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1
Introduction
This input provides a suggestion on how to finalize the discussion on music and mixed material collection and selection. The sources made a corresponding input to SA4#68 [1] which triggered an offline discussion. In the current input the arguments brought forward during this offline discussion are taken into account.
2
Discussion 
We start re-using the format used during the offline discussion.

2.1 Material Collection

· Common database collected for music and mixed material Category 2) and music for mixed material Category 1). Category 1) and Category 2) defined in EVS-3 Annex A [2] 
· Contribution to the open database is open to all [proponent companies OR individual member companies (IMC)].
· Each contributor can contribute at most [2] music items for each signal class/genre defined in Section 2.3
· Each contributor can contribute at most [3] music items for mixing in the mixed material Category 2).

· Each proponent company shall provide sufficient material for mixed material Category 2), i.e., material such that 25 % of the items in each listening lab can be of Category 2) in the listening lab’s native language.
· The material collection period ends June 1, 2012.
· During the material collection period each contributing company provides their samples to an FTP site setup by the blinding entity. Each company has only access to their own material. 
· Format of the files:

· WAVE file

· at least 16kHz bandwidth, i.e., naturally expected spectrum up to at least 16kHz bandwidth shall be present

· 48kHz sampling, mono

· Signal length 8 seconds

2.1.1 Comments:
In our previous contribution we proposed to allow each proponent company to contribute with an equal share of material. However, during the offline discussion comments were received that non-proponent companies with an interest in EVS want to contribute with material as well. While the source prefers to keep the collection of material among the proponent companies an alternative is listed above to allow all IMC to participate in the material selection. The advantage with restricting the material selection is in our opinion a better control of the amount of items handled in the collection and selection. To allow for a more even distribution of material from different sources during the experiments the proposal is to restrict the number of items contributed by each party.

2.2 Material Review and Selection

· Material used during listening is selected from the common mixed and music database.

· Each experiment requires items composed as 50% music, 25% mixed material Category 2), 25% music for mixed material Category 1)

· The music material and the music material for mixed Category 1) used in a given experiment is identical between the different PCs / LLs; Mixed material Category 2) is different for different LLs

· Each item is used in only one experiment

· For the purpose of review and selection, material is made available blind via the blinding entity, i.e., the source of material cannot be identified. Some deblinding of mixed material category 2) is likely however due to language.

· Speech in all mixed material is selected to be native for the listening labs.
· The material review starts when material collection is finalized and ends June 8.
· The material review is performed by proponent companies, the material selection by the hostlab
· During review proponent companies can object to the use of selected items

· The objection shall be motivated

· The music material selected shall be equally distributed from the four signal classes/genres defined in 2.3. Apart from this the music material selection shall be random.
2.2.1 Comments

In our previous contribution we suggested the material for the different labs to be overlapping, after the comments during the offline discussion we have the impression that identical material for music and mixed Cat. 1) is considered to better achieve the goal of obtaining results that are not influenced by the material used in different labs. However, the opinion of the source is that the material for category 2) is preferably in the listening labs’ native language.
2.3 Music Item Properties

· Various music types covering a broad range from classical to pop music, vocal to instrument, and single instrument to rich orchestra and other kinds of music.

· Submission parties organize the items according to the following four signal classes/genres:
· Pop, with and/or without vocals

· Classic, with and/or without vocals

· Single instruments

· a capella vocals, solo and/or choir
· Items are representative for typical application scenarios of the EVS codec rather than critical material stressing the codec in an unnatural way.
· Thus, items that represent UE recordings are permitted.

· Level of music items should be varying with ‘natural’ limits. Details of level normalization:

· Level normalization factor derived from concatenated items to adjust to agreed RMS level

· Same factor applied to all items, with the following exceptions:

· Items that saturate: Scale item to max level that avoids saturation + safety margin

· Items that are below agreed minimum RMS: Scale item to agreed minimum RMS.
2.4 Mixed Item Properties
· Category 1) items mixed by using dedicated music material with P.800 MOS sentence pairs

· P.800 MOS sentences in native language of each listening lab

· Level variation for music items for category 1) is agreed separately.
· Speech to music ratio chosen such that the speech remains clearly intelligible

· Speech items normalized to -26dBov, speech to music ratio around 15 to 20dB

3
Proposal
The sources propose to agree on the process outlined in Section 2.1, 2.2, 2.3 and 2.4. The source proposes to insert these agreements in the EVS Permanent Document EVS-7a: Processing Test plans for qualification phase.
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