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Abstract

Inrecentyears, telecom and internet fraud cases have shown a high incidence trend, where voiceprint
identification plays a crucial role in solving such cases. Given the frequent occurrence of artificial
voice impersonation in modern telecom fraud and considering the requirement for daily mask-
wearing during COVID-19 prevention measures, this study focuses on two common voice imper-
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sonation methods—nose-pinch impersonation and mask-wearing impersonation—found in real-
life cases. By combining auditory analysis with spectral graph analysis, and integrating quantitative
results, we employ pairwise t-test to investigate typical acoustic features reflecting speaker stabil-
ity in these variants. This research provides practical references for voice recognition technology
applications and offers a novel approach for solving voice variation cases in police investigations.
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1. 5]

FESUE B BARTEM A B b 1) 2 N R ERME FREURGEEHARNEFERRES S,
R RPN EOE TAERF N AEARRIZ —, HEGESMNIA SRR — EXNREREAR
AW 5 R IR, IAAE HE AR A % & AR BOR W 2 AW % S5 5g i, X 807 ek
2 1) B UM B SR BOR AR a HE,  TBEE BHE BRI R J&, P SOR A AR ALE T 3 S a7
AT AR P AT R E R E R H 2 R, AT, ASURBITER R A s, X T4 0gE . 4
PARMBFNE T, R 72 ERENEN. QN5 2, 1A T A & S0 N & U 1 =20
AR, WA FE AR NER SN ENGEER, A GEReIRIR AWk 35 R R 2= 0 i,
HEBFR I 1R P S8 58 HOR 7] 35 5 1 — J2 7K T R SR AT 5T

20 2 40 FARHINA, 1B EACK B, BT SUS E R MBE S & 1 TR R Rk . i AE L
RSB % A )3 SRR (Potter) 5 N TT AR FE R FH A AR TG & [ 1] [E S D635 & A 78 i
HIGET AT 47, — PR FR M E T 508 BT R I H R A R RS 0. 20 tH2d 70 4E4X, A4
FEAE X Oy 38 E NN TR 7T . B N A U E BRI AR DR M, (FREIX — 4, & Al
AT RN R R 4348 O AE BN LA R Z W R EE S sL i = h it T . fERE, T FaExmarsety
RHAT T Z WS, G5O AR R 800 T W bRk e, A 8inf Ml — SRR AR & . F1E 1995 4,
I HRENZTRFEREAR PO TIER . 25 TP 2 NGRS RS 5 S IR ST 7 R 80 e I /e
[2]: 1E 2010 4F, oENRA 2 KEMERAEFH VS-99 1835 TAF w12 BAE 35 1 55 24 Sk T 1 2 dr A
YH[3]; 7E 2011 4, F9eR, 9 H & W L = AR S e F iR & R AT B SE SR E IR 9T (4] 78
2016 4F, #T7. WK 5KE =N A BORBER R R ILRHAT 7 — & R B H[5]; £ 2018 4F,
TEE RS 2R R B AR R I RFAE S 1 07T T — ARG [6]s 75 2018 4F, HEARA %
REHIBRAEGR . 8 PR = NSRS 8 IR0 1 & R I SE BT 0T 5E[7]: 7E 2019 4F, [ Jh) s a2
SRR . FAL AR 2 53 75 SO 30 SR kAT TR A GN[8]: 7E 2020 4F, E ARAZKZEMNE
FET W 5 Ty = A S0 AR AE 9 48 J0 97407 A BGE ot A2 22 w9 SR MR R AT T UF L [9] 7 2021 4E,
TG K2R G 5 1 P g2 22 e (R R 28 A VB T8 5 2235 R0 0 10 3% SR AT TRFFR[10]; 7
2022 4, RS EBE IR A SR I T I DL IR B B A M T 5 H SRS BE AR Bk
1T TR UEEA[ 1],

il

DOI: 10.12677/csa.2025.158212 217 THEYLRE 5 N


https://doi.org/10.12677/csa.2025.158212
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

