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Survey on the Mean Opinion Scores on the Sound Level of Mobile
Phone Ring Tones
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Noise can be defined as any undesired or loud sound. The sound level of mobile phone ting tones could be considered
as noise if it is too loud on a specific situation. To classify a specific sound level of mobile phone ring tones as noise,
it is useful to evaluate the mean opinion scores(MOS) on sound levels under some specific situations. The paper evaluates
MOS on various sound levels (in dBA) of mobile phone ring tones, types of ring tone(bellfmelody), and

gender(malejfemale), location(streetfoffice}.
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Fig. 2. MOS Trend (Strength Mean) of Ringing Sound Level.
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