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— ABSTRACT —

Background and Objectivel] In benign laryngeal diseases, voice quality is major concern to both patients and
clinicians. The purpose of this study is to identify the acoustic parameters that can represent preoperative
pathologic and postoperative improved voice and to investigate quantitative changes of them. Using these data,
We intend to disclose the mechanisms of voice change and apply to programs that can predict postoperative
voice using preoperative voice data. Material and Methods[] We examined 47 patients who experienced lary-
ngeal microsurgery due to pathologic voice with benign laryngeal diseases and 50 normal controls. The voice
was analysed by Multi-Dimensional Voice Program in Computerized Speech Lab 4300 B. Results[] All
preoperative parameter’s values except NHR and VTI were higher than control group. Among them, the
values of frequency and amplitude perturbation related parameters increased most highly. Most parameter's
values after operation showed statistically no significant difference from those of control group. Postoperative
parameter’s values reduced above 50% of PPQ, RAP, sPPQ, Jitt, ShdB, Jita and Shim than preoperative state.
Conclusion[] The results showed that Jitter and Shimmer represented well the pathologic voice of benign
laryngeal disease and very closely related between improvements of both these parameters and voice quality
after operation. We also considered that these data will be available in the program of postoperative predictive
voice synthesis using preoperative voice data. (J Clinical Otolaryngol 2001512:65-79)
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00 OO0 OO (Methods of voice analysis)

00 000 OoOo0oo ooo ooo oo o o
000 000 15cm OO0 OO0 OOO OO OO
00 0000 OO0 oo ooo o 300 /4l /dl,
/0/,/0/,/0/0 00000 O0O000 0000 0o
30 OO 0000 Digital Audiotape Recorder(DAT,
DTC-59ES], Sony, Japan)d OO0 O OO0 OO
O Computerized Speech Lab 4300 B(OO CSLO
00)d OO0 OO Oooodd Multi—Dimensional
Voice Program(CO 0 MDVPO 0O0)O OOOO O
3300 000 O OO0 0o0Ooo 1000 00O 23
00 000 000 ooooog.

00 0000 00 (Analysis of acoustic data)
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0000 Wilcoxon rank sum testdd 000 0O0O0O
000 000.00 00 OO0 00 O oooo oo
0 00 000 000 000D 00 0o oo oo
O 0000 00 O[(00 0 ooo-00 O oo
0)/00 0 000]x 100, OO0 000000\ O
000 00000 00 000 0000 ooogd pai—
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00 0O0@O)O 00O 0000 4700 OO OO0O
0O 000 OO0 OO0 OO0 oooo@)yar
()]x 100000 COOOOO. OO0 OO0 DoOoo
000 0O 000 0000 000 paired t—testd ge—
neral linear models procedure(SAS 6.2)00 OOOO0O.
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Table 1. Short and long term frequency perturbation measurements

0o 0o O O ooo
Jita us OO0 o000 0oo ooooo ooo oog. 83.2
Jitt % 00000 o0oo0o0 000 o000 0000 o000 o000 Oooo oooo. 1.04
RAP % 000 00 00.300 0000 000 0000000 ooo. 0.68
PPQ % 0000 oooo.s00 Oo00 0ooobo ooooooo ooo. 0.84
SPPQ % SSEDDDD DDDDDDDDD DDDDDE.DﬁSSSiEDDD.DD o 1.02
vFg % ooooo oo.0000 000 ooo0oo00 oooo0 ocoboooo oooo. 1.10

JitaO Absolute lJitter, JittO Jitter percent, RAPO Relative Average Perturbation, PPQO Pitch Period Perturbation
Quotient, sPPQLO Smoothed Pitch Period Perturbation Quotient, vFg Fundamental Frequency Variation

0000Kayd 00O2%)

Table 2. Short and long term amplitude perturbation measurements

0o 0o O O ooo
ShdB dB 000 000 boo0 000 000 oboo0oo ooo ooobo ooo. 0.35
Shim % 000 o000 oooo boooo. 3.81
APQ % 00 oDooo.noo0ob 0oo0 000 o0 ooooo ooo 3.07
SAPQ % o0ooooo oo.000 000 o0 Ooo o.o0000 ss00. 4.23
vAM % 0000000 ooo boooo o000 o00o00 000 o000 ooooo oooo. 8.20

ShdBO Shimmer in dB, ShimO Shimmer Percent, APQO Amplitude Perturbation Quotient, SAPQO Smoothed Ampli-
tude Perturbation Quotient, vAmO Peak Amplitude Variation

0000Kayd 00O%)

Table 3. Voice break related measurements

0o 0o

O

O ooo

DvB %

ooooo0ooo OO0 OO0 ooo oooob oo.

1.00

DVBO Degree of voiceless

0ooooo, 0- 00 000 000 0o od(short
and long term frequency perturbation measurem—
ents)(Table 1), 0- OO O0OO0OO OO OO (short
and long term amplitude perturbation measureme—
nts)(Table 2), 000 OOOO OO (voice break rel—
ated measurements)(Table 3), 000 OO0 OO
(noise related measurements)(Table 4), 000 O
00 OO0 OO0 (tremor measurements)(Table 5),
000000 00 O0(fundamental frequency inf—
ormation measurements)(Table 6) OO0 O0O0OO
ooooo.

