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Abstract

Sound quality metrics (SQMs), such as loudness, sharpness, roughness, and fluctuation strength, have been used for
modeling sensory pleasantness and annoyance, for product sound design, and for soundscape analysis and as SQMs for
these purposes. Moreover, the ability to convey appropriate SQMs is considered essential in creating more desirable
products and environmental sounds. SQMs can be modeled computationally. In particular, those related to temporal
properties i.e., roughness, and fluctuation strength, have been modeled on the basis of time-domain auditory filters. The
classical models of SQMs use the temporal variation of specific loudness measured using a loudness meter on the basis
of ISO 532B:1975.

The international standards ISO 532-1:2017 and ISO 532-2:2017, provide two loudness models called the Zwicker and
Moore-Glasberg models, respectively. The Zwicker model calculates the loudness for stationary and time-varying sounds,
while the Moore-Glasberg model calculates only the loudness for stationary sounds. Moreover, these models have
differences in regard to the auditory filter; the Zwicker model uses the Bark frequency scale based on an auditory filter
with a symmetric shape whereas the Moore-Glasberg model uses the equivalent rectangular bandwidth (ERB) scale based
on an asymmetric filter.

In regard to the ERB scale, it was derived in psychoacoustics studies on auditory filters, it covers the appropriate
bandwidth of the auditory filter by taking into account the asymmetrical shape of the auditory filter and off-frequency
listening. On the other hand, the Bark scale does not take these auditory characteristics into account. A physiology study
showed that 1 ERBx-number corresponds to approximately 0.9 mm of the cochlea length, demonstrating the physiological
and psychological importance of ERB scale. Since perceived sound is processed by the brain via the auditory filterbank,
the SQMs models should incorporate an elaborate auditory filterbank based on the ERB scale.

The Moore-Glasberg model is a stationary loudness model (based on long-term spectra) and can be used directly only to
define sharpness. The model uses a rounded-exponential (roex) auditory filterbank that is defined in the frequency domain
as a frequency-specific gain without specifying the exact impulse response. It is, therefore, difficult to use this model as
a basis for constructing other SQMs model, e.g., classical roughness and fluctuation-strength models, from the time
variability of loudness.

In this study, SQMs models were derived that utilize a time-domain auditory filterbank and involve a two-part calculation
of specific loudness and modeling of SQMs. In particular, to calculate specific loudness, a time-domain GTFB or GCFB
is employed instead of the roex auditory filterbank used in the Moore-Glasberg model. Minute changes in specific
loudness, which are essential for modeling SQMs, are captured by the time-domain filterbank. Furthermore, the impact
of asymmetric auditory-filter shapes on SQMs estimations was investigated using the GCFB and the GTFB. The specific
loudness is then used to model loudness, sharpness, roughness, and fluctuation strength.

To obtain loudness, the summation of specific loudness was calculated; to obtain sharpness, calculation of the specific-
loudness centroid was calculated; and to obtain roughness and fluctuation strength, they were calculated from the
difference between the peaks and dips in the time direction of the specific loudness.

The proposed loudness model and the Moore-Glasberg model were compared in terms of the root-mean-squared error
(RMSE) of loudness, after which the RMSEs of the three other SQMs models were compared with perceived SQMs. It
was found that the proposed loudness model can be regarded as a time-domain model for calculating loudness based on
the Moore-Glasberg model, as indicated by its very small RMSEs. In addition, it was found that the proposed sharpness,
roughness, and fluctuation-strength models could explain actual SQMs better than the previous SQMs model, as
evidenced by their lower RMSEs.

Keywords: Sound quality metrics, timbre, specific loudness, gammatone auditory filterbank, gammachirp auditory
filterbank
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1.1 FLC®IC

FTADHEHAUIRETERZREL E, ZOEPED LS oFHELNLTH
20% BHREEEMCTHTE2 LS. ZORENE, b ORBRPEHE Y
D. DB IPFoTWED, HXAOEBIZL> THDONTE5DTH 5.
Bz, EIETHOEZIETZ, ZAPEOEEL LEEVT 3 Z 23w
25, £l REDETH->TD, [MPpHAEELTWEERDD, Mhr%EEn
TWAERDY, E7ETToTVEIERDDE VoL TRINTE 21X TH 5.
T, RAF—RLEDLSRCLTEZAELTWLDEA 50, HiIsE, $H,
NHZ#E D RBRICKICE > THRLTE L LTHRT 5. HOMELHKOE DL
BT 2RIIEA T WA D, REICZDRRMRIIREHL IR TR,

FORANBEMIC, IFO=8H 55 (1. ZhooElik, FENESFOKR
XXIERT IV, FHURFTOEIZRIEyF, ZLTIhsDHNDE
BINRERIRTEZEZLDLEATHRINA TV S, W DD EZHE ICHD
B, BRRKZIVIEFBHOEZ T Z:A% L, MUOEZ S ZEDARETHAS. [
ROBMZEDREIICOVWTHITIE, ZELJMPIBERASL I EHARETHAS.
UL, BREIZOVWTIEESTHA 5. SroErE2ELZEEDOE VAR,
BLAIEAKREVANIVIEFIEOBEZ TLEIVWeaRE YL, FLAYDL I
BALNRZWIETTHS. T, REZFZONRVDOL. 2, Hit—FT
SoTdH, TOEEEX, 77 N2 R, EyFLilokkksr, BEZOLTEDHICL
TWE2HTH5. 7V RXAARE y FH—RILORHHE L TERINL—HT,
FRIFZIOTTHER SN TNV [2]. TlE, ZHOTRGE0E —RITITK > THIk
BTAHLD. FIZE, BEHEJEKCBIIEFTHERTLZZI VR, IH5X5LT
WBIEFICHNRTL ZEVEFEDRIUL, BRHIEDBTERIETTHE. 20
72, BEEOMFRIEEGRL VS BTN RBREHATL2EHRIC I 250
BIRE .

BOWMIEDZ L, 7V RARREy FREIELAEYTTWS. L2rL, B
DEOHERY LTEETHS. dL, L IBAHFEAEEZROVALACLTWER
513, Py OB HEAFHOFTOEVIH SR -IFTTH S, X5,
FHRL 2RO TWVNEDDEWVHHIHODRLBRoTLED. HIZE VI,



BOOMENIEDIX, b PR LR T A THEHIMSEE SRR LI
LIBHTES. 7%, BHROFAOHEHEZREFEL TBIHE, BOFHIckoTL %
RNHNIRL 2o B2, BROFDOHBLRESTEL X524 LK.
BEEOIETIX, BEEM7E (SD i ¢ Semantic Differential Method ) % FWT
B R E 2 EE, (KR(LEHME LgEy, HL D o - E kiR E
FRELL, SOECOOFNE I LHELRD 5. AiE DL TIE, HEP
By, ALEZHVWTSDERERFIthz HWT, FELFORTFZHRH [2-4)].
ZORER, BOk - FRICHