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Pitch perception plays a crucial role in speech processing. Since F0 is highly ambiguous and variable in the speech signal, effective pitch-range perception is important in perceiving the intended linguistic pitch targets. This study argues that the effectiveness of pitch-range perception can be achieved by taking advantage of other signal-internal information that co-varies with F0, such as voice quality cues. This study provides direct perceptual evidence that voice quality cues as an indicator of pitch ranges can effectively affect the pitch-height perception. A series of forced-choice pitch classification experiments with four spectral conditions were conducted to investigate the degree to which manipulating spectral slope affects pitch-height perception. Both non-speech and speech stimuli were investigated. The results suggest that the pitch classification function is significantly shifted under different spectral conditions. Listeners are likely to perceive a higher pitch when the spectrum has higher high-frequency energy (i.e., tenser phonation). The direction of the shift is consistent with the correlation between voice quality and pitch range. Moreover, cue integration is affected by the speech mode, where listeners are more sensitive to relative difference within an utterance when hearing speech stimuli. This study generally supports the hypothesis that voice quality is an important enhancement cue for pitch range.
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INTRODUCTION

Pitch perception is crucial to speech processing, as speakers use pitch to communicate important linguistic information like tone and intonation. Although pitch refers to an auditory property, in speech studies the term is often used interchangeably with its acoustic correlate, fundamental frequency (F0). At the same time, speakers differ in F0 ranges such that there may be overlap in the acoustic signals of “high” and “low” F0 for different speakers, as well as for different speakers’ phonetic (e.g., tonal) categories. In order to ascertain the linguistic pitch intended by a speaker, listeners must effectively locate the pitch within its speaker’s pitch range.

Speaker normalization has been known as a challenge for automatic tone recognition by a machine, yet it is an effortless process by human listeners. Speaker normalization is certainly easier when listeners are previously exposed to a voice or when the context is available (e.g., Wong and Diehl, 2003). However, studies (e.g., Honorof and Whalen, 2005; Lee, 2009; Lee et al., 2010) have shown that speaker normalization is even more efficient and effective than previously assumed, as listeners are able to identify the pitch location of very brief voice samples (e.g., only six glottal periods available) in an unknown speaker’s range, without any contextual cues. This suggests that listeners must use other signal-internal information that co-varies with F0 as cues to perceive pitch range.

Both Honorof and Whalen (2005) and Lee et al. (2010) speculated that voice quality, defined as the variability in the spectrum due to the variability of glottal constriction and vocal-fold contacts, could be such a cue. This speculation is plausible because systematic co-variation between F0 and voice quality has been found in both speech production studies (e.g., Kuang, 2017) and singing studies (e.g., Hollien and Michel, 1968; Hollien, 1974; Titze, 1988; Roubeau et al., 2009). That is, voice quality continuously changes as a speaker’s F0 increases or decreases in a nonlinear but predicable manner, and certain pitch ranges are bound to certain types of voice quality. For example, the lowest pitch range is often associated with vocal fry, and the highest pitch range is associated with tense voice and falsetto.

Indeed a study based on Mandarin speakers (Lee, 2009) found that voice-quality-related spectral cues (i.e., H1-H2, the relative amplitude difference between the first harmonic and the second harmonic; and H1-A3, the amplitude difference between the first harmonic and the third formant) were correlated with tone classification between high and low. However, they further noted that F0 was the only significant predictor for identification accuracy in the regression model. Bishop and Keating (2012) replicated Honorof and Whalen’s (2005) experiment and found that acoustic measures of voice quality had only a very small effect on pitch location ratings. They suggested that voice quality only indirectly influences pitch perception, possibly through its information about sex. This is plausible, since talker processing has been shown to interact with linguistic processing (e.g., Mullennix and Pisoni, 1990). However, since a multi-speaker design was used in these previous studies, and voice quality cues were not explicitly manipulated and controlled, it is impossible to tease apart its indirect gender effect (i.e., through the additional processing of the talker’s gender) from its direct signal-internal effect (i.e., through the co-variation between pitch and voice quality). Therefore, although the co-variation between pitch and voice quality has been found in production studies, it remains to be shown whether such co-variation relationship also exists in speech pitch perception.

Nonetheless, outside of speech studies, psychoacoustic studies have generally suggested that spectral properties (usually referred as “timbre” in this body of literature) of the signal can directly interfere with the perception of pitch height (e.g., Melara and Marks, 1990; Krumhansl and Iverson, 1992; Singh and Hirsh, 1992; Allen and Oxenham, 2014; to cite a few). A common finding from these studies is that there are interactions between pitch and timbre in speeded classification tasks. Listeners were instructed to attend to either timbre changes or pitch changes, while both dimensions simultaneously varied. Listeners’ pitch classification was more accurate and faster when the timbre dimension was “congruent” with the F0 dimension. Various types of spectrum have been explored in this body of literature, and have been found to be able to interfere with pitch perception: for example, natural timbres from different musical instruments (e.g., Krumhansl and Iverson, 1992; Marozeau et al., 2003); different values of duty cycles of square waves (Melara and Marks, 1990); the location of the center frequency of harmonic complex tones (e.g., Warrier and Zatorre, 2002; Russo and Thompson, 2005; Silbert et al., 2009; Allen and Oxenham, 2014); and the spectral locus of complex tones (Singh and Hirsh, 1992). Although various types of timbre have been tested, most studies only used non-speech stimuli, while speech-related studies are relatively rare. Therefore, it remains unclear whether spectral information is integrated in speech-related pitch perception as well, and it is possible that listeners ignore spectral cues in speech tasks, as speech is subject to very different neural processing. For example, studies have shown that listeners behave differently when processing speech and non-speech stimuli (e.g., Liberman, 1970; Repp, 1982), and neural imaging studies have, similarly, found that people use different parts of the brain to process linguistic and non-linguistic pitch (e.g., Merrill et al., 2012).