KNG, HE

SR BIRFH R S e ROR R SEIT IR T 2T, EIRAR 2 W FOAR S T HEAT (0, 1 AT B
REEL X FAFRBBERRES T, AEMER RS S B AR AR S AR, 5 SXH LU
SE EE R AT 2500, H T IR IR ERA AR E) R G T SUESE . AR RS 24 1l R P 4 VR g R R
PrifE s, & BENAE S IEERIT BRI AAT Y, R 02 A RS TR A SURFE ) A2 1
TEOL, PRFRIFPIAG X LR (] 75 S8 58 7 AR KA RIS o AR SCSIEG DA — 48 H A 3 v (0 SEBn SR L
R A e A S O 2R 5 N 1 RO 2RV 5 P N 9 5 D 2 10 75 SO0 BARBI TR R, SR AW 5t 23 A A
TEE E AT A R AT AR S SIS, SR TR BRI A S0 T iE AR, FIRN, S5 E R
Bréati R, 3z F oS EEAL T AR 987 200 PR 2S5 8 3 v AR 3 AN AS B R i M ) — 2 S R ) 7 S R AT
WETE T AU FURTE B R BOR I SCILS B SR T — € ISR RAE MBI, JF HON AR 2 S
R S R O R R R A U S A B SR O T AR AR R R A

2. HHXHE®
2.1. FEEERBE S

P ORI SCH AR, 7RI 5 24 S 2 SO AT T o 1T PR S BN ] 32 5 s L
MNIZ T HREUN AR, TSR S0 5 R — R A R GRR K A& 8E &5 S EE,
MU 5 A A 1

FOCEERR IR A5 A 2 5 & A R AR RN, B A R e, KA A il E L i
PR B 2 A BB A D S R ok, IF B HBEREAT 0 b, B A IS E Rk 5 e N B SN
EEREA R A ST E T PIR TS, R AR T A SCR R &R S TE 5 A SRR IR B 45 G755
LW, I3 HiEE R 5EEHA T E R GE 4R,

22. EYEERNIER

R FEME S FRESIE S, AU ERARERRAGER SRR, DU IR RS e . 3T
R, B P EDE RS AR B IR e J UL R S B4 1R B, 38 I R St P 25 R - AR R R R SR AF
B AR BN EATIE R SRR SR BT, Bt AR IR RE LB I 1 OR B2 1) 535 R
HIRT LR R, BER R ABIR R 50, FACE e BRI dREE, it ia U RREARS
A a5 7 TR IR A ORI

2.3. B HTRE4FE

EE IR N AR S BRI . R SRR TE DS ST R R AE 1B A ) B AR 2 IE S
BRI T AR R, B [EAES N F A Sh— T B AL —FE . T AR R BRI = A EE T
IREER, M T EEREREGER . RAMERITER R OLE51E, BSEENERSE. EHNARE
DL B AR A 2240 TEGRRE, s, s RS e H e B R R A iR,

2.4. IBEWIEES

B EGE ST Mg, I ARRZ MW, ARG — Wi FFT (e B m-Ax ), i Bk

AR ¥ P AE F R S S FoN RS S, TR — Mol B AR e DL S ROARAE 5 O 1)) 7E B (] e S

ERNFTE R FEE K FURE SR, TR IE IR, SNV 5 ES MR & LK
G (ARXMWEHER TESENBYEE ERER. AITA T ¥ —ME 5 RN RE G S EME S &
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FRER, EERHESHEER ARG R, X2 IEERNAR.
2.5. IBEEHAEFIFHE
2.5.1. BHCEEBI4FE

WMRBATE —BOBERMN—BE RS, WaESEFEDH, BMEANRKAFAN R —BREER
FA, B3N ERNONKEEEEFEEZERT . XEWESMNAELRFN, STHEMSEFS, HiF
SRR R R R SRR . AT ARG THF RSN, X BIEA ARG 808 AR 58 1 J LA
JiORRME, SRS AE SRR IE] . BT FEETE S S R Hu) BLE 1 8] B Lh A1
X = AN T I A R R BRI AT, RATRERETE — E R LR N Hh B R AN 42 15 IR
HR ) B A .

