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1. Introduction
EVS performance requirements have to be finalized at this meeting in Kista. Performance Requirements should be agreed based on the same fundamental understanding in order to avoid future confliction. The source’s proposals are captured in [1], [2], and [3].

This contribution clarifies sources’ concern about calculating subjective scores of different categories or sub-categories into one averaged score.
2. Independent score calculation
As proposed in [1], [2] and [3], subjective scores should be averaged in each test category or sub-category independently in order not to be compensated from different categories.
In general, even in the “noisy speech” category, test results should be averaged on each sub-category, i.e., car noise, office noise and babble noise, in order to make sure that the subjective quality of the EVS candidate codec passes the requirement. 
If subjective scores were averaged over all categories to one single value, a candidate which has significant weakness may pass the requirement.
For example, an EVS candidate obtained good subjective score in office noise but got bad score in car noise category should not be passed the requirements. When averaged DCR scores (or whatever scores) of an EVS candidate codec are 4 on the office noise category and 2 on the car noise category, and the requirement is set to “not worse than score of 3”.
If scores are averaged independently, this EVS candidate passed the requirement set for office noise category but failed it for car noise category. On the other hand, if the scores of those two sub-categories are averaged together, this EVS candidate passes the requirement.
Therefore, the subjective scores of those two sub-categories should be averaged independently.
Similarly, subjective scores of “speech over music”, “speech between music” should be calculated independently.
3. Conclusion
This contribution clarifies sources’ concern about fundamental understanding how to calculate subjective scores in several test categories and sub-categories and proposes to calculate subjective scores independently on each sub-categories and compare the performance to target codecs on each test sub-categories.
Following fundamental conditions should be agreed before finalizing the performance requirements:

· Noisy speech category should be separated into three sub-categories: “car noise”, “office noise” and “babble noise”.
· Mixed content category should be separated into two sub-categories: “speech over music” and “speech between music”.

· Subjective scores of the test should be calculated independently in each testing sub-categories.

· Subjective scores of EVS candidates should be checked with the requirements in “clean speech”, “office noise”, “babble noise” and “car noise” independently.
· Subjective scores of EVS candidates should be checked with the requirements in “music”, “speech over music”, and “speech between music” independently.
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