Although speech-related studies on the interaction between spectrum/timbre and pitch are very rare, Stoll (1984) and Krishnan et al. (2011) showed that timbre and pitch are probably integrated in the speech domain as well, since pitch perception is influenced by the manipulation of vowel formants, which is known to influence the overall shape of the spectrum. It is worth pointing out that there is a co-variation between vowel height and F0 in production as well; high vowels are naturally produced with higher F0 (e.g., Whalen and Levitt, 1995). Linguistically meaningful spectral variation is not only limited to vowel quality, as other dimensions such as voice quality also significantly affect the shape of the vocal spectrum. Therefore, it remains to be shown what kind of linguistically meaningful spectral variation is integrated into the perception of linguistic pitch targets. Specifically, in this study, we ask whether voice quality can function as an indicator of pitch range and therefore affect the perception of pitch height.

Taken together, in linguistic studies, it remains unclear whether and how voice quality cues interfere with linguistically meaningful pitch perception (e.g., tone perception); in psychoacoustic studies, it remains unclear whether the interaction between timbre and pitch occurs in the domain of speech as well, and if so, whether speech mode plays a role. The present study bridges the gaps in the linguistic and psychoacoustic literature in those respects.

The voice quality cue that was tested in this study is spectral slope. It has been well established that the relative slope of the voice source spectrum is one of the most important acoustic correlates of voice quality (see Gobl and Ni Chasaide, 2012 for a general review). A relatively steep spectral slope is associated with a breathier voice, and a flat spectral slope is associated with a tenser or creakier voice (the latter also characterized by pulse-to-pulse variability). The spectral tilt is usually measured as the amplitude of the fundamental (H1) relative to some higher-frequency components (e.g. H1-H2, H1-A1, H1-A2, and H1-A3; A1, A2, A3 are the amplitudes of the harmonic near the first, second and third formants). These measures have been found to be the reliable indicators of phonation contrasts across languages (e.g. Southern Yi: Kuang and Keating, 2014; Green Mong: Andruski and Ratliff, 2000; White Hmong: Esposito, 2012; Takhian Thong Chong: DiCanio, 2009; Sui/Kuai: Abramson et al., 2004; Javanese: Thurgood, 2004; Ju| ’hoansi: Miller, 2007; Santa Ana Valle Zapotec: Esposito, 2010; Mazatec: Garellek and Keating, 2011; Gujarati: Khan, 2012), and of voice quality classification in perceptual spaces (e.g., Kreiman et al., 2007, 2014; Garellek et al., 2016). Therefore, the working hypothesis of the current study is that, if voice quality can affect pitch perception, manipulating the spectral slope of a voice should be able to shift listeners’ perception of pitch height. This hypothesis is tested with both non-speech and speech stimuli.

The stimuli in this study were designed to resemble the prosody of natural utterances. The F0 contours (c.f. Method section for details) which contains two F0 peaks are similar to the design in previous studies on prominence perception (e.g., Terken, 1991; Gussenhoven et al., 1997). One question raised in those studies was that how listeners perceived the relative prominence of the two F0 peaks, whether they relied more on the local pitch targets (such as comparing with the other peak), or more on the global pitch range (the overall pitch height of the utterance within the speaker’s range). It was found that both global and local target play important roles in prominence perception (Gussenhoven et al., 1997). Although our study does not explicitly refer to prominence, a similar question can be also examined here, if voice quality does contribute to the pitch height normalization, whether it contributes to the normalization of the global pitch range or the normalization of the local pitch targets; and furthermore, whether speech mode plays any role in the normalization strategies.

EXPERIMENT 1: PITCH PERCEPTION WITH NON-SPEECH STIMULI

Materials and Methods

Stimuli

Similar to our previous pilot study (Kuang and Liberman, 2015), complex tones varying in pitch and spectral cues were synthesized. The stimuli were four sets of sine-wave overtones with two peaks, which were created by convolving a hamming window with a sawtooth whose baseline F0 value is always 120 Hz. The pitch contour was designed to simulate the prosody of natural utterances. To manipulate the F0 cues, the F0 of the first peak is always set to 169.34 Hz, while the second peak is a pitch continuum with 11 steps between 153.06 and 187.36 Hz, with an interval of 0.35 semitones. At step 6, peak 1 and peak 2 are identical in F0. The F0 range of these pitch contours roughly covers the upper half of the comfortable pitch range of a male speaker (Baken and Orlikoff, 2000). Pitch manipulation is illustrated in Figure 1.
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FIGURE 1. Manipulation of F0 contours with two peaks. The minimum F0 of the contours is 120 Hz; the first peak has a constant F0 value at 169.34 Hz, and the second peak is a continuum with 11 steps (0.35 semitone/step). Peaks 1 and 2 are identical at step 6 (dark line in the second peak).



To manipulate voice quality-related spectral cues, two source spectra, one with tilted slope and the other one with flat slope, were first created. In the tilted spectrum, overtone amplitude decreases with an 1/F slope, to a point 15 dB below the fundamental (Figure 2A). As can be seen here, as a result of the tilted slope, the first harmonic is relatively more prominent than the higher-frequency harmonics. By contrast, in the flat spectrum (Figure 2B), the overtone amplitude is kept constant, so the first harmonic is not prominent in the spectrum. Using the voice quality terms, the flat spectrum, which has more energy in high-frequency harmonics than the tilted spectrum, indicates a tenser voice.
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FIGURE 2. Spectrum manipulation: tilted spectrum (A) vs. flat spectrum (B).



The two types of source spectrum were then applied to the two peaks of the complex tones and resulted in four spectral conditions, as summarized in Table 1. Intended voice quality combinations were indicated in relative terms.

TABLE 1. Summary of manipulations of the stimuli.
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Therefore, there were 44 distinct stimuli (11 F0 steps × 4 spectral conditions) in total. All stimuli were 1 s in duration.

Procedure

A forced-choice pitch classification task was used to test how listeners categorize pitch values in different spectral conditions. Ten copies of each stimulus were presented in random order to each listener. For each trial, the listeners were asked to attend to pitch, and judge whether the second peak is higher or lower than the first peak by clicking on the corresponding buttons on the computer screen. All testing took place in a soundproof booth with stimuli presented over Sennheiser 280 headphones.

Subjects

Fifty eight participants, aged between 18 and 22 (half females), were recruited from the student population at the University of Pennsylavnia. All of them reported to speak English as their primary language. None of them reported to receive extensive musical training. Three of them failed to complete the task as instructed (i.e., clicked on the same answer for all trials), and thus were excluded from the analysis. None of the participants reported to have hearing issues.

Predictions

Figure 3 depicts the predictions of the experiment; as shown in Figure 3A, if listeners do not pay attention to spectral cues, there is no shift in the pitch classification function. On the other hand, if listeners indeed pay attention to spectral cues, there should be a signficant shift in the pitch clasification, as indicated in Figure 3B. Set BT (tiled/breathier + flat/tenser) would receive the most “peak 2 is higher” responses, while set TB would motivate the fewest “peak 2 is higher” responses. Note that, despite the way Figure 3 is plotted, we do not assume a categorical perception of the pitch classifiction.
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FIGURE 3. Predictions of the experiments: (A) if listeners do not pay attention to spectral cues, there is no shift in the pitch classification function; (B) if listeners do pay attention to spectral cues, there should be a signficant shift in the pitch clasification: set BT gets the most “peak 2 is higher” responses, while set TB gets the fewest “peak 2 is higher” responses.



Results

Figure 4 shows the proportion of “peak 2 is higher” responses across all listeners. The main effects of spectral conditions were evaluated using an MCMC generalized linear mixed-effects model (mcmcglmm package in R). F0 steps (1–11) and spectral conditions (BT, BB, TT and TB) were the fixed factors, and random intercepts and slope were included for subjects. Main effects of spectral conditions were summarized in Table 2. The results were reported as means of regression coefficients, followed by 95% highest posterior density intervals in square brackets and associated p-values. As shown in Table 2, significant effects were found between every two spectral conditions, which means that pitch classification function is significantly shifted in each spectral condition. The proportion of “peak 2 is higher” responses was in the order of Set BT (tiled/breathier + flat/tenser) > Set TT (flat/tenser + flat/tenser) > Set BB (tilted/breathier + tilted/breathier) > Set TB (flat/tenser + tilted/breathier; see Figure 3).


[image: image]

FIGURE 4. Pitch classification functions for all listeners. x-axis = F0 steps, y-axis = proportion of “peak 2 is higher” responses; line patterns are different spectral conditions. The error bars are 95% confidence intervals.



TABLE 2. Main effects of spectral conditions between every two conditions.
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Overall, the perception of pitch height was strongly biased by the spectral cues. As can be seen in Figure 4, compared to set BB, pitch classification function for set BT (breathier + tenser) was dominated by the “peak 2 is higher” responses, even when peak 2 was about 10 Hz lower than peak 1. By contrast, pitch classification function of set TB (tenser + breathier) was shifted in the opposite direction. In this condition, listeners hardly heard a higher peak 2, even when peak 2 was about 10 Hz higher than peak 1. In other words, when the second peak was tenser than the first peak, listeners tended to perceive a higher pitch, and when the second peak was breathier than the first peak, they tended to perceive a lower pitch. Interestingly, pitch classification functions for set BB (breathier + breathier) and set TT (tenser + tenser) were also significantly different, with set TT more in favor of “peak 2 is higher”. This suggests that listeners were also sensitive to the overall “voice quality” of the utterances.

EXPERIMENT 2: PITCH PERCEPTION WITH SPEECH STIMULI

Materials and Methods

Stimuli

The basic design of the stimuli is comparable to the first experiment – four sets of utterances with two F0 peaks differing in spectral conditions. As shown in Figure 5, in the second experiment, each F0 peak was carried by three /ma/ syllables, with a stressed syllable in the middle aligned with the highest F0, so that the whole six-syllable sequence had the prosodic pattern of a phrase like “phonetic condition” or “electric banana,” which have a natural LHL-LHL pitch pattern.
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FIGURE 5. Example of speech stimuli: a phrase with two “maMama” words.



The stimuli were resynthesized from the natural production of a male English speaker. The speaker was asked to produce a pseudo-word /ma.’ma.ma/ with the same intonation pattern as “banana,” which naturally has a LHL F0 contour (i.e., single peak). The two-peak “maMAma maMAma” phrase was resynthesized from the single peak token, so that all the segmental features are identical between the two “maMAma” words.

In order to preserve the naturalness of the original utterance, the TANDEM-STRAIGHT algorithm (Kawahara et al., 2008) was used for resynthesis. With the algorithm, the interference with periodicity is minimized while smooth spectral envelope can be extracted for resynthesis. Before the manipulation, a single token of /ma.’ma.ma/ was first analyzed into F0 component and spectral component, and two components were then manipulated independently. F0 manipulation is the same as the first experiment, as illustrated in Figure 1. The first F0 peak (i.e., first maMAma) of the phrase was kept constant, and the second peak consists of 11-step F0 continuum. To manipulate voice quality cues, two versions of spectral slope were created for the single “maMAma” token: one version with more high-frequency energy, and thus a flatter spectrum (i.e., tenser voice), and the other version with less high-frequency energy, and thus a more tilted spectral slope (i.e., breathier voice), comparable to the first experiment. The breathier version was the original spectrum of the natural production, while the tenser version was modified such that the slope of the spectrum was 6 dB/octave greater than the original slope. The result of this spectral boost is depicted in Figure 6.
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FIGURE 6. Spectral manipulation: (A) original; (B) boosted. The spectral slope of (B) is 6 dB/octave greater than that of (A).



The two types of source spectrum were again applied to the two-peak phrase and resulted in four spectral conditions, same set-up as in Table 1. All stimuli were 1s in duration. In a word, the stimuli in experiment 2 were the same as experiment 1, except that the stimuli are speech.