2.5.2. ESRHE

FIR ) RAES J PN R RS — . RSO A, BHJE TR ME R E R A
%2, Hrp, ABEEESTER . FER RN, i, Btk RS A B 2R, M
BB R G K, S T, fERRIRGUAS R FFE AT R i, e, OHER KBS, O
BEWERIEER . L4— DAL T G BRSCFHFERFMOERER, HEMESH AR, ik, &
HiRIEAEE . AP R SUBRR R,

2.5.3. HARIESAZFFE

FEHRUG AL FE 705 B 2 P RS AR X SR R (R T IX R, T S PR VAT 2R BT 48 (1) 2 S P 065 B8 A7t 1)
AT IR E T E TSRS, 8 R PR 0 (1 TE R TR AR B, B O 2Rk S R LRI AR
i3 praat X — T, RERSRERAMTTEL LRGSR F1. F2. F3 Al F4 (80 . SLHRIGITZ BT B A R0
ke MR 2 e, XA e B AE 78 24 A A — IR bR, HEERCN T 52 [F— 985 .

3. SEI§
3.1. SCIRIRIR

B KR LN LSA-ANOO S5 8%, KFEMIZR 48,000 Hz, S mp3. HE b7 %% NFET Win-
dow10 Tl 64 ALITHE L. 2 ThRETE S 5 TP Praat, JRASS v6.2.0.4. Bl THE# 4 H WPS office
MM TR, RAS 2023 FFHH(14,036). HHELL, SRR IF B8 TR S ARHER Bk & A,
EREYIN 2124 A%, FEARTR T DS AR R R S S8, BARTE S 1,

Table 1. Basic information of five speakers

1. AR FEANEKIFR

i 5 REN 1 51 R A= b
1 Hi 5 22 o
2 Z 5% 21 T {5
3 ] % 24 WL A M
4 T 5 22 B 78 ik
5 13 5 23 T A
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KE R BATHEN T KENMEIEFE RS BT ULBDBERX=MRETRE, =R 2iE
JolgR,  HANG AR ] A R P s [A]) P A e SRR S AR i, BRCREE I, IR =R I
HZR R NI S22 50 MRS D BE B4R HIE 5~10 JEORZAEA, YIS [ F) R 2 PR A Bl 0% 75 18] ki — 43
B, SRR E MR RS, AR = BMIES RN, — 8RR R AR 7
RS F I T RIN IR E, ETIMRR, IR AR AT &S 5 .

3.2. SCEG R HR

3.2.1. Tt

EES RS, Uil o — R EE AR k. H o H PR ES S A, W R
HILRAE SR AR FEARE S MR, 3 2 AT RS e i . A SEMIME ST — A B 2 AL,
Fen Az AR S I sh A S S, JEH, ANEX A& B ROREIT M HEE 1. RO ANEXEAR
[P A6 1) 75 2 AT — A AF L PR e B S L, 0 8 Al A R e 55 () 75 5 A0 e I 0 HR e F0 . BITRA, 1R S
WA, W AN BTG A TR R AT T G S ) ARy

EIEFRE RS, RS ANEE AR F S, i P, @ik S b, EEIE
wHAY . SIEEREMEEFEAS NS, K& AEELETIRRE T RE, SHIHEHEKN &S,
AR RBCNU, B B RS BAS, BB, S MAE. 5IEW RS ESE
ST R, RSV E IR RS — &, e EEATEM A, P R 2 LR R
=R AR B RS SRR, IR IR R R a5

3.2.2. IBiEE S

TETE R AT, AT DOKHE 5 RRAE R A A B e, JF HoaT DULFE — @ R R I ok . F 20
CHEMIER RS BETRE . BMORREERVEMETESE FARRKMZER. EE-Gb, TElE
2RI s 2k LRI R, A AR B a5 (e 2k e R B ok . s 1~3 FoR, R E AH
FAE =P FPRES N RS B EFEA . WK 4~6 FoR, AR ENCEAE ZMARFEIRS PR EHESE A
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Figure 1. Pronunciation by speaker A pinching his nose the waveform diagram and the broadband speech spectrum diagram

1. X8 NBRIEB TR MR ESREHIELE
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Figure 2. Pronunciation of speaker A wearing a mask the waveform diagram and the broadband speech spectrum diagram
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Figure 3. Waveform and broadband speech spectrum of normal pronunciation of speaker A
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Figure 4. Pronunciation by speaker B pinching his nose the waveform diagram and the broadband speech spectrum diagram