000 0000 O 00 (Methods of formant analysis)
00 00 000 00 oooo ooo ooo /4y,
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/0/,/0/,/0/,/0/0 000 30 00 OOO0O OO
000 OO0 48,000 HzO samplingD O, OO0 sp—
ectrogram] OO0 OO0O OOOO, 12,000 HzO
down—samplingd 0O 000 OO0 O 1000(FL),
020002, 0300030 00 ooooo
0O 000 0000 00 00O OO0 00 gooo o
0O Wilcoxon rank sum testd 0000 O0O0O0O0O.
42 1

CSLO MDVP OO 330 O OO0 OoOoOoooo
NVB, DSH, NSH, DUV, NUV, T, STDO Tsam,
SEG, PER 0O 100 OO0 OO0 230 0O0O OO
000 ooooo.
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Table 4. Noise related measurements

oo oo oo ooo
NHR 000 000 OD0OO 7004,500Hz OO0 OOOOO OOOO 150004,500Hz O0O0O 0.19
go0dd ooobobo0o0 OO0 Ob.00U0bo D0b0 DOobO0o oboob oooo. '
00D0O00O0.7004,500Hz OO0 00000 O0OODOOOO 2,80005,800Hz 00O
VTI 0000 000 Oo00d OoO.vligd o000 ooo oo ooo oo oooo ooo 0.061
0 000 Ob0Oo000 Oobobo oob oooo.
000 000 0000 000 00000 OD00bO0 obog.0o0obo oo oboo oo
J00O 0000 000 oogoo.7001,600Hz0 OO0 OO0OOO oOOO 11,6000
SPI 4,500Hz0 OO0 OOOO ODODOOO ODOODO.SPID0 OO0 OO0 OO0 ODOoOoOoo 14.12
000 00 OOOo.SPID OO ODODODDOOD OO0 000 0000 000 0dd oo
0o0dd 00 oooo0o oogo oo oo oo oao.
NHRO Noise to Harmonic Ratio, VTIO Voice Turbulence Index, SPIO Soft Phonation Index
O000Kayo O0O2)
Table 5. Tremor measurements
oo oo oo ooo
FTR] % Fp OOO0O0OO.000 OUODOODOO OO0 OO0 D0OO0O0OO0O0O@e0O0)DO DODOOOoO 095
° goooboooobo oobo obo gooo. :
ATRI % 00000000.00 00 000 00 00000 000000 0000 000 000, 4.37
Ftr Hz Fp OOOOOO OOO OOOO OO OO OO0 000 0000 dodd.oooo
FIRODO OO0 00000 000 OoooOo0O oogd.
Fatr Hy 00 OO0 0000 OO0 0000 00O OO 000 000 obboo oooo.goooo

ARRIOO 000 00000 000 0000 000.

FTRIO F2 Tremor Intensity Index
FftrO F2 Tremor Frequency
0O0O00Kayd O00O2)

Table 6. Fundamental frequency information measur-
ements

00 0o ad 00 ooo
. 00 00000 OO0 OO od
Fhi Hz 0oo.
i H 00 OD0000 00 00 0o
© Z  poo.
00 DO000O00O 00 ooao
Fo Hz oo.

PFR semi-TonesO0O OOOOO.

Fhid Highest Fundamental Frequency, FloO Lowest Fu-
ndamental Frequency, FgO Average Fundamental Fr-
equency, PFRO Phonatory Fundamental Frequency

0000 00 0 00 000 0000 0000 0
00 00 0000(E=005), Kayd 0000 00O
0 0000 00 000 000 vk, 1.80, SPI 15
0, vAm 1.30, Jitt 1.00 O 50 DO0O000 0000
0o0o0o0 00 00 000,

0. 00 000 000 00 0000 00 0 00
00 0000 00 Jitad 3000 0000 OO0 O
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ATRIO Amplitude Tremor Intensity Index
Fatrd Amplitude Tremor Frequency

00, Jitt 2.80, PPQ 2.80, RAP 2.70, sPPQ 24 [,
vF, 230 O0000(Table 7-12). OO OO O OO
0 00 000 0000 o000 0oo oo ogo
(p=005). OO 0O OOOO OCOOO OO OO sP-
PQO 1.00(Table 11)0 OO OOOO, RAP 1.2 O
(Table 10), PPQ 1.200 (Table 9), Jitt 1.30 (Table
8), VR, 1.30 (Table 12), Jita 1.50 (Table 7) O OO
0.00 0O 0000 00 00 0O oooo oogo
PPQO 57.6%0 OO OO0 (Table 9), RAP 57.0%
(Table 10), sPPQ 57.0%(Table 11), Jitt 54.4%
(Table 8), Jita 49.7%(Table 7), vF, 40.8%(Table
12) 000 O0O000.00 000 00 oooo o
00 OO0 0000 OO0 00 sPPQU OOOO OO
O, vi,O /O0/ 000 0000 000(@e=005). 0O
0 0000 000 OO0 00 470 O RAPO 39.8
0 (85%)(Table 10)00 OOOOO sPPQ 39.20
(83%)(Table 11), PPQ 38.61 (82%)(Table 9), Jita
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37.60 (80%)(Table 7), Jitter 37.20 (79%)(Table 0 0O 000D OO0 00 O 0000 0000 ShdB
8), VF, 350 (74%)(Table 12) 000 O.

0. 00 00000 OO0 O0O00 00 O 000 sAPQ 38.9%, vVAm 22.6% 0000 (Table 13—17).
0 0000 00 OO0 shdBO 3300 OO OO0, OO 000 0000 00O OO0 0000 00 OO
Shim 2,60, APQ 2.40, sAPQ 1.60, vAm 1.20 0  shimO O 0O 000 0000 0000 0O0O0(Ta—
000 (Table 13-17). 00 0 0000 0000 O ble 14), ShdBO /0/, /0/(Table 13), APQD /0/,/
0 00 vAmO 1000 00 00O (Table 17), sA— 0/, /0/(Table 17), sAPQ /0 /(Table 16), vAm /0/
PQ 1.10 (Table 16), Shim 1.30 (Table 14), APQ (Table 17)00 000D 000 OO 00O (p<O.
1.40 (Table 15), ShdB 1.60 (Table 13)0000. 0  05). 00 0O D000 000 OO0 00 470 O Sh—

Table 7. Absolute Jitter (us)

52.2%0 00 OO0, Shim 48.9%, APQ 38.9%,

OO ooooo oo O 0o o 0oo (%) p-value 0000 (%)
/07 630+ 36.1 2303+ 1923 88.5% 57.8 61.5 0.001 37 (79)
/07 73.4% 52.8  271.3+ 192.1  151.9+ 100.3* 436 0.001 38 (81)
/a/ 98.0+ 104.8  216.4% 1767 118.4% 86.1 452 0.001 36 (77)
/07 638+ 41.6  170.4% 1354  749% 635 56.0 0.0001 40 (85)
/07 714+ 442  203.3+ 2009 114.1% 180.8 43.8 0.044 37 (79)
0O 739+ 142 2183+ 1329 109.8% 66.0 49.7 37.6 (80)
Ratio 1(0.9) 2.95 (2.6) 1.48 (1.3)