Procedure

Same as the first experiment, a forced-choice pitch classification task was used to test listeners’ categorization of pitch values under different spectral conditions. Five copies of each stimulus were presented in random order to each listener. For each trial, the listeners were asked to focus on pitch and to evaluate whether the second “maMAma” word was higher or lower than the first one by clicking on the corresponding buttons on the computer screen. To introduce the idea of linguistically meaningful pitch to an English speaker, we used examples from English intonation. For example, the phrase “my name” is higher in “Anna may know my name?” than in “Anna may know my name.” These two sentences have identical pitch accents and other prosodic aspects, except for pitch contour. The participants were asked to produce the example sentences themselves and to judge which “my name” was higher. In the following practice session, examples from set BB, in which both F0 peaks have the same spectral property, were used to demonstrate the task. These procedures encouraged listeners to attend to pitch difference but not to other cues, such as intensity. The experiment was run with Qualtrics’ online survey system. The subjects were instructed to conduct the procedure with headphones or earbuds. This online tool was utilized for the convenience of recruiting participants, as this study is part of a larger cross-linguistic study. Moreover, the results of Experiment 1 were faithfully replicated through Qualtrics in our previous pilot study (Kuang and Liberman, 2015), we therefore believe the results collected from the online tool are valid.

Subjects

Another 34 English speakers between age 18 and 22 (half females) were recruited from the student population at the University of Pennsylvania. All the subjects reported to have normal hearing and speaking. None of the listeners in this study reported to have professional musical (either vocal or instrumental) training.

Results

Figure 8 shows the proportion of “peak 2 is higher” responses for all English listeners. The primary effects of spectral conditions were evaluated using an MCMC generalized linear mixed-effects model. F0 steps (1–11) and spectral conditions (BT, BB, TT, and TB) were used as fixed factors, and random intercepts and slopes were included as subjects. The main effects of the spectral conditions are summarized in Table 3. As shown in Table 3, pitch classification functions shifted significantly in sets BT and TB, relative to BB and TT.

TABLE 3. Main effects of spectral conditions for every pair of conditions.
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Overall, the current experiment succeeded in replicating the previous experiment’s results (Figure 3), as spectral cues exerted strong influence on pitch height perception. Compared with set BB and TT (Figure 7), in which the two peaks are identical with respect to spectral conditions, the pitch classification function for set BT (breathier + tenser) was composed largely of “peak 2 is higher” responses. Contrastively, the pitch classification function of set TB (tenser + breathier) was opposite. When the second peak was tenser than the first, it was generally perceived as being higher in pitch; when the second peak was breathier, it was generally perceived as lower in pitch.
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FIGURE 7. Pitch classification functions for English listeners. x-axis = F0 steps, y-axis = proportion of “peak 2 is higher” responses; line patterns denote different spectral conditions. Error bars denote 95% confidence intervals.



However, there is also a noticeable difference between Figures 3, 6. When using non-speech stimuli (Figure 3), set TT also diverged from set BB. This suggests that the second peak’s spectral condition alone exerts a strong effect on pitch perception. However, when using speech stimuli (Figure 7), set TT and set BB no longer strongly differ from one another. This suggests that listeners were inattentive to the absolute quality of the utterance but paid more attention to the relative difference between the two peaks. Additionally, although sets BT and TB both significantly shifted, set BT (breathier + tenser) had a greater effect than set TB (tenser + breathier). This suggests a perceptual bias whereby a tenser second peak results in a stronger effect.

Because listeners appeared to be highly sensitive to spectral differences, the question remains whether a shift will still occur if the spectral difference between the two peaks is diminished. To investigate, a third experiment was conducted in which the spectral differences in Experiment 2 were halved.

EXPERIMENT 3: REPLICATE EXPERIMENT 2 WITH SMALLER SPECTRAL DIFFERENCE

The design and procedure in Experiment 3 were exactly the same as in Experiment 2, except that the spectral difference was only 3 dB/octave, half of the 6 dB/octave difference used in Experiment 2. An additional 30 listeners (half females) were recruited from the student population to participate in the experiment.

Table 4 summarizes the main effects of the spectral conditions. Similar to Table 3, sets TB and BT significantly shifted from sets A and B. This effect can be seen clearly in Figure 8. Although the spectral difference was much smaller in experiment 3, the salience of the effect remained, as shown in Figure 8. This suggests a high degree of listener sensitivity to spectral difference.

TABLE 4. Main effects of spectral conditions for every pair of conditions, after reducing the spectral difference to 3 dB/octave.
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FIGURE 8. Pitch classification functions for English listeners. Spectral difference is 3 dB/octave. x-axis = F0 steps, y-axis = proportion of “peak 2 is higher” responses; line patterns denote different spectral conditions. Error bars denote 95% confidence intervals.



To measure the degree of shift, the classification functions were fitted with a sigmoid function in order to determine the threshold (alpha, i.e., left-to-right shift) and slope (beta) of the response probability. Figure 9 displays the curves fitted to the response probabilities of Experiments 2 and 3, with threshold and slope values displayed in Table 5.
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FIGURE 9. Fitted curve for experiment 1 (A) and 2 (B).



TABLE 5. Threshold (α) and slope (β) of the fitted sigmoid function.
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As suggested by Table 5, Experiments 2 and 3 have similar results despite the reduced spectral differences between the two peaks in Experiment 3. In both experiments, set BT shifted to steps to the left from TT and BB (i.e., alpha.set BT – alpha.set BB/TT = -2), suggesting that altering the spectral condition resulted in listeners perceiving the stimuli as 0.7 semitones higher (0.35 semitones/step × 2). Conversely, set TB shifted one step to the right of BB and TT (alpha.set TB – alpha.set BB/TT = 1), indicating that these stimuli were perceived as 0.35 semitones lower by speakers.