4. REANCREB TR BRI ESEHIEEE
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Figure 5. Pronunciation of speaker B wearing a mask the waveform diagram and the broadband speech spectrum diagram

5. KB ANCRBOER FHRTE SR HIEEE
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Figure 6. Waveform and broadband speech spectrum of normal pronunciation of speaker B

B 6. REANCKEBR SR ESETEELE

s 1-3 WPIEE RS, 1IEW RS AT RS MBI A IEX =MAFEPRES T RS RIS S A,
CEATBETE B Z AR B BN R M ZE 7 ml e AR 8 IR TR R AR il 5 O 1 B 2k R B AR R AR
w, FEIEFRES TR E G BOE K S BRI, MR R IRE T R & N5 E B K
B RN AR B R B 5 IR R H X B 1A,

E 4~6 [ EIE EITh H RPN, IERORE . AT R M B X = MO FEPRES T R
MIEEREA, EATRE RAE S UL/ Z (B AR B I 22 5% 1

e 1~3 [ T8RN B P A R, IEWARE . AT RE M SR FR=AAFERES T RE
MBS A, ENTRSEIAE S DL R N Z R 22 52 M LEA/ N, ANAFAE W] S (R 22 57 R

W 4~6 BDEA IS AP IOIHRIENTR, IEW AT SARH BRE T EFEEEAR, etk
WAL 7] bR R S, T SRR A IR N A B IR S AR N IRIEE S A E B E N ESR,
AT RENESEHAR, ERIRIERILH AT R EES
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3.23. EENHR

EREERI ORI R R TR AENARERA BT, AR E NF RS SR IR R & K
FoAt P AORAS N R T A B S AT & BN R ELT o 38 B ML i M Praat, XF8EMRFEAIK)
LA G RAT ) 0 ARSI, SN W E A L BOE PR RoR, MM HREUH 3NN F 35 19 R 3558
SAIILIRIE AR S5, FE RO ez B TS 7L T g5 04T .

1) FHRK

BRI RS R K, EREEER ST AT AR EEN S AT
TEIEHEIRA B R UL AAEPIRRRERRAS N R & 78 A8 3 (K3 1 I KR AR E W B0 22 S it T Pl 5 4
Wi, BT AR BN RS R EE RS DL R RS T R 178 5 2 1 T B K AT T
BHEE, I HIETHEE R T HI 0 ShadEE SRS R, BRABARENINE 2. £ 3 PR,

Table 2. Comparison of syllable duration of three pronunciation modes of speaker A (ms)

* 2. RFEANBRR=MELEANIESTHETIKEEI R (ms)

N EWRE a7 RE WK E BN P22
shi 159.5 143.6 145.6 149.6 7.1
ji 130.2 170.5 164.4 155.0 17.7

kuai 129.6 215.8 198.2 181.2 37.2
le 88.3 235.4 149.5 157.7 60.3

xing 213.2 206.3 173.3 197.6 17.4
fu 129.0 167.9 179.7 158.9 21.7
de 172.1 243.0 244.9 220.0 33.9

YA 146.0 197.5 179.4 21.3

FrifEZE 36.9 347 31.5 24.4

Table 3. Comparison of syllable duration of three pronunciation modes of speaker B (ms)

® 3. REANCR =ML EARNIESTHETIKEEI R (ms)

il EHRE & RE BHERE B)ME i
shi 137.2 182.4 175.2 164.9 19.8
ji 141.1 202.5 163.6 169.1 25.4

kuai 163.5 298.9 271.4 244.6 58.4
le 254.1 338.7 283.7 292.2 35.1

xing 141.8 2533 163.3 186.1 48.3
fu 267.6 204.2 267.0 246.3 29.7
de 210.5 2315 2573 233.1 19.1

AL 188.0 244.5 225.9 23.5

FrifEZ 51.7 525 51.3 43.8
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RENEAFPRE T R F & A 0, W 2, 323 B BT B K. fF Bk =
FAFEPIRE IR E 2, A AR E NE =R PR T A& 77 U0 A — &1 A B NI AR
DX RNA