RatioDOOOOO OO O.( )JKayd OO0 83.20 OO O
Statistically significant between * or t and the other vowelsOl p<0.05

Table 8. Jitter Percent (%)

0o ooooo oo o oo O 0oo (%) p-value oooo (%)
/0/ 0.9+ 0.6 3.1+ 238 12 +08 62.7 0.0003 36 (77)
/07 1.0£ 0.7 3.7¢ 2.6 1.83% 0.9* 49.9 0.0004 36 (77)
/0/ 1.5£ 1.9 3.1 2.6 1.7 + 1.5% 44.1 0.003 36 (77)
/0/ 0.9+ 0.5 2.4+ 2.4 0.8 + 0.6 64.1 0.0003 41 (87)
/0/ 1.0£ 0.5 3.0 3.0 1417 54.1 0.006 37 (79)
0o 1.1£ 02 3.0t 2.2 14 +07 54.4 37.2 (79)
Ratio 1(1.0) 2.8 (2.9) 1.3 (1.3)

RatioDOODOOO OO O,( )JKayd OOO 1.040 OO O
Statistically significant between * or t and the other vowelsOl p<0.05

Table 9. Pitch perturbation quotient (%)

0oao ooooao oo o oo o ooo (%) p-value oooo (%)
/a/ 0.5+ 0.3 1.8+ 1.7 0.6+ 0.6* 67.2 0.0002 39 (83)
/07 0.6+ 0.4 2.1+ 1.5 1.0+ 0.97 53.6 0.0002 37 (78)
/a/ 0.8+ 0.9 1.6+ 1.2 0.9+ 0.9" 40.7 0.0035 36 (77)
/a/ 0.5+ 0.4 12+ 1.5 0.4+ 0.4* 66.4 0.0011 43 (91
/a7 0.6+ 0.3 1.6+ 1.7 0.6+ 0.6* 61.8 0.002 38 (81)
0o 0.6+ 0.1 1.7£ 1.2 0.7+ 0.4 57.6 38.6 (82)
Ratio 1(0.7) 2.8 (2.0) 1.2 (0.8)

RatioDOOOOO OO0 O,( )JKayd 00O 0.840 OO0 O

Statistically significant between * & 1 0O p<0.05
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imDd sAPQD 00 3840(82%)00 DO0O0O(Ta—
ble 14 and 16) ShdBO 36.80 (78%)(Table 13),
APQ 35.60 (76%)(Table 15), vAm 330 (72%)(Ta—
ble 17)00 0OOOO.

000 0000 000 DVBO 00 O 0000 O
000 00 8550 0O00O0O0. 00 O 0000 O
000 00 150 00000. 00 O 0000 00 O
0 0 0000 0000 824%00 0000 00 O
0o 0o /0/,/0/,/0/00 00 00 0000 OO

Table 10. Relative average perturbation (%)

0 00 00000(@<005). 00 0 0000 00
0 00 00 470 O 210 (45%)0 0 O (Table 18).

000 000 0000 00 0 0000 0000
00 VTIO 140 0000 000, SPI 1.30, NHR
110 00O00(Table 19-21). 00 O 0000 O
000 00 00 NHRO 0900 00 OO0 (Table
21), VTI 10 (Table 19), SPI 1.30 (Table 20) 0O
00.00 0 0000 00 00 0 0000 000
O VTIO 294%0 OO0 OOO(Table 19), NHR

oo ooooo oo o oo o 0oo (%) p-value oooo (%)
/a/ 09+ 04 18+ 1.4 0.6+ 0.5 66.2 0.0001 40 (85)
/0/ 0.6+ 0.4 2.1+ 1.5 1.0+ 0.6* 52.1 0.0003 40 (85)
/a/ 0.9+ 1.1 1.7£ 13 0.9+ 0.7* 47.5 0.0006 36 (77)
/0/ 0.5+ 0.3 1.3 1.5 0.4£ 0.3 69.3 0.0005 42 (89)
/0/ 0.6+ 0.3 1.7+ 1.6 0.8+ 1.1 54.0 0.0055 41 (87)
00 0.6+ 0.2 1.7+ 1.1 0.7+ 0.4 57.0 39.8 (85)
Ratio 1(0.9) 2.7 (2.5) 1.20.1)

RatioD OOOOO OO O,( )OKoyO OO OOO 0680 OO O

Statistically significant between *or ¥ and the other vowels p<0.05

Table 11. Smoothed pitch perturbation quotient (%)
oo ooooo oo o oo o 0oo (%) p-value oooo (%)
/0/ 0.8+ 0.3 1.5£ 1.0 1.1+ 0.5* 23.4 0.281 37 (78)
/0/ 0.8+ 0.5 1.7+ 0.1 1.3+ 0.8* 21.6 0.229 34 (72)
/0/ 1.0+ 0.5 2.1+ 25 0.8+ 0.4" 64.1 0.129 40 (85)
/a/ 1.2+ 2.6 1.4+ 1.9 0.6+ 0.3 58.3 0.237 45 (96)
/0/ 0.8+ 0.6 3.9+ 5.5 0.8+ 0.3 80.2 0.054 40 (85)
00 0.9+ 0.2 2.1+ 1.1 0.9+ 0.3 57.0 39.2 (83)
Ratio 1(0.9) 2.4 (2.1) 1.0 (0.9)

RatioOODOOOO OO O,( )JKayl OO0 1.020 OO O

Statistically significant between * & 1 0O p<0.05

Table 12. Fundamental frequency variation (%)
oo ooooo oo o oo o 0ooo (%) p-value oooo (%)
/a/ 1.6+ 0.9 4.2+ 3.0 2.5+ 2.5 40.2 0.005 37 (78)
/0/ 1.7£ 0.8 4.3+ 3.8 2.8+ 28 36.6 0.026 35 (74)
/a/ 23+ 1.7 3.9+ 3.0 3.2+ 3.2 16.9 0.299 30 (64)
/a/ 2.2+ 2.8 3.9+ 3.1 2.50+ 2.5 36.4 0.036 37 (78)
/a/ 22+ 1.7 6.3+ 9.1 2.4+ 2.4 61.6 0.012 36 (77)
0o 2.0+ 0.3 4.5+ 28 27+ 1.7 40.8 35 (74)
Ratio 1(1.8) 2.3 4.1) 1.3 2.4