GENERAL DISCUSSION

This study’s major contribution is demonstrating that altering spectral slope significantly affects pitch height perception. It therefore strongly supports the hypothesis that voice quality cues substantially contribute to relative (peak) pitch perception. Listeners tend to perceive a higher relative pitch for a peak whose high-frequency components have more energy (indicating tenser voice quality) than for a peak of identical F0 but with less high-frequency energy. The direction of the shift is consistent with the naturally co-varying relationship between F0 and voice quality, whereby tense voice produces a higher F0 (e.g., Kuang, 2017).

It should be noted that non-speech psychoacoustic studies (e.g., Allen and Oxenham, 2014) have also found that the location of the spectral centroid can affect listeners’ pitch height perception. Specifically, a low frequency emphasis in the spectrum leads to “duller” and lower sound, while higher frequency emphasis in the spectrum leads to a “brighter” and higher sound. Although the shape of spectrum in previous studies differs from our current study, and not related to speech, the direction of the perceptual shift is fairly consistent with our study. One question worth asking is why there is such a correlation between the spectrum with more high-frequency energy and high pitch. In light of the co-variation between voice quality and pitch found in both production (e.g., Titze, 1988; Kuang, 2017) and perception, we speculate that the correlation between pitch and spectrum probably evolves from the interaction between speech production and perception. That is, the auditory system has tuned to adapt the co-varying cues in pitch production, as human auditory system is evolved to be especially sensitive to speech-related signal (e.g., Lieberman, 1991).

Furthermore, speech mode does have an effect on how the spectral cues are integrated in pitch perception. Overall, listeners employ a rather global strategy for the non-speech stimuli, while utilize a local strategy for the speech stimuli. In the first experiment, in which non-speech stimuli were used, set BB and set TT (the controlled conditions where the two F0 peaks have identical spectrum) shift away from each other significantly, with set TT (tenser + tenser) prompting a greater number of “peak 2 is higher” responses. This suggests that the absolute spectral condition of the entire utterance has a strong effect on pitch perception. However, as shown in Experiments 2 and 3, set BB and set TT do not differ from each other, which suggests that when listeners are in speech mode, they are less sensitive to the absolute quality of the entire stimulus, and are instead more sensitive to the relative differences within the stimulus. This suggests that the absolute difference between set TT and BB have been normalized by listeners. This normalization strategy is helpful for speech processing because overall voice quality variation among speakers is not linguistically meaningful.

In addition, in Experiment 3, the robustness of the spectral cue was evaluated by reducing the spectral difference between the two peaks’ F0. The results indicate that even a small spectral difference can result in a significant shift in the pitch classification function, suggesting that listeners are highly attentive to voice quality cues. It should be noted that in this experiment, surrounding F0 contours for the pitch targets were given, so the pressure of using voice quality cues is much lesser than in previous pitch-location experiments (e.g., Honorof and Whalen, 2005; Lee, 2009), in which only very brief sound samples without any context were presented. Yet, listeners’ pitch perception was significantly affected by the manipulation of spectral slope.

Finally, it is notable that the shift of set BT (breathier + tenser) is greater than set TB (tenser + breathier) for Experiments 2 and 3, which points to a perceptual bias – when the second peak is tenser, people are more likely to hear the second peak being higher. This perceptual bias is comparable to the perceptual bias based on F0. In many languages such as English and Mandarin (e.g., Ladd, 1984), there is a global trend of F0 contours drifting downwards over the course of an utterance arguably due to a drop in the subglottal pressure (e.g., Lieberman, 1966). As demonstrated by Pierrehumbert (1979), F0 declination is expected and used in pitch perception by English listeners. In a pitch classification task, listeners were asked to judge whether the second peak of a two-peak f0 contour is higher or lower than the first peak. When listeners judged that the two peaks had identical pitch, the second peak actually had a lower F0. The stronger effect for the breathier + tenser set found in the current study suggested that, just as English speakers expect F0 declination, they probably also expect a declination in tenseness.

The findings of this study have important implications for speech prosody studies. Voice quality plays a crucial role in prosodic structure, as it is a part of pitch processing. Pitch can no longer be construed as synonymous with F0, either in speech production or in perception, since linguistic pitch perception is in fact generally determined by both F0 and voice quality cues. Thus, what is perceptually “higher” does not necessarily have a higher F0 in the signal. For example, in English, tense voice is related to the production of high-pitched and prominent positions, such as lexical stress and high-type pitch accents (e.g., Pierrehumbert and Talkin, 1992; Epstein, 2002; Ni Chasaide et al., 2013; Garellek, 2014). Based on the findings from this current study, it is reasonable to speculate that tense voice also plays a role in the perception of pitch accents and stress.

Moreover, because of the co-variation between voice quality and F0 (Kuang, 2017), voice quality can provide useful information about the relative pitch location within a speaker’s pitch range. Globally speaking, a tense voice basically indicates that the speaker is speaking in his/her high range, while vocal fry indicates that the speaker is speaking in his/her low range (Kuang and Liberman, 2016); and more locally, a relatively tenser voice can indicate a relatively higher pitch. Therefore, voice quality cues can function as an enhancement cue in pitch perception. so that intended tonal targets (especially extreme pitch targets such as extra high and low) are more easily perceived. This claim is consistent with the findings from tone perception studies from various languages. For example, it has been shown that the presence of voice quality cues (e.g., allophonic vocal fry or tense voice) can facilitate low tone perception (e.g., Cantonese: Yu and Lam, 2014; Mandarin: Yang, 2011; Black Miao: Kuang, 2013) and extra high tone perception (e.g., Black Miao: Kuang, 2013), all in a multi-speaker setting.

