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Effect of Speech Tasks on Habitual Pitch
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Abstract

This study was investigated the effect of speech
tasks on habitual pitch. Seven male and female
young adult speakers participated in this study. The
experiment consisted of seven different speech tasks:
counting, reading, sustained phonation /a/, prolonged
/iv/, answering /ne/. Data was analyzed via
Visi—pitch IV. The results showed that there was no
significant FO difference among speech tasks.
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