RatioD 00000 OO0 O,( )JKayd 000 1.100 00 O
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18.1%(Table 21), SPI 2.4% OO000(Table20) O 00 FTRIO 1900 00 00O, Fatr .50, Ftr
0 0 0000 000 SPIO OO 00 OO0 O OO0 140, ATRI 1.30 0000 (Table 22-25). 00 O
00 000 00 000@E=005) VTIO 00 /0/,/ 0000 0000 00 ATRIO 0800 00 000,
0/00 000 OO0 0000(@@=0.05) NHRO /0/,/  FTRI 1.30, Fftr 1.40, Fatrr 150 0000, 00 O
0/0 0000 000 00 O00@<005). 00 00 0000 00 00 O 0000 0000 FTRID 44,
000 000 OO0 NHRO 00 470 O 350(75%)  2%(Table 22), ATRI 40%(Table 25), Fftr —5%
00 OO0 000 VTI 330(71%), SPI 290(62%)  (Table 24), Fatr 1%(Table 23) 0000, 0000
0000 (Table 19-21). 00 00 00 0O 0000 000 00 000 00

000 000 0000 OO0 O 0000 0000 OO0 0000 000@=005). 00 O 0000 O

Table 13. Shimmer in dB (dB)

OO 0oooo 0o o oo o ooo (%) p-value 0ooo (%)
/aj/ 0.3% 0.1 1.0+ 0.6 0.5+ 0.6 45.4 0.101 41 (87)
/aj/ 0.3% 0.1 0.7+ 0.5 0.6x 0.7 23.1 0.243 37 (78)
/al/ 0.3+ 0.5 0.7+ 0.7 0.4 0.5 339 0.118 32 (68)
/a/ 0.3+ 0.3 0.6x 0.4 0.3+ 0.4 39.7 0.014 36 (77)
/a/ 0.2+ 0.1 17+ 0.5 0.3 0.3 80.4 0.0009 38 (81)
0o 0.3+ 0.1 0.9+ 1.6 0.4+ 0.4 523 36.8 (78)
Ratio 1(0.8) 3.3 (2.6) 1.57 (1.3)

RatioDOOOO0O OO O,( )OKayD OO0 0350 OO O

Table 14. Shimmer Percent (%)

0o ad ogoooo oo o oo o ooo (%) p-value oooo (%)
/0/ 3.7+ 1.4 8.2t 57 4.4+ 23 46.1 0.0004 42 (89)
/a/ 33t 1.2 8.2+ 4.9 4.6+ 32 43.6 0.0005 38 (81)
/0/ 29+ 13 69+ 67 3.8t 22 457 0.0105 33 (70)
/0/ 22+ 1.4 6.1+ 45 3.1+ 25 48.6 0.0009 39 (83)
/0/ 2.5+ 1.1 7870 3.1+ 2.8 60.5 0.0001 40 (85)
0o 29+ 0.6 7.4+ 48 38t 18 489 38.4 (82)
Ratio 1(0.8) 2.56 (2.0) 1.31 (1.0)

RatioDOOO0OO OO O,( )OKayd 00O 3810 00 O

Table 15. Amplitude perturbation quotient (%)

0O 0oooo 0o O 0o O 000 (%) p-value 0000 (%)
/0/ 2.6+ 0.9 58+ 52 3.5¢ 1.7 40.9 0.011 34 (72)
/0/ 23+ 07 5.4+ 40 4.3% 5.6* 20.6 0.341 36 (77)
/0/ 22+ 07 5.1+ 638 3.0% 2.9 40.6 0.108 35 (74)
o/ 1.9+ 1.1 4.5+ 4.4 2.6+ 2.3 1.6 0.024 37 (78)
/07 1.7+ 0.9 4.6% 3.6 2.1% 2.0" 53.5 0.0004 36 (77)
0O 2.2+ 0.4 5.1t 4.6 3.1+ 1.8 38.9 35.6 (76)

Ratio 1(0.7) 2.4 (1.7) 1.4 (1.0)

RatioDOODOOO OO O,( )OKayO OO0 3.070 0O O
Statistically significant between * or t  and the other vowelsO p<0.05
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Table 16. Smoothed amplitude perturbation quotient (%)

0o ooooo oo o oo O 0oo (%) p-value 0ooo (%)
/07 4.8+ 2.2 58+ 2.4 6.7+ 5.8* —15.4 0.734 36 (77)
/07 3.7 1.5 6.0t 2.1 4.8% 2.4* 20.6 0.190 39 (83)
/07 3.2t 1.4 58t 6.3 3.0+ 1.5 40.6 0.193 37 (78)
/0/ 34519 5.6+ 59 31+ 1.7 41.6 0.130 40 (85)
/0/ 3.5+ 17 6.0t 33 3.0t 1.5 53.5 0.006 40 (85)
0o 3.7+ 0.6 58+ 47 4.1 2.6 38.9 38.4 (82)
Ratio 1(0.9) 1.6 (1.4) 1.1 (1.0)

RatioDOODOOO OO O,( )JKayd OO0 4230 00O O
Statistically significant between * & 1 0O p<0.05

Table 17. Peak-amplitude variation (%)

OO 0oooo 0o o oo o ooo (%) p-value 0ooo (%)
/a/ 10.9+ 4.9 13.9+ 6.4 10.8+ 10.8 226 0.050 33 (70)
/a/ 10.5¢ 5.1 12.7+ 6.9 10.8+ 10.8 14.6 0.282 37 (78)
/a/ 9.4+ 4.8 121+ 7.7 10.2+ 10.1 16.3 0.202 33 (70)
/a/ 10.4% 6.7 120+ 7.2 9.4+ 9.4 217 0.055 29 (62)
/a/ 10.5¢ 6.0 12.5+ 7.5 78+ 7.8 37.8 0.005 37 (78)
0o 10.3+ 0.6 12.6+ 5.6 9.8+ 47 22.6 33.8 (72)
Ratio 1(1.3) 12(1.5) 1.0 (1.2)

