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GBI ERR IR MBS %, S LEA X
TR, B SRR RE %
h “prosody F! prosodic s&¥5 properties of speech that
cannot be derived from the segmental sequence of phonetics
underlying human utterances ”. [6]7% = (Pitch) A& n%
BEAAHOCR . B SR, X AR Z B ANE
HAE B sgm, X5 B A FR 41 S 1SR, &
Sk, EER T R IR R AL ) AR AN,
Xy FEIL . [8]

BT AN RGAEH H 2%, &40 Ik AT
A B 4 R FUWT B R P I AN B8 A B ) £ B o8 R RS
o FTCL, X ANEWr R fE A H BT B TR OB
FHE T A NS E P E TS H At R g0
SRR TS 22 0 W 7 RS 7R . — MR i it 2k FO LU 2%
AL, WA S O - A ORI & e,
. Bk ML K ERB 5. X LERATEIBOA N 2 RE
S5 Ml BRI )0 B PR 22 SR, B AR TR R BE 5 A
FVBAS BT TE L2 1 TR 43 1 9 A0 P A7 20 T 3X A )
RUPEIFAL, Ut BH -t i L I B AT U . RS
IR M T DT IR A R LA T ) e AR ARy
fik
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2. VBTSN FO KR A &L B -
FEE B

YPEM FO YoM E 80-200Hz; Lk ) i [ 77
180-400 Hz, & R4 5 3-6 WSR2, Yl L IL45
SETAFAER B R BN KL W8] T IfI 41 2535
WFFT RS FO XAV 48l Lo - 75 27 FRLAVT

ek (Hz): BRRMENAAT RSN AL Hz jE 8Pk %)
JE, T FRATT6 T 7 R RS L 1

% (semitone) & —F R BEHT AT . EKEH Hz %
718 R FE A 3 30 5 A J5 e 4t e s b O o AR AR,
W — MRS Ky 12 NS, R R
AP E A AR . AR OCR N

St=12*log2* (FO/Fref), ', Stj&}-¥{H, FO &
A Hz Ay A7 (RSB ME, Fref J2 L Hz J S [ 5 % 0k
B MIXANA AT H, Hz S 34 5 2
PAEZ A et A e, AL 1 s AR g rE A 4

EL5E (Bark) & S0E0A5 20 RS AN &, W g5
W 75 e R e K 9 A A 9 e PR A B o SRl M
REA T S IR 1 D) 28 850 — Ay A R R TR T, IR 40X
< R R W S A R o I S A A Y B B
(Bark), 1Bark=— I S5y 56 8 o X ANRE I A2 9 1
AT I BE K, BarkiT A FX4CR, S00HzPA T, &
T HATE) G, 6 e A AR H , X I Bark
HHz R RITEECR, W 2. Hz'5 a0 A i
5 (Bark) FIXTR IR N Fpan = 7 In (FO/650 +sqr (1
+ (F0/650)2)).

B2 (MeD I SLI0AF 20 Hz S5%n 4l

T AR A . AR T2 0 BEAH 2 VA Mt Ut e —
LG E R BRI, R T M
R e A R R 2 AR AR . 18] 3 7R A Mel

A AT [R5 5 DA Hz oA 7 Sl (R 2 R R DG 3R o
JE4% 40 77+ 1000 Hz 415 (¥ s bl SR 1000 6. —A
SRR 75 5 WK 2 40 J7 1000 HZ 21353 & (K i s
BT Rt 2000 3. 500 S5 S 1000 35 F M —
o KT 500Hz I, BLSE N BAAL & Al LA HZ A 5
(g 2 TR SR G &R, HE, & T 500 Hz I, 32
(KT E BT/ T Hz MR, 00 31— e
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WK e B 16KHz 1N, & i LT 3400 S/ Aq .

Hz 5 BN 208 = 882 A 3K Fye= 550 In (1
+F0/550).