In conclusion, this study demonstrates that voice quality is an important part of pitch perception, and that listeners actively take advantage of these cues in their production and perception of prosodic structures, as they are useful in resolving intended linguistic pitch targets in speech. To take the larger picture into consideration, this study provides a better understanding of the interaction between F0 and voice quality, and sheds light on a more fundamental question of why voice quality is useful to prosodic structures, and when they are likely to occur. Of course, there are some limitations with this study and more factors will be taken into account in our future studies. For example, spectral cues are only one acoustic aspect of voice quality, and therefore future studies should include other acoustic cues of voice quality, such as noise and periodicity. Noise is important for the perception of breathy voice, and periodicity is important for the perception of creaky voice. Finally, future studies should screen for listeners’ musicality, as listeners’ sensitivity to F0 can have significant effects on pitch perception.

ETHICS STATEMENT

The protocol was approved by the IRB board at University of Pennsylvania. All subjects gave written informed consent in accordance with the Declaration of Helsinki.

AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS

JK contributed to the conception and the design of the study. JK and ML designed and created the stimuli. JK conducted the experiments, analyzed the data, and wrote the paper. Both authors read and approved the submitted manuscript.

FUNDING

This study was supported by the URF award of University of Pennsylvania to the first author. We thank Yixuan Guo for his assistance with the creation of the stimuli. The earlier versions of this work were presented at ICPHS 2015 and Speech Prosody 2016, and we thank the audience at these conferences for their insightful inputs.

REFERENCES

Abramson, A. S., Luangthongkum, T., and Nye, P. W. (2004). Voice register in Suai (Kuai): an analysis of perceptual and acoustic data. Phonetica 61, 147–171. doi: 10.1159/000082561

Allen, E. J., and Oxenham, A. J. (2014). Symmetric interactions and interference between pitch and timbre. J. Acoust. Soc. Am. 135, 1371–1379. doi: 10.1121/1.4863269

Andruski, J. E., and Ratliff, M. (2000). Phonation types in production of phonological tone: the case of Green Mong. J. Int. Phon. Assoc. 30, 37–61. doi: 10.1017/S0025100300006654

Baken, R. J., and Orlikoff, R. F. (2000). Clinical Measurement of Speech and Voice. San Diego, CA: Singular Publishing Group.

Bishop, J., and Keating, P. (2012). Perception of pitch location within a speaker’s range: fundamental frequency, voice quality and speaker sex. J. Acoust. Soc. Am. 132, 1100–1112. doi: 10.1121/1.4714351

DiCanio, C. T. (2009). The phonetics of register in takhian thong chong. J. Int. Phon. Assoc. 39, 162–188. doi: 10.1017/S0025100309003879

Epstein, M. A. (2002). Voice Quality and Prosody in English. Ph.D. University of California, Los Angeles, CA.

Esposito, C. M. (2010). Variation in contrastive phonation in santa ana del valle zapotec. J. Int. Phon. Assoc. 40, 181–198. doi: 10.1017/S0025100310000046

Esposito, C. M. (2012). An acoustic and electroglottographic study of white hmong phonation. J. Phonetics 40, 466–476. doi: 10.1016/j.wocn.2012.02.007

Garellek, M. (2014). Voice quality strengthening and glottalization. J. Phonetics 45, 106–113. doi: 10.1186/s12913-015-1204-6

Garellek, M., and Keating, P. (2011). The acoustic consequences of phonation and tone interactions in Jalapa Mazatec. J. Int. Phon. Assoc. 41, 185–205. doi: 10.1017/S0025100311000193

Garellek, M., Samlan, R., Gerratt, B. R., and Kreiman, J. (2016). Modeling the voice source in terms of spectral slopes. J. Acoust. Soc. Am. 139, 1404–1410. doi: 10.1121/1.4944474

Gobl, C., and Ni Chasaide, A. (2012). “Voice source variation,” in The Handbook of Phonetic Science, eds W. J. Hardcastle and J. Laver (Oxford: Blackwell), 378–423.

Gussenhoven, C., Repp, B. H., Rietveld, A., Rump, H. H., and Terken, J. (1997). The perceptual prominence of fundamental frequency peaks. J. Acoust. Soc. Am. 102, 3009–3022. doi: 10.1121/1.420355

Hollien, H. (1974). On vocal registers. J. Phonetics 2, 125–143.

Hollien, H., and Michel, J. F. (1968). Vocal fry as a phonational register. J. Speech Hear. Res. 11, 600–604. doi: 10.1044/jshr.1103.600

Honorof, D., and Whalen, D. (2005). Perception of pitch location within a speaker’s F0 range. J. Acoust. Soc. Am. 117, 2193–2200. doi: 10.1121/1.1841751

Kawahara, H., Morise, M., Takahashi, T., Nisimura, R., Irino, T., and Banno, H. (2008). “TANDEM-STRAIGHT: a temporally stable power spectral representation for periodic signals and applications to interference-free spectrum, F0, and aperiodicity estimation,” in Proceedings of the 2008 IEEE International Conference on Acoustics, Speech and Signal Processing, ICASSP, (Las Vegas, NV: IEEE), 3933–3936. doi: 10.1109/ICASSP.2008.4518514

Khan, S. D. (2012). The phonetics of contrastive phonation in Gujarati. J. Phonetics 40, 780–795. doi: 10.1016/j.wocn.2012.07.001

Kreiman, J., Gerratt, B. R., and Antoñanzas-Barroso, N. (2007). Measures of the glottal source spectrum. J. Speech Lang. Hear. Res. 50, 595–610. doi: 10.1044/1092-4388(2007/042)

Kreiman, J., Gerratt, B. R., Garellek, M., Samlan, R., and Zhang, Z. (2014). Toward a unified theory of voice production and perception. Loquens 1:e009. doi: 10.3989/loquens.2014.009

Krishnan, A., Gandour, J. T., Ananthakrishnan, S., Bidelman, G. M., and Smalt, C. J. (2011). Linguistic status of timbre influences pitch encoding in the brainstem. NeuroReport 22, 801–803. doi: 10.1097/WNR.0b013e32834b2996

Krumhansl, C. L., and Iverson, P. (1992). Perceptual interactions between musical pitch and timbre. J. Exp. Psychol. Hum. 18, 739–751. doi: 10.1037/0096-1523.18.3.739

Kuang, J. (2013). The tonal space of contrastive five level tones. Phonetica 70, 1–23. doi: 10.1159/000353853

Kuang, J. (2017). Covariation between voice quality and pitch: revisiting the case of Mandarin creaky voice. J. Acoust. Soc. Am. 142, 1693–1706. doi: 10.1121/1.5003649

Kuang, J., and Keating, P. (2014). Glottal articulations in tense vs. lax phonation contrasts,. J. Acoust. Soc. Am. 136, 2784–2797. doi: 10.1121/1.4896462

Kuang, J., and Liberman, M. (2015). “Influence of spectral cues on the perception of pitch height,” in Proceedings of the 18th International Congress of Phonetic Sciences, (Glasgow, : ICPhS).