RatioDOOOOO OO O,( )OKayd OO0 8200 0O O

Table 18. Degree of voice breaks (%)

OO 0oooo 0o o oo o ooo (%) p-value 0ooo (%)
/a/ 0 9.0+ 17.9 3.6+ 7.9% 60.5 0.090 26 (55)
/a/ 0 10.7+ 21.0 0 100 0.003 23 (49)
/a/ 0 1.6+ 5.6 1.3+ 4.2 1822 0.825 13 (28)
/a/ 0.4% 2.6 5.4+ 11.9 1.2+ 4.4 77.7 0.010 21 (45)
/a/ 0 11.8+ 22.7 0.7+ 2.2 94.0 0.003 23 (49)
0o 0.1£ 0.2 7.7+ 102 1.4+ 2.0 82.4 21.2 (45)
Ratio 10.1) 85.5 (7.7) 15 (1.4)

RatioDOODOOO OO O,( )JKayd OOO 1.000 OO O
Statistically significant between * & the other vowelsO p<0.05

00 OO0 FTRIO ATRIO 00 370(78%)000. (P>0.05)(Table 27).
000000 OO0 00 PFRO 00 O 0000 O
0 0000 00 15000 00 0 0000 000 | &t
0 324%000. 00 0 0 000 0000 000
0 00 000 000 00 855000 OO0 0900 0000 000 00 0000 00 00 000 O
0 (Table 26). 0 00 00 00 00 000 00 0000 000 O

ub o0 oobdo o oob oboo ob oo o 0 0000. 19600 Leden 00 000 000 OO
00000 boog booo boo ooo ooo o000 000 o0 oo ooo bo boobo ooo

72



ooo ooooooooob obooooo oo ooo oooo

000 OO 000 d(frequent and rapid change)O
00000 000. 197000 19720 Iwata®®0 O
0 000 000 00000 00 0000 00 00
0 0000 OO0 000000 00 0000 000
000 0000 000 DO00. 19800 Horii”O O
0 0000 000 00 0 0000 000 0000
0 00 0000, 00 00 00000 00 000
0 00 000 000 00 00 00 000 0000

Table 19. Voice turbulence index

00 OO0 0000 0O00. 000 00000 OO0
000 0000 000 0000 00 000 000
00 0 000 0O 00 0000 0000 00 00
(pitch perturbation)] 00 OO0 OOO0O OO O
00 000 000 000000, 19630 Lieberman®
0 00 OO0 000 0DO0O00 05 msecd OO O
000 000 00, 19720 Iwata,® 19730 Koike
00 000 0000 00 00 000 00 00 O

od gooog ogd o oo d ooo (%) p-value oooo (%)
/a/ 0.06+ 0.05 0.09+ 0.05* 0.06+ 0.04* 33.1 0.004 36 (77)
/0/ 0.08+ 0.03 0.11+ 0.07* 0.07+ 0.03* 35.6 0.001 35 (74)
/0/ 0.07+ 0.04 0.09+ 0.07* 0.07+ 0.05* 19.7 0.237 31 (65)
/0/ 0.04+ 0.02 0.04+ 0.02" 0.03+ 0.02" 21.4 0.051 31 (65)
/0/ 0.03+ 0.02 0.04+ 0.20" 0.03+ 0.017 30.8 0.004 34 (72)
0o 0.05+ 0.02 0.07+ 0.04 0.05+ 0.02 29.1 334 (71)
Ratio 1(0.9) 1.4(0.2) 1(0.9)

RatioD OOOOO OO O,( )dKayl OOO 0.0610 0O O

Statistically significant between * & t 0O p<0.05

Table 20. Soft phonation index
od gooog ogd o oo d ooo (%) p-value oooo (%)
/a/ 9.9+ 58 14.0+ 52* 12.6+ 8.4 10.1 0.423 31 (65)
/0/ 4.4+ 2.2 10.0+ 8.7* 9.4+ 7.2 6.0 0.731 29 (62)
/0/ 7.0+ 40 16.4+ 9.1* 4.6+ 7.8 11.3 0.657 33 (70)
/0/ 36.6% 24.2 40.1% 32.5 37.4+ 18.3 6.8 0.626 29 (62)
/a/ 47.3+ 21.1 61.0+ 28.7% 4.2+ 25.5 -53 0.721 23 (49)
0Oo0o 21.1%£ 19.6 28.3+ 14.1 27.6+ 10.4 2.4 29 (62)
Ratio 1(1.5) 1.3 (2.0) 1.3 (2.0)

RatioDOODOO OO O,( )OKayd OO0 14.120 00 O

Statistically significant between * & 1 ,*& +, t & F O p<0.05

Table 21. Noise to harmonic ratio
od gooog ogd o oo d ooo (%) p-value oooo (%)
/0/ 0.2+ 0.5 0.2+ 0.1 0.2+ 0.1* 9.3 0.319 34 (72)
/0/ 0.1+ 0.0 0.2+ 0.1 0.1+ 0.1 21.8 0.002 37 (78)
/0/ 0.1+ 0.0 0.2+ 0.1 0.1+ 0.1 12.4 0.087 35 (74)
/0/ 0.1+ 0.1 0.2+ 0.0 0.1+ 0.1 10.5 0.225 33 (70)
/a/ 0.1+ 0.0 0.2+ 0.1 0.1£ 0.1 33.5 0.0004 38 (81)
0O0 0.2+ 0.1 0.2+ 0.1 0.1 0.1 18.1 35.4 (75)
Ratio 1(0.8) 1.13 (0.9) 0.9 (0.7)

RatioDOODOOO OO O,( )OKayO OO0 0.190 OO O
Statistically significant between * & the other vowelsO p<0.05
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Ut oo obb oboo bo oo oo b oo o
oo o0 ooo oooob. o0 booo ooo o
U ooooo oo obodo oooo oooo o
uoooo ooo obob ooo oo oo ooo
OO0 0000 Jdita, Jitt, RAP, PPQ, sPPQ, v, OO
0000 O0(Table 1). OO OO0 O OOO0O O
OO0 00000 CoO0O OO0 JiterD OO OO
ud ooo oo ooo ooooo oooo. oo o
000 pitch period OO0O0 O0O0O0O OO OO0 O