M 20 323 R FTAR RS B 1 I bR AEZE BT AT A5 Y, BB, S4B i a2 18] (1
FI KR, Hh 2k E AR KR L 2 P “le” , BN KARHEZERZ 60.3 ms; 2K
H 7 N 2 WP “shi” , ERIRKARHEZE R 7.1 ms. R 2. 4 3 B Bl By At i
P25 R A BRI PR RRCIR S N AR iR S A T IEW A M S, AR WIS BRI 5
AR — R LI ZES

N YRR BT RE B B BPIRES T AN S I AN 548 IR % R & HPRES T 3AF T I
FETAFAE 52 (022 5 AT 0 M P, 25 BE BIRE AR/, T IHPREIE F oS B T AR 36 i) 7 kxR A “
PPRAR AR X -SRI KBTS 5200, A5 BRI PEIITR & 40 45 s

Table 4. Analysis results of t-test on syllable duration pairing of speaker A
F 4. REANPERNSTHRHCET ¢ I D ITER

fic ot 2 5 I A FrifE 2= T EME P
IERRE 146.0 36.9

1 51.5 0.026
HEFRE 197.5 34.7
IE¥RE 146.0 36.9

2 33.4 0.045
WIB R 179.4 31.5

BAEE] 95%, a=0.05, P<0.05,

Table 5. Analysis results of t-test on syllable duration pairing of speaker B
F 5. REANCENETHRHKCERT « I ISR

T 4 T SEME brUEZ T EME P
E g 188.0 51.7

1 56.5 0.031
HETRE 244.5 52.5
EwEE 188.0 51.7

2 38.0 0.013
I BRY 225.9 51.3

BE20E] 95%, a=0.05, P<0.05,

WEL AT LLER T AT 0 M 45 SR v AR 3, & BE A 95%, W a = 0.05 I, T k& AH
H5 R E FIERASE RSO LR T A6 WS MR P EY/N T 0.05, XERTCABLE, Wi EET
5] 95%, BIIEH K& MPEAREHOIRES MR E & W KAERE R ENZE R,

2) FHIER

B AR I RE R, F8 IR E LA [ P Jd i e T 75 U AR AR 7 1Al (K B T AR PR 3 R e, SO
PR N T HEIEE RS T A& LA AE B AR RRAS T R B 178 308 5 1R~ 3538 5K P 75 A7 7E B
T2 AT SR, BT RS NS C R IE R RS DR ERIR S N R B A R IE ST
FAE T P E EAEAT TR S S, FE AR T HE S ESR SR, B EdE
mk 6. £ 7 Fim.
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Table 6. Average sound intensity comparison of three pronunciation modes of speaker A (dB)

6. REANRR=MEETHNIEZTHFHIFRBLEITR(IB)

el B R PRETRE W R ¥iMa Pt
shi 82.8 82.3 82.6 82.6 0.2
ji 79.5 78.6 79.6 79.2 0.4
kuai 82.3 76.9 77.3 78.8 2.5
le 83.5 82.0 83.9 83.1 0.8
Xing 79.2 78.1 79.0 78.8 0.5
fu 80.6 74.5 76.4 77.2 25
de 81.9 73.3 76.3 772 3.6
¥I1E 81.4 78.0 79.3 1.4
FrifEZE 1.5 3.2 2.8 22

Table 7. Average sound intensity comparison of three pronunciation modes of speaker B (dB)

T EEANCE=MAEHFNBESHNEFELXTFR(AB)

B EWRE HBETRE WL E 431 i)
shi 80.5 79.6 81.7 80.6 0.9
ji 81.2 78.6 80.3 80.0 1.1

kuai 78.5 77.4 81.7 79.2 1.8
le 81.2 82.2 81.8 81.7 0.4

xing 78.9 77.6 80.3 78.9 1.1
fu 79.7 75.4 80.0 78.4 2.1
de 81.4 72.0 82.1 78.5 4.6