ERB(equivalent rectangular bandwidth)$i45 1] J7 i [7]
Bark, {HjM: s FHHTEHET “notch” B TSN,

K1, 50-500Hz yulH B, Hz 53N R
B g Canel)
I

B3, Mel 55 Hz 2 I8) 18 mxt o &

3. BISLERFIANA

Ladd &Hi[3], #I(pitch range) & 48 mA b i
i 0 PR SR I B B 2 R PR B0 22, BV 7 2 [R] PR A3 AR
ALYE e g5 4, (voice range) . 5 =176 7% [ Ladd
Uik Pitch Range, W K& m BRI, —A =2
BT level, 53—/ & R ARG VEH] span. & miZK
Tt te— A B ERY (key) {H; B (span)
TRV AR A A1), FEA PO e AR A e /ME TR (¥ R
B WU OB 7 2 i R T IR ARSI, A A
LI R AN T EVE L A AR A R B E Y, 45
IR S5 tAA .

A.C.M. Rietveld I C. Gussenhoven[1] HiTil5Z
FFIWTAAE AN AR FEAN R — X S R R, 24 FO 1Y
B A ] Hz 3275, FIWTI A1 & T semitone, IX
A5S-S5 psycho-acoustic AH1F

D.J. Hermes 5 J.C. van Geste[2], NIik5ZiR& 144
G BOR R, RS S E S S SRR T
fic, 5K ERB-rate scale bt Hz Y semitone #RELT

Francis Nolan[4]5uiX A i) SO D& E AT T 5556, b
YA A DT PR 605 SI2 By = S 0 g 460 28 17 oy S R AT 40
AR HEA R BRI (melodic) BEATREGN. fhfd
T MR SRR T, Re R NG AN RPN
T i (pitch equivalence). T JCHAE — LEAEARE
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7. noteh (K155 /)N B A A5 7 U RV R AR B2 52 00, A1 i A0
I RMEKER, 500Hz LA T HE S H A, Wik 4
7R . Hz % ERB [0 : Ferb=11.17 In ((FO + 312)
/ (FO + 14680)) + 43,
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& 4, 50-500Hz 35 [ H. Hz 5 ERB ()% MY 5% &

o ARG IR R A QU R SRS X SRR R
TSR AZARBETWT BT8P o A2 BB 5 357 I 35 1R v
[ pitch span S8, WA 225 BB TE - FERR IR P I8
(tessitura). SR 5 VF A2 18 & FIRERR B & 1) 2 e
MRS, 43 AN [R) 1 B SRV AR ZE I KD, AL
23 semitones, 5 mel, E27C Bark UL Az ERB-rate 7.
G a5 ORI, LA A B K D22 A
BEW S, MR E B AT 2 7 AR B2 1R R i
ey S 2 A OGS S AR B R 2 B
FLRJE ERB. SERULHIRIEL (SO BidEirxi %l (ERB)
(1) B B 8 do eF M TR AT

Rolf Carlson, Kjell Elenius L& Marc Swert[7], 7l
55 X it ST (¥ v B AT T s 3 . R A
My R 3 v AR AV TR O FO B v A il 4 1
25%-75% M s I RIEE RS, FO THEN 50%% M M{E . &l Sa
H1 Sb 40l FO R Hz {HANE3 St /5311 498 4 K+
NI A E B S b s B S B, WS R R, R
RS, R AN SR A 5 ST, R Ui
ARG 5 R TG OG, TR AIAR2Z Hz by 8dr, sl
{H5 55 S AR DCHEAR Ko BT LALETE I b A
P St af LA IEAS

Fant %5t 71305 99 41 (1 78 U e BERE 7 vh A8 A 1
NWFFCAL, DAL BRI A S, AN o A
PR RN S e T AN BRI FLS B T A4 P34 48 [ 5]
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5-a, FO SR Hz IN A5 35 e BB (20 A1 [ 7]
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DUE TR IR & B K& MR 20 A

AT b THT PR 0 S0 S R 0 9 B LR 5
AT, G TIOE . BIEATILE BUE BB AT
FUH VA S B ERB IR B A LA By o A
XPALGEN) 5 LA AT T8 uEL10] .

BATH BT B o0 B 53, 0 DOE S s 1A
CASS—EMC 1 & f¥ R iEEAT T 20 #7, CASS-EMC 2
oI A S R 2 B T T TV T O A A R R
9], FLEAIEFH. FAESFERY 6 MhiAE,
1545702 i (scorn) 155 2% (happiness). ‘F#1A (fear). ¥
il (sadness). 4= (anger). PR (disgust), k1 T X LE I x4l
THIRE (neutraD. tbAh, EHFRWH 3 K. K&

4.