Kuang, J., and Liberman, M. (2016). “The effect of vocal fry on pitch perception,” in Procedings of the 2016 IEEE International Conference on Acoustics, Speech and Signal Processing (ICASSP), (Shanghai: IEEE).

Ladd, D. R. (1984). Declination: a review and some hypotheses. Phonol. Yearbook 1, 53–74. doi: 10.1017/S0952675700000294

Lee, C.-Y. (2009). Identifying isolated, multispeaker mandarin tones from brief acoustic input: a perceptual and acoustic study. J. Acoust. Soc. Am. 125, 1125–1137. doi: 10.1121/1.3050322

Lee, C.-Y., Dutton, L., and Ram, G. (2010). The role of speaker gender identification in relative fundamental frequency height estimation from multispeaker, brief speech segments. J. Acoust. Soc. Am. 128, 384–388. doi: 10.1121/1.3397514

Liberman, A. M. (1970). Some characteristics of perception in the speech mode. Percept. Disord. 48, 238–254.

Lieberman, P. (1966). Intonation, Perception and Language. Ph.D. thesis. MIT, Cambridge, MA.

Lieberman, P. (1991). Uniquely Human: The Evolution of Speech, Thought, and Selfless Behavior. Cambridge MA: Harvard.

Marozeau, J., de Cheveigné, A., McAdams, S., and Winsberg, S. (2003). The dependency of timbre on fundamental frequency. J. Acoust. Soc. Am. 114, 2946–2957. doi: 10.1121/1.1618239

Melara, R. D., and Marks, L. E. (1990). Interaction among auditory dimensions: timbre, pitch, and loudness. Atten. Percept. Psycho. 48, 169–178. doi: 10.3758/BF03207084

Merrill, J., Sammler, D., Bangert, M., Goldhahn, D., Lohmann, G., Turner, R., et al. (2012). Perception of words and pitch patterns in song and speech. Front. Psychol. 3:76. doi: 10.3389/fpsyg.2012.00076

Miller, A. L. (2007). Guttural vowels and guttural co-articulation in Ju| ’hoansi. J. Phonetics 35, 56–84. doi: 10.1016/j.wocn.2005.11.001

Mullennix, J. W., and Pisoni, D. B. (1990). Stimulus variability and processing dependencies in speech perception. Percept. Psychophys. 47, 379–390. doi: 10.3758/BF03210878

Ni Chasaide, A. N., Yanushevskaya, I., Kane, J., and Gobl, C. (2013). “The voice prominence hypothesis: the interplay of F0 and voice source features in accentuation,” in in Proceedings of the INTERSPEECH 2013, 14th Annual Conference of the International Speech Communication Association, Lyon.

Pierrehumbert, J. (1979). The perception of fundamental frequency declination. J. Acoust. Soc. Am. 66, 363–369. doi: 10.1121/1.383670

Pierrehumbert, J., and Talkin, D. (1992). “Lenition of/h/and glottal stop,” in Papers Presented in Laboratory Phonology II: Gesture, Segment, Prosody, (Cambridge: cambridge university press).

Repp, B. H. (1982). Phonetic trading relations and context effects: new experimental evidence for a speech mode of perception. Psychol. Bull. 92, 81–110. doi: 10.1037/0033-2909.92.1.81

Roubeau, B., Henrich, N., and Castellengo, M. (2009). Laryngeal vibratory mechanisms: the notion of vocal register revisited. J. Voice 23, 425–438. doi: 10.1016/j.jvoice.2007.10.014

Russo, F. A., and Thompson, W. F. (2005). An interval size illusion: the influence of timbre on the perceived size of melodic intervals. Atten. Percept. Psycho. 67, 559–568. doi: 10.3758/BF03193514

Silbert, N. H., Townsend, J. T., and Lentz, J. J. (2009). Independence and separability in the perception of complex nonspeech sounds. Atten. Percept. Psycho. 71, 1900–1915. doi: 10.3758/APP.71.8.1900

Singh, P. G., and Hirsh, I. J. (1992). Influence of spectral locus and F0 changes on the pitch and timbre of complex tones. J. Acoust. Soc. Am. 92, 2650–2661. doi: 10.1121/1.404381

Stoll, G. (1984). Pitch of vowels: experimental and theoretical investigation of its dependence on vowel quality. Speech Comm. 3, 137–147. doi: 10.1016/0167-6393(84)90035-9

Terken, J. (1991). Fundamental frequency and perceived prominence of accented syllables. J. Acoust. Soc. Am. 89, 1768–1776. doi: 10.1121/1.401019

Thurgood, E. (2004). Phonation types in Javanese. Ocean Linguist. 43, 277–295. doi: 10.1353/ol.2005.0013

Titze, I. R. (1988). A framework for the study of vocal registers. J. Voice 2, 183–194. doi: 10.1186/s12875-016-0414-2

Warrier, C. M., and Zatorre, R. J. (2002). Influence of tonal context and timbral variation on perception of pitch. Atten. Percept. Psycho. 64, 198–207. doi: 10.3758/BF03195786

Whalen, D. H., and Levitt, A. G. (1995). The universality of intrinsic F0 of vowels. J. Phonetics 23, 349–366. doi: 10.1016/S0095-4470(95)80165-0

Wong, P. C., and Diehl, R. L. (2003). Perceptual normalization for inter-and intratalker variation in Cantonese level tones. J. Speech Lang. Hear Res. 46, 413–421. doi: 10.1044/1092-4388(2003/034)

Yang, R. X. (2011). “The Phonation factor in the categorical perception of Mandarin tones,” in Proceedings of the ICPhS XVII, (Hong Kong: City University of Hong Kong).