¥ 80.2 71.5 81.1 1.5

i 1.1 3.0 0.8 1.1

CENEAFPRE T RSB 23T EF WP F A W, W& 6. &7 PRsds Bl LI, fE%
MR AT F AT A T AN, 2257 RE BEAE A5 10 10 3 S e 22 K/ A P SR

KENFRAELFRE T RENIEEREA, HEAAEIFEEROREZERN 1.5 dB; A TN
WETREFRREETHA, HPA T T8 R AR HEZE N 3.2 dB; R SBAPIRES T R F IR EFEA,
FLERA TR B s AR HE 2y 2.8 dB. R AN CRAEIEFIRE A B A, JLRAE TP
BEom bR EZ N 1.1 dB; AR A THPIRE TR ERIE A, HEBA ST &R ibrdE 2z 3.0
dB; FEM KPR N AFIIEEFEA, HEANEIH T E RARHEZE D 0.8 dB. &N & 11 & IRAR
AR B B ESR.

N YRR BT RE B B BPIRES T BN 1 P 2 3 R S AR IR R R RS T SN E T
ST BT AT AE S AT o TR, B RS BIREA BN, N IR o UL T A6 1 5 VR
A “RMPRIR AR IZ-EAF T P& st T gt 5 04T, /5 BRI PRI TR 8. & 9 f
N
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Table 8. Analysis results of t-test on average sound intensity pairing of speaker A

8. AEARRTHTRECRT t RIEDITER

FC X g = i FHME FrifEZ FEMEZEA P
W R E 81.4 1.5
1 R 34 0.015
HETRE 78.0 3.2
IR E 81.4 1.5
2 X 2.1 0.042
BB EH 79.3 2.8
BA5250 95%, a=0.05, P<0.05.
Table 9. Analysis results of t-test on average sound intensity pairing of speaker B
9. ABANCENTHFREI t BIG D HLER
BLX 2 5 T FHME i FRMEZEA P
IEH K& 80.2 1.1
. . 2.7 0.042
AT RE 77.5 3.0
E¥ERE 80.2 1.1
2 . 0.9 0.048
W B EH 81.1 0.8

BE20E] 95%, a=0.05, P<0.05,

ML HOS HLAL T KL IR K70 4 R T AR 2], 3 BAEAEN 95%, W o = 0.05 Ml i, T A& AR
R R B BAAS T TP 5 R O EUB T R 56  25 E R P B/ T 0.05, IXEW AU, e E
F A 1A] 95%, BV R R R AIRE AR 25 TR 5 35 IR BN 55 0 101 22 35 oA AR 7 i B N 22 57

3) “FIHEH

FEATR AR NAER T I ARSI AR, EMREAELERDN DI — B REENSH. iR

HEA, RO, REEDGE S 118 XN EE S5

T RAEIEHARZS T A E DL AR PRI IR A T A (28 57 1 355 F) 1 2 A 7 A A8 W) S ) 22 S
ATVPAS S AT, TN A AR RS LRI IR R & LR MRS O ES T A B A IR & A& T
SRR REAT TR S S0, JF I EAAR] T HSME SRS R, BB 10, &

11 Fis.

Table 10. Average fundamental frequency comparison table of three pronunciation modes of speaker A (Hz)

#10. REABRR=MELEANIEZTH TR Hz)

=Rt 1EH R & PEFRE WK E HE i
shi 102.5 94.5 105.6 100.9 4.7
ji 103.4 110.5 110.4 108.1 3.3

kuai 111.7 99.6 119.7 110.3 8.3
le 119.6 116.7 99.2 111.8 9.0

xing 105.0 101.4 89.5 98.6 6.6
fu 93.9 91.1 166.0 117.0 34.7
de 169.1 177.0 113.8 153.3 28.1

BTN 115.0 113.0 114.9 0.9

PR 2 233 27.4 22.8 17.0
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Table 11. Average fundamental frequency comparison table of three pronunciation modes of speaker B (Hz)

F 1. REACRK=ZMEEANBZHTHESIEL R (Hz)

T B R HBETRE ANy Sl IE] bRt 22
shi 96.7 97.9 1125 102.4 7.2
ji 105.3 103.7 111.6 106.9 3.4
kuai 176.4 184.8 103.4 154.9 36.6
le 172.5 105.5 107.0 1283 31.2
xing 112.0 103.8 116.7 110.8 5.3
fu 92.1 95.1 98.6 95.3 2.7
de 134.8 128.7 143.8 135.8 6.2
BiE 127.1 117.1 113.4 5.8
FrifEZE 32.5 29.4 13.6 19.7

X104 211 R G R AT b, ANFEE PR A . X5 FWRAEEAR, BN
DORAEF RIS, 10 R 0 A SRR S A RS PR R, F A AR, R
PR A T AN A (ERE S B T S I S B AR T BT R AR — B . i AN I 2
BKF AT DRI AN B 31 20K, I B =Moks 7 SIS i & A JEAZE 55 AN K

N TR TR E T B AR TR BN 5 T P g B 5 A8 1R A RS TR A
SRR AFAE R E W 2 R AT A T, BB BIREAERUN, RIS BN FEER T ARG 7 0
A “RMPRIR AR IZ-EAF T P AT ge i 5 04T, A5 BRI PAEIR R 12, 3K 13
PR o

Table 12. Analysis results of t-test on average fundamental frequency pairing of speaker A

12, X AREHFHESAEXT ¢ 1016 SR

[IRRSE TR i FHME PRk 2= FHE ZEE P
1B K5 115.0 23.3
1 2.1 0.243
HETFRE 113.0 27.4
EwRE 115.0 23.3
2 0.1 0.496
BOERE 114.9 22.8

BAEZ 95%, a=0.05, P<0.05,

Table 13. Analysis results of t-test on average fundamental frequency pairing of speaker B

13, KEACRKB TSR ¢ 1IN TEER

it o 2 5 T A FrifE 2= T EME P
IE¥ERE 127.1 32.5
1 10.0 0.171
HETFRE 117.1 29.4
IE¥RE 127.1 32.5
2 13.7 0.189
WO E R 1134 13.6

BAE28] 95%, a=0.05, P<0.05,
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MG RS LR T A5 1) 7 i 45 R nT UG 31, & BAS A 95%, W o = 0.05 i ik, BT R&EANH
H5 O HERE FIRAE TP A L T A6 W35 W% P B KT 0.05, IXfE AT DLUEHT, Joidiis
JEEAS AR 95%, B IEH KRB MR AR BRI T R AN S TP A R E N ER .

4) LIRESH

LR UGS FE 7E 75 T ATRE P BE R A X R P () — BB X, IRPRIEAN PR 5 0, 1 R W 7R T 1 3
REPE . FLARWERIAER . A 55 AR AR SN 7 v B N S5 oo S IR IR L ohRe, v LA
SINPRAMSIR: WIRILIRIE F1. F2, RGBS #EEMEEHWE: F3 & F3 DL L& gatirig, 2
T AARRFE ) AT

SHTER 14y 15 HEURTT R, [F— K EAE=FARMRE TRIRER F1. F2. F3. F4, F5 X B4
HIRESH S A EEFRES TRE SERSETHRRE FRE, & ENIESZ M FI,
F2. F3. F4. F5 XANHRIES I ZEW EE A LIRS RS SERDEBRRES T RYE, —4~
AR Z IR F1. F2. F3. F4. FS X AANHIRIESHIIZEE R DL AT LA, fER ST HPIRE T
R R ARG (1 520 2 L AE 3 1 B FRPIRAS TR 3 ot L AR U PR 5 i) B A0 7 B

Table 14. Resonance peak parameters (Hz) of three pronunciation modes of speaker A

= 4. EFEANBE =S HNIEZHNEIRIESH(Hz)

FeRig IEHRE P& RE B ERE BiE PR 2
HF—IIRIEFD) 547.0 664.3 638.5 616.6 50.3
5 LRI (F2) 1739.4 1761.8 1676.8 1726.0 36.0
= HLIRIE(F3) 2711.8 2855.5 2781.9 2783.1 58.7
B VYILIRIE(F4) 4041.4 4119.2 4053.5 4071.4 342
T ALIRIE(FS) 4502.6 4621.8 4573.4 4565.9 48.9

¥E 2708.5 2804.5 2744.8 39.6

Wi 2 1456.5 1463.0 1458.4 1459.1

Table 15. Resonance peak parameters (Hz) of three pronunciation modes of speaker B

F15. REACRK=ZMELEANBETHHIRIES T (H2)