Table 22. Fo-Tremor intensity index (%)

000 000000 (pitch extraction error)d 00O
0 00 0000 RAPO PPQD OO0 OO0 0O
Jitter 0000 Jitter(%)0 Jita(msec)d OO0, Ji—
tter(%)0 0000 O0O0OO OODOOO OOO0O0O0O
0 000 0ob 0O oo ooo ob oo oo ooo
0. 0bod oob 0o 00 0o oobo ooo
00 Oodboo 000 oboo oboo booo o
000 000 OO0 000 000 00. Horii 070
0000 0o ooo Jiter OO0O OO0 OO O OO

oo ooooo oo o oo o 0oo (%) p-value oooo (%)
/a/ 0.4+ 0.3 1.0+ 0.6 0.6+ 0.4 40.8 0.039 41 (87)
/a/ 0.4+ 0.2 0.6+ 0.4 0.4+ 0.3 21.8 0.415 34 (72)
/a/ 0.4+ 0.2 1.0+ 1.7 0.6+ 0.4 440 0.092 36 (77)
/a/ 0.5+ 0.4 0.4+ 0.3 0.3+ 0.1 41.5 0.233 44 (94)
/a/ 0.4+ 0.2 1.0+ 1.3 0.4+ 0.3 61.1 29 (62)
0oo 0.4x 0.0 0.8+ 0.8 0.4+ 0.2 44.2 36.8 (78)
Ratio 1(0.4) 1.9 (0.8) 1.1 (0.5)

RatioDOODOOO OO O,( )OKayO OO0 0.950 00O O

Table 23. Amplitude tremor frequency (Hz)
0o ooood oo o 0o O 0ooo (%) p-value oooo (%)
/a/ 7.8+ 4.5 8.7+ 5.6 13.1£ 5.8 -51.2 42 (89)
/a/ 5.9+ 0.4 12.8+ 4.7 11.5% 4.2 10.0 0.092 42 (89)
/a/ 11.2+ 2.9 7.4+ 2.8 7.8+ 4.7 -6.5 41 (87)
/a/ 5.9+ 0.5 11.6+ 5.1 9.5+ 3.9 18.5 0.5 46 (98)
/a/ 4.0+ 0.9 11.1£ 5.9 9.1+ 3.4 18.3 0.202 39 (83)
0O0 7.0+ 2.7 10.3+ 4.8 10.2+ 4.4 1.1 42 (89)
Ratio 1 1.5 1.5

RatioDODOOOO OO O

Table 24. Fo tremor frequency (Hz)
0o ooood oo o 0o O 0ooo (%) p-value oooo (%)
/a/ 6.6 4.3 10.5+ 5.7 12.2+ 6.9 -16.8 0.844 12 (74)
/a/ 9.1+ 4.9 11.5+ 5.4 13.1% 6.4 -14.0 0.179 92.(@81)
/a/ 8.6x 6.0 8.7 5.5 10.8+ 6.0 —24.6 0.748 7 (85)
/a/ 7.6 5.0 1.0+ 6.2 10.3+ 5.1 -2.92 0.679 6 (87)
/al/ 7.0+ 40 11.8+ 7.5 8.7+ 4.4 26.2 0.067 42 (89)
Oo0 7.8+ 1.1 10.5+ 6.1 11.0+ 5.8 -5.13 39.2 (83)
Ratio 1 1.4 1.4

RatioD OOOOO OO O
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ooo ooooooooob obooooo oo ooo oooo

00000 0o, R 0,0000 00 (type of phon—
atory initiation), 000 (termination)d0 OO0 OO
000 000 R, 000 OO00OO0 000 0o0Oo
00 1% 000 00 Jditter 00 OOO0O OOO. O
0O 0000 000 Jitter OO0 OO0O0OO OO O
0O.sPPQO OO0 OO0 OO0 OO 0OOOO OO
0 00 0000 000 0O 00 oooo ooo o
0O 0000 Jitt, RAP, PPQO OO0 OO0 O0OO
0,00 0000 O0O000 Doooo oogo o

Table 25. Amplitude tremor intensity index (%)

0 000 OO0 00 (spasmodic dysphonia)d 000
oo oood.

U oob bodb bo0o oo 0o obg oo
00 00 0 0000 0 ooboo oobo o oooo
00 o0 20 00 OO0 Oob 0o oo o oo o
00 0 00000 OO0 O O ogo, 00 0 sPPQ
0 000 0bo0o Dbobooo obo oboo oo
0 0000 000 OO0 70090%0 00O OO Od
0 0000 ooob 0o oo oo booo oo

od gooog ogd o oo d ooo (%) p-value oooo (%)
/0/ 3.2+ 2.0 48+ 3.3 3.0+ 2.0 36.3 41 (87)
/0/ 3.9+ 2.7 2.6+ 1.4 1.8+ 1.1 28.7 0.490 34 (72)
/0/ 2.5+ 0.6 3.5+ 3.9 3.1+ 13 11.4 0.406 36 (77)
/0/ 23+ 1.4 3.4+ 3.4 1.6+ 0.5 54.0 0.463 44 (94)
/a/ 2.1+ 0.7 4.0+ 4.5 1.5+ 1.1 62.8 29 (62)
0O0 2.8+ 0.8 3.6+ 3.3 22+ 12 39.6 36.8 (78)
Ratio 1(0.6) 1.3 (0.8) 0.8 (0.5
RatioD O0OOOO OO O,( )JKayd OO0 4370 00 O
Table 26. Phonatory fundamental frequency range (semi-tones)
od gooog ogd o oo d ooo (%) p-value oooo (%)
/0/ 2.6+ 1.0 5+ 2.5 3.2+ 0.7 36.5 0.001 40 (85)
/0/ 3.0+ 1.3 4.6+ 2.2 3.4+ 0.1 25.8 0.005 36 (77)
/0/ 3.3+ 14 4.3+ 2.5 3.5+ 0.2 18.7 0.054 34 (72)
/0/ 3.5+ 4.2 4.2+ 2.3 2.6+ 0.2 37.3 0.002 41 (87)
/0/ 29+ 1.4 5.2+ 4.3 3.1+ 0.1 41.6 0.003 38 (81)
0O0 3.0+ 0.4 4.6+ 1.9 3.1+ 1.1 324 37.8 (80)
Ratio 1 1.5 1
RatioDODOOOO OO O
Table 27. Comparison of formant between preoperative and postoperative state
O O /a/ /0/ /a/ /0/ /a/
01000 0o o 653.0+ 1747 4525+ 115.7  267.4+ 49.6 4357+ 60.7  299.6+ 36.6
(H2) oo o 674.5+ 124.6 4473+ 77.4 2759+ 355 4363+ 58.1 318.9+ 45.5
02000 0o o 1385.5+ 438.5 17483+ 215.6 2165.9+ 248.0 1031.7+ 359.6  885.4+ 230.9
(HD) oo o 1260.5+ 214.0 1832.4% 179.0 2202.7+ 271.2  921.3+ 249.8  909.6+ 378.6
03000 oo o 2736.4+ 267.0 2613.1% 215.6 2957.4+ 2250 2814.8+ 223.2 2643.8+ 247.6
(H2) 00 o 2763.0+ 156.0 2645.0+ 196.2 2996.1+ 246.7 2839.1+ 177.2 2696.6+ 304.7

