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A measurement of conversational AI that others will be
able to redo and challenge.

ELYSÉA measures its own layer under a protocol written before any measurement; it has decided to
publish its annotations in a public benchmark, to be built, and to open them to re-annotation: we are
looking for teams to check it or contradict it.

W H AT  I S  AT  S TA K E

— “most benchmarks do not report statistical significance of their results”; the construct validity of many benchmarks is

fragile. 1,2

— Automatic judges bias the rates without correction; recent clinical benchmarks are hard to re-annotate. 3,4

W H AT  T H E  C AM PA I G N  M A K E S  AVA I L A B L E

— Four configurations compared: model alone, simple prompt, ELYSÉA, third-party prompt; protocol written and sealed on
2026-08-28, amended, new sealing before the campaign.

— Three judges from three families, checked on held-out sets; agreement with humans measured after the pilot against the sole

founder's annotation, hence the value of independent re-annotation.

— Nine changes made after the first sealing, each awaiting its decision record; document provided on request, published with the

new sealing.

— Compared with AILuminate, K-Bench and VERA-MH: long conversations, conduct towards the person, open re-

annotation. 5,4,6

V E R I F I A B L E  T O D AY

— On request: the protocol and its commitments (hidden set, judge-human agreement, corrected rates, paired differences).

Public: the comparator at elysea.app/comparateur (illustrative data, labelled). 7,8,3,9

— What is missing: the results (published after the campaign, favourable or not); the public benchmark, decided and to be built.

— Proposed collaborations, none under way, free of charge; synthetic benchmark transcripts only; external annotation subject to
the institution's ethics framework.

N E X T  S T E P

A 45-minute exchange on the protocol; after the new sealing, a written proposal to re-annotate. Details: document
Laboratories and universities, two pages. contact@elysea.app · elysea.app
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