FO{Semitone]

m o 0 o 0 o
¥
a K‘ 1

Speakers (N=488)

P 5-b, FO SR Hz W &35 A 15 e R R4 A [ 7]

K P AT BEPEI 4% BN [ 1 IR S ge i), 18] 6-a 2
KN MengY [MFTA FO [ BABVRAAR A i 2k, &
6b—f 4 5 P ECIR A T FO 1) BRI S3A H £6

B 7a 1B Th 23 il 2 R i AMengY (1) BT 25%,
50%, 75% % N IFIFOHZ 5 St . IRA “Al1” JZEFTHFO
Gk, R T R NELIE RO . FRZEH
PR ANAEIX3 s BB “ &3 (75%-25%), W LA

FIPIAL A E N IAY & 73 7 72 101-149Hz, 141-205Hz,
LEER PR AR R 25 0] 23 I FH 2248 F164Hz, B AE R He A 1) 25 LA
ST (100Hz ZF4i#) A BNz, 435720, 17-6. 9St, 5. 9-
12. 4St, HZE6. THI6. 40, dEdiHa. XU WIH-&
TIFFUEF AR A 0 T DA 4 S o 2 TR ) 5 )

NATNE G, 3 55 1 Zeo BATIPIAL T K N MengY
A ZWK AR TE R FO BEAT 2047
Hz MengY ZWK ST MengY ZWK
25% 101 141 25% 0.172264 | 5.948342
50% 121 161 50% 3.300085 | 8.244728
75% 149 205 75% 6.903748 | 12.42749
75%—25% 48 64 0.5 6.731484 | 6.479145

[ 8a Fl 8b 43 5l & ¥4 M AR e 5 1L SR R A B FO
e R AMIG A BA R FO 381 . AT AR, PRI & A
H i AR FLZ AL, 5 R A ARG KA (R
AR > e > (ENIANAEA) o HEPIA K & AT
AN, Meng [% ST FO AT 728, Zwk
RS BT FO AR B 35 22 55 MengY MO A
HAE I 5 b e s ARSI LG Zwk PmE K. BT, AT
e b P NARHT 475 IR A SR A — € i) 22 01 o
MR NI EIE R, PIN RS N 20, MY B
FBMRAK YK 2. Happy) Angry) Neutra) fear) Sad; ZWK
e BRI JE: Angry) Happy) Neutral) fear) Sad.
MR ENE LB, B RE NRAZN, HEmE
k. Angry=Happy=4.9, Sad=Neutral=fear=4. MK

AVA
[A] 7N —3

AVA
[A] 7N —3
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wNEE FRE, WS ANTZEN, MY HSBEMR IR
Py JZWK FH i E)
G XL : Happy) Angry) fear) Neutral) Sad. MK
BNEEARIEEE, WA S ATZEN, MY ST
Kk FE: Sad) Angry) Happy) Neutral) fear; ZWK Hi/&
FIMEAK K. Sad) Neutral) Angry) fear) Happy.

Fear) Happy) Neutral) Angry) Sad;

5. &

45* o mTﬁHU?@ﬂ“lnﬁ@TnEP%TFO LJ‘IE
HH OG5 1) 5% b 600 2 6 Tze&ftﬂl’:.ml}ﬂﬁﬂnqjﬁ?l&ﬁ
FH S8 PR IR 5 BARE O X HOC R W1 . ERBSE J4
ST
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The Psycho-acoustic Units for Intonation Study

Aijun LI

Institute of Linguistics, CASS

ABSTRACT : This paper describes the current research on
what unit that we should use in intonation research. Analysis
is made for different units: Hz and other psycho-acoustic
correlated units such as Semitone, Mel, Bark and ERB. And

the result tells that semitone is the best for intonation
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analysis. The paper also analyzes the FO for several basic
emotional speeches as demonstration.
Keywords: intonation, pitch, FO, semitone, psycho-acoustic

unit