*0 There is no statistical difference between pre and postoperative formant value each phonation
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00000000 O000.0000 000000
00 103000 15000 000000 0000 O
00 O sPPQU 0OOOO OOOO OO OO0 00 O
00 000 OO0 0000 00 000 0000 O
0 000.00 0000 000 0000 00 000
0 0000 OO0 000 000 000, 0000 O
00000 00 00 00 000 50060% 000
0 00 OO0 000 000 00 0O 60%00 00
0 000 000 00 000 00 O 10% 000 O
000 0000 000 00 00 000 00000
000 000 0000 000 0 0 000.000
000 OO0 00 000 000 000 00 000
0000000000000 DOO0O0OO0OO0OaO
0 000 0 0000 000 00 00.00 000
0000 Jitt, RAP, PPQD 00 0 O 00 O OO0
0 0000 OO0 00 000 000 00 000 O
00 00 0O 00 000 000 00 RAPO PPQO
000.000 00 000 000 00 000 000
00 D000 00 00 000 0000 00 1973
Koike,? 19770 Koike 0”0 RAPO PPQO JittD
0 00 00 OO0 (very short term)0 OO0 O O
000 Jit 000 0000000 000 000 00
000 0 D000 00000 000. Leden®d Iw—
ata®0 OO0 000 0000 00000 00 000
0000000 000000 00000. Iwata O
0 000 OO0 OO0 0oO0o(correlogram)d OO
00 OO0 0000000 0000 00 000 0
00 0000 0 0000 OO0 00000 00 0
0000 0000 00 0000 0000O0.

000 OO0 000 00 000 0 0000 00
0 OO0 0000000 Koike 0P0 OO0 OOO
000 0oOOO0 0odooo (@mplitude modulation
coefficient)y] 0000 00000 OO0 00000
0000 000 0000 000 00000 0oO0.
000 000 OO0 00 000 00000 000
000 ShdB, Shim, APQ, SAPQ, vAm 00 0000
OO(Table 2). 00 O ShdBO Shimd 00O OO0
00 000 000 00 0000 000 0000 O
000, 19700 Iwata,® 19770 Koike 0° 000 O
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0000 000 0000 000 D000 00 00
0 0000 0O000 000 000 00000 00
00000 D00 000 000 00.00000 O
00 00000 000 0000 0000 000 O
000 000 00000 00 000 000 00 (ho-
arse and breathy voice)] OO0 OO. OO0 1977
O Koike 0Y0 00 00O OO 00O O 0000
0000 00 000 00 000 00000 000
00,000 000 000 00 000 00 0000
00 00 000 0O 000 OO0 0000 000 O
000 000 OO0 000 0000 00 00 00
000 00 000 DO0 0000 000. APQO
110 00000 000 000 0000 000 00
0 000 0O 0000 000 D000D D00 O
0000 shimd ShdBOO 0000000 OO0 O
000 000 D000 O 000O0. sAPQD VAM
0 sPPQO vF,0 000 000 0Oo.@

0 00000 00 0O 00 0000 ShdB, Shim,
APQ 00 0000 20 00 OO0 00O 00 00 O
000 O 000 000 00000 00 0 000 O
00 Shim, APQ, sAPQL O 40050% 0000 O
00 000 00 000000 0000 000, Shim
0 0000 OO0 00 00 000 00 82%0 O
0O 00 00 000 D000 O 000000 00 O
0 00 000 0O 00000 O 0 00.000 00
00 000 000 000 OO0 00O (breathy) O
000 0000 000 000 000 00 0 00
000 100%0 00000 OO0 000 000 O
00 00 O 59%00 000000 Shim O ShdB
0 000 O 50% 000 0000, 000 00 00
00 shimO OO0 00 OO0 000 O 0000 OO0
0O 0000.00 O 0000 Shim, APQ, sAPQL
0000 OO0 00 000 0000 000 00 00
00 0000 000 00000 000 000 00
0 00 00 0000 000 00 0000.000 O
0000 OO0 000 O 40% 000 000 00
000 000 000 0000 00 000 0 000
000 OO0 000 0oDO0O.

000 000 00 000 DVBO OO0 00000



ooo ooooooooob obooooo oo ooo oooo

00 000 00(%)D 000 000 000 000
0O 00000 00 000 0000 000 000
00 O 00 (voice break)d 1% OO0 0000 O
00 O(Table 3). 0 OO0 000 0DO0ODO OO
0 00 D00 0D DO0ODO0 0000 000 00
0 00 KayD OO0OO0 OO0 00O 0OOO0.O
00 OO0 0000 000 0000 00 000 O
0O00.00 O DO0OD 0000 O 80 0000
000D D 41500 0000 0000 82%0 00
0000 0000 0000 0000 00 000 O
0 45%0 00 O OO0 OO0 000 00 00 O
000 0000 0 0 000.00 00 000 D00
0000000 OO0 00 00 000 0 000 00
0 0000 D000 00,00 00 000 00 O
00 0000 OO0 00 0 000 00 000 O
00 000 00 0O 00000 00000 0000
00 000 0000 0000 000000 00o00.