Yu, K. M., and Lam, H. W. (2014). The role of creaky voice in Cantonese tonal perception. J. Acoust. Soc. Am. 136, 1320–1333. doi: 10.1121/1.4887462

Conflict of Interest Statement: The authors declare that the research was conducted in the absence of any commercial or financial relationships that could be construed as a potential conflict of interest.

Copyright © 2018 Kuang and Liberman. This is an open-access article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution License (CC BY). The use, distribution or reproduction in other forums is permitted, provided the original author(s) and the copyright owner(s) are credited and that the original publication in this journal is cited, in accordance with accepted academic practice. No use, distribution or reproduction is permitted which does not comply with these terms.

OPS/images/fpsyg-09-02147-g001.jpg
061

08l

0Lb

09L 0Sk

(zH)04

oyl

o¢lL

(043

1.0

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

0.0

Time





OPS/images/fpsyg-09-02147-g003.jpg
<

o-{B8 B8 B8 BB BB TB TB 1B

Jaybly si z yead, Jo abejusolad

————t——o

004 08 09 oy 0z

O o W —— —— ——

Jaybiy sI Z yeed, Jo abejusdlag

10

10

FO Step

FO Step





OPS/images/fpsyg-09-02147-g002.jpg
<

40

S =)
&

(zH /8P) [2A3] 24nssaid punos

60-

E) =)
< R

(zH /8P) |9A3] 21nssaid punos

2500

2500

Frequency (Hz)

Frequency (Hz)





OPS/images/fpsyg-09-02147-g005.jpg
Pitch (Hz)

0.01489

ll]‘hl‘l‘ 1






OPS/images/fpsyg-09-02147-g004.jpg
o
o
B

0
o

=i
o
b
~

l-"l

set

-~ B+B
A ToT
4 B+T
= T+8

8
= 5

|
e

w
o
L

percentage of peak 2 is higher answer
3 3
g
—i—
. N
~
.

0- 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11
step(6=equal peaks)





OPS/images/fpsyg-09-02147-g007.jpg
percentage of peak 2 is higher answer

1

~ o ©o
o o o
TE i i

[=2]
o
I

509

409

4 5 6 7 8
step(6=equal peaks)

9

10 11

set

-~ B+B
A ToT
4 B+T
=+ T+B





OPS/images/fpsyg-09-02147-g006.jpg
4000

)

<

>

3

2

§

El

2

g

Lgu

~o

g s 2
o (zH/gp)iere ainssaig punog

=

<

>

3

2

§

3

s

g

L8

~o

2 L g
« (zH/gP)|oAa ainssald punog





OPS/images/fpsyg-09-02147-g009.jpg
10-

09-

5~ g @
s s S o

asuodsal H Jo Alligeqoid

=
s

~ e o
s 8 s o

esuodsal H Jo Ayiqeqoid

s

02-

01-

11

Step





OPS/images/fpsyg-09-02147-g008.jpg
percentage of peak 2 is higher answer

4 5 6 7 8
step(6=equal peaks)

9

10 M

set

-~ B+B
A ToT
& B+T
=+ T+B





OPS/images/cover.jpg
, frontiers
in Psychology

Integrating Voice Quality Cues in
the Pitch Perception of Speech
and Non-speech Utterances









OPS/images/logo.jpg
’ frontiers
in Psychology





OPS/images/cross.jpg
3,

i





OPS/images/fpsyg-09-02147-t002.jpg
BB T BT

T 1.3[1.2,1.5], p < 0.001
BT 1.7[1.6,1.8], p <0.001  0.4[0.3,0.6], p < 0.001
TB  0.4[0.3,05], p <0001 1.8[1.7,2.0, p <0.001  2.5[2.4,2.7], p < 0.001

Means of regression coefficients, followed by 95% highest posterior density
intervals in square brackets and associated p-values.





OPS/images/fpsyg-09-02147-t001.jpg
Set

Set BB
SetTT
Set BT
Set TB

Peak1 spectrum

Tilted
Flat
Tilted
Flat

Peak2 spectrum

Tilted
Flat
Flat
Tilted

Intended VQ
combination

Breathier + Breathier
Tenser +Tenser
Breathier + Tenser
Tenser + Breathier

Tilted spectrum, original spectrum; flat spectrum, boosted spectrum.





OPS/images/fpsyg-09-02147-t005.jpg
Set

BB

BT

6.4
6.6
4.4
7.6

Exp1

2.0
2.0
2.5
2.2

6.3
6.2
4.3
7.2

Exp2

1.9
1.8
2.1
2.0





OPS/images/fpsyg-09-02147-t004.jpg
BB T BT

TT  0.01[0.18,0.22], p=0.9

BT  0.7[0.5,0.9], p < 0.001 1.70.9,2.5], p < 0.001

TB  0.45[0.24,0.67],p < 0.001  1[0.5,1.7], p < 0.001 1.4[1.0,1.8],
p < 0.001

Means of regression coefficients followed by 95% highest posterior density intervals
in square brackets and associated p-values.





OPS/images/fpsyg-09-02147-t003.jpg
BB T BT

TT  0.17[-0.05,0.44], p = 0.17
BT  1.10.5,1.9], p < 0.001 1.03[0.7,1.4], p < 0.001

TB  0.5[0.30.7],p <0001  0.4[-0.7, —0.1], p <0.001 1.5[-2.1, -0.9],
p < 0.001

Means of regression coefficients followed by 95% highest posterior density intervals
in square brackets and associated p-values.





