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Figure 1. Peak FO of four accentual phrases
as a function of focus [in Hz]. Pooled data.
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Figure 2. Utterance duration of five sen-
tences as a function of focus [in sec]
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Figure 3. Accentual phrase duration as a
function of focus [in sec]. Pooled data.
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* Effects of focus on duration and vowel formant frequency.
Kikuo Maekawa (The National Language Research Institute)
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Figure 4. F1-F2 plot of mean formant frequencies
of the target vowels. Capital and small letters stand
respectively for N- and M-focus conditions.
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Figure 5. F1-F2 scatter plot of /te’/ vowel in the third
accentual phrase. Digits 0,1, and 2 stand respectively
for N-, M-, and S-foci.
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-Figure 6. Scatter plot of peak FO and vowel duration of
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/te/ in the third accentualphrase.
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Figure 7. Scatter plot of vowel duration and F2 of /te/
in the third accentual phrase.
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