00 D00 00 D00 000 000 0O 0000
0O 000 00 0 00 000 00 000 00 00
0000, 19670 Yanagihara™O 000 0OOO
000 0 000 0000 00 00, 3,000 Hz OO
0 000 00 000 0000 00 000 00 O
300 0000 OO0 000 00 DO000 00 O
0 000 00 000 0000000 000 00 O
0 000 000 000 000 00000. 19820
Yumoto 0?0 00O OO0 OO0 0000000 O
0 000 00 0000 0000 000 0004 O
0 0 000,000 000000 00 0 00 00
0 000 00000 D000 000 00000 O
00 00 OO0 000 00 00 000 00O000.
19860 Kasuya 00 00 000 OO0 OO0 no—
rmalized noise energy(NNE)O O0O0O0O0O OO0O0O
00 00 000 00 0000 00 000, 0000,
00 000 000 0000 0000d. 19870 Ma—
shima 00 000 OO 0O OO0 00O OO0 O
00 D000 0000 0000 00 000 00 O
00 00000 00 D000 0000 O 0000
00000, 000 00 0000 00 0000 00
0o ooo.
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0 00000 000 000 000 NHR, VT, SPI
0 000000 (Table 4), NHRO 1,5000 4,500 Hz
00 OO0 000 7004500 HzZOO OO OO0 OO
0 000 0000 000 ooo 04, turbulent no—
ise, subharmonic component, voice break 00 00O
spectral noised OO0 OO0 OOO0O. 0O OO0
00 00 00 000 NHROOOO OO O OoOod
0O 0 1100 00 000 OO0 OO0 00 OO
O 000 000 000 00 000@@8%). 0o O
0O 00 OO OO0 0D OO0 OO O 70081%0
0000 ODODODO 000 o000 0ooo ooo o
O 00 0000 0O 0 000.00 00 oooo
0000 O0ODO 000000 oooo oo oo o
0000 0O 000 oog.

VTIO 000000 000 OO0 Ooooo gdd
0O 000 000 0000 oo ooo oooo oo
000 00 000 00000 00 00 oooo
00 00 0 0O 140 O0OO0O0O OO O OO0 O
00 000 00000, 00 O oooo oo oo
0 0 30%0000 000 00 O 70%0 O OO0
OO0 000.000 NHRO VTIO OO0 O OO0 OO0
0O 00 00 OO0 0O 0000 000 ooo ooo
0 000 00 0O 0O0ODO OO0 oo 0o ooo o
0 000000 00 000 ooo ooo oo oo
0 00 0000 OO 000 Oooo oo gogd
000 0000 000 oooo ooo oo o oo
00 0O0O0O0O0OD OO0 OO0 00O 419%00
0000 OO0 000 000 000 00 0go oo
O 00 OO0 oooo. oo vrio oo ooo
NHROO 20 OO0 OO 00O OO0 OO0 OO0
00 000 OO0 VTIO 00 000 0o o o oo
00 000 ooogd.

SPIO OO0 OO0 0000 OO 000, 0000
0O 00 000 00 000 7001,600 HzO OO0
00 0000 1,60004,500 Hz OO0 OOO OO
000 OO0 000 00 0 00 000 ooo O
00 000000 ooooO 0oooo. oo oo o
O 000 00 O 00 000 000 oooo oo
00 00O 000d.sPI0 00oOdod ooo oo o
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00 OO0 00O O0d(soft phonation)d OO OOO
000 000 00000 000 0000 00 00
000000 000 0000 0000 00000 O
00 00000 O 000 O 0 000 000 D00
000 OO0 0O 0O0. 000 000 0000 000
00000 000 0000.00 0 0000 00
1340 0000 000 00 000 000D 00 O
0 00 000 000 000 49070% 000 OO0
0 00 000 D00 00000 0000 0o000.
00 OO0 00 000 00 00 00 00 00 O
00 OO0 0000 00000 0000 00 0 00
0O 0000 O 00 000 OO0 0000 00 00
000 000 OO0 00000 0000 00 000
000 00000 D000 0O 0 00.

000 000 00 000O(Table 5) 00 O O
000 00 19000 1.30 00 0000 000 O
0O 0 000D O 40% 0000 00 000 000
000 0000 000 00 00 00 00 000
000 0O 000 000 D00 0000.

0 000 000 D000 00 00 00 0000
000 0000 0000 20 00 000 ShdB, Jita,
PPQ, Jitt, RAP, Shim, sPPQ, APQ, vF, 0 0. 00
000 000 00 000 000 00 00 0000
00 000 0O 000 000 00000, 00 00
00 000 00 0000 00 O 000 D00 O
00000 00D 00000 0000 O O 00.

00 00 00 00 00 DOD 0000 000 O
000 000 00 00 000 RAP, PPQ, Jitt, Jita,
Shim, PFR, Jita 00 OO0 OO0 00 00 O O
00 OO0 00 000 0000 00 00 000
000 000 00 000 0000 0 0 000.

0 00 D00 000 0000 000 0000 0
000 00D OO0 OO0 000 O 000 0000
000000 00 O 00 000 0000 00 O
000 000 DO0ODO0 00000 O 000 00
00 000 00 000, 0000 000 00 1992
0 Yang™®O 000 O DOOODOO OO0 OO
0O 000.00 00 0000 000 00 000 O
000 000D 000 000 00 00000 00
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U oob 0o 0 00 oob oboo ooob bo
g oooob ooo Oo,00,0 000000 O
Ut boobd b0 ooo oboooob oo oo ooo
O ooobo oo ooo oooboo.

2 E

u- 0o ooo 0 boo boo bo oobo o
0od 000 00 Oooboo 00 0o gobooooo
g boboob 0 oboo oooo oo o ooo
oo oo ooob boooo boo ooo bo
0 00 oooo, ooobooobo oo boooo
ud odo oo oooo o oobo ooo ooo
o 0Oooo.oob bbb 000 000 00O oo
U oob bodo oo 0o oob oo ooooo o
0o o0 oob o000 b0 o0 oob ooooo.

ZM Cl{0DO000000- OO O0- DOOOOO-
oooo.
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