several weeks there has been much discussion and debate over selection of samples for the three Music and Mixed-content subjective experiments (Exps.D, H, and L) to be conducted in the EVS Qualification Test. The Qualification Test Plan [1] has specified four categories of samples to be used in these tests: (a1) Artificial Mixed-content (a2) Captured Mixed-content (a2) Classical Music, (a4) Modern Music. Each of the 13 Proponent Companies (PC) has submitted samples in each category to a pool of items from which six samples from each category will be randomly selected for use in the three Music and Mixed-content subjective tests for each PC.
Some of the PCs have identified a number of samples in each category as a "cultural mismatch" for their listening population. The number of items identified as "cultural mismatch" varies widely across PCs and across categories. In the Oct.24 EVS conference call, several PCs suggested that, in the interest of fairness to all the PCs, the number of samples available for selection should be the same for all PCs and, therefore, samples should not be rejected on the basis of "cultural mismatch." The source agrees that this proposal provides a fair and more level playing field for the PCs, but it is not an optimal solution from a subjective testing perspective. If subjects encounter items within a subjective test that sound "strange" or "foreign" to them, they may base their ratings on criteria other than the rating scale being used in the experiment. This will probably be a more serious issue in an ACR test where subjects are asked to provide an Absolute rating of Quality. In a DCR test, subjects are judging the amount of degradation in a Test sample relative to the Reference sample and familiarity with the sample shouldn't be as much of an issue. The source proposes here a procedure for familiarizing subjects with the samples they will encounter in the testing session. 
Familiarization training

Section 4.6 in the Test Plan [1] describes the Experimental Procedures for each subjective test including presentation of written instructions to the subjects and running a practice block of trials (i.e., preliminary conditions) to familiarize the subjects with the rating task and expose them to the range of conditions involved in the test. For the Music and Mixed-content experiments, the source proposes that a "sample-familiarization" session is also presented to the subjects. This session should be presented immediately after the written instructions and before the practice or Preliminary block of trials. The unprocessed samples that will be involved in the preliminary and test sessions should be presented to the subjects over their headphone(s). The following instructions (or appropriate translation) should precede the sample-familiarization session:

"You will now listen to the unprocessed and unimpaired audio samples that you will encounter during the test. There are four categories of test samples and seven samples in each category. 

Category 1
a1s1.c01 - a1s2.c01 - a1s3.c01 - a1s4.c01 - a1s5.c01 - a1s6.c01 - a1s7.c01 

Category 2
a2s2.c01 - a2s2.c01 - a2s3.c01 - a2s4.c01 - a2s5.c01 - a2s6.c01 - a2s7.c01 

Category 3
a3s1.c01 - a3s2.c01 - a3s3.c01 - a3s4.c01 - a3s5.c01 - a3s6.c01 - a3s7.c01 

Category 4
a4s1.c01 - a4s2.c01 - a4s3.c01 - a4s4.c01 - a4s5.c01 - a4s6.c01 - a4s7.c01
Importance of Instructions 

A set of generalized instructions for the ACR and the DCR tests have been provided in Annex A of the Test Plan. Annex A is meant to provide a general framework for the various PCs to tailor the instructions for use in their individual listening labs. Each listening lab will likely have different methods of presenting the rating scales and collecting subjective votes so the instructions will vary, especially in the sections describing scale presentation and data recording. However, the description of the rating scale and its use and the description of the rating scale categories should be equivalent across all listening labs. In the interest of fairness, the source proposes that the PCs share their proposed instructions for the ACR and the DCR in the actual language in which they will be presented to the subjects. These instructions could be made available to all PCs for review and comment through a Sharefile folder.
References
[1]
3GPP, SA4 Tdoc AHEVS-234
EVS Permanent Document EVS-8a: Test plans for 
qualification phase including host lab specification, October, 2012.

� Alan Sharpley, Dynastat, Inc. Email: � HYPERLINK "mailto:asharpley@dynastat.com" �asharpley@dynastat.com� 





2 (2)