FeRig EH RS FRETRE WS R ¥ifE bk
H—IIRIEF) 689.5 845.6 737.1 757.4 65.4
THHRIE(F2) 1697.9 1791.5 1692.2 1727.2 455
= HARIE(F3) 29252 2977.5 2926.5 2943.1 24.4
U ILIRIE(F4) 4017.9 4156.7 3985.4 4053.4 74.3
HTLILIRIE(FS) 4617.4 4703.3 4593.7 4638.1 47.1
¥IE 2789.6 2894.9 2787.0 50.3

FrifEZ 1447.1 1434.3 1422.7 1434.6

% 164 2 17 B ERES T IG5 R A BE2N 95%, W a = 0.05 FIRHE, K NFHE
EHRRE-HETREP=0005 5KkFNCHEIEFRE -EETRE P =0002 /0T 005 MAEEAN
FEFEERS -BOBKEP=0.132 5KkEANCHEERH KT - OB KE P=0.431 KT 0.05.
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Table 16. T-test analysis results of resonance peak parameter pairing of speaker A

F 16. 25 NREMIIRIES WA ¢ I D ITLER

fic %} 4 =5 i FIE brUEZ P EE p
EHRE 2708.5 1456.5

1 96.1 0.005
HEFRE 2804.5 1463.0
E#HRE 2708.5 1456.5

2 36.4 0.132
WO E R 2744.8 1458.4

BEA5219] 95%, a=0.05, P<0.05,

Table 17. Results of t-test analysis on the pairing of resonance peak parameters of speaker B

F17. EANCENIIRIESHECXT ¢ I DR

B %o} 4 5 T THAE FrUEZE TIEZEE P
EwRE 2789.6 1447.1

1 105.4 0.002
HETRE 2894.9 14343
EERE 2789.6 1447.1

2 2.6 0.431
MOBERE 2787.0 1422.7

BAEZ 95%, a=0.05, P<0.05,

VLA _ERVEAESR S IIRES TR A B AN T IR W R B AR SR it A A2 S (2257 T A
FOR AR B FR PR T A R T IR R S SRS E AR E SR

4. 4518

ARSI X T B R NAEIEFORES TR, ARSI B R . B SR I AP AR i
HIFEES IS, ATRORBLRE A NWIEH RS SR A TR S B0 B S XM A AR S S
T, P E SR, PR, SHRIESH E AR B R LA R, A AR AR
FERX=FAFERE T RERES S, ML, #2587 EEOVE YRR, R S
s RS R E S A E X T E M RS, ARSI, PR R, R
SEAHEH) RO

AT RENRRIET S IEW S, EEFRHC, P& R, RESE RS PRI
WHEWZER, (HAET S FUT WA SERE I AR R E R ZE R R 1A AR A TIRE T
KEZBEYHENK, FEEEAIRIESH, T2 22 8 &P, TR ERARENE.
BIE, PR DA R S 1 R AL SR A A — e I — I B AR R A, F I, P
S FIRIESHOFARENE IR & 7 R H AT 155 A YO IR .

WK E A RS SIERE RS, EETTINK, PR RS R B R
(BRI, JARIESH B ZRIE AR R E R KB TR E N BRSO &
RN AR R, TR BRI S B 2 2 B B R, TR B R E . TR,
P AU AIR U 2 KnT AR D 8RR A S o (R — OE PN — I B R Aok A, & I
Y BRI ANREAE N BRI B AR SR [ D AR

B LRI, AT AR, N ERREE R — R B LR ¥ S A B A EEAT P SR A S
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W, AURT DA A AT 20— SR E 2 HO IR ks S AT BOH SR PR AR R E AT R A
€, FFHIEAT BRI IESE R o I3 TR 5 w924 1) AR mT DU B S 2R . 5t
TRGUEE TR, BATELE T ABbE > LR R 2, AR IR 2 MRS B 75 BU 8 BORTE R]Tk
U A RIS B AR ML EE . BTS2, A RTIEEE A EIEE K RS s i,
X TR SUEE BRI - S BN SR AL, RERE TR SR i A et LU A T8 /g . FE LSRR |,
O BENS HE 50 3 1) 75 S0 58 BOR 1) BE /KPR AL

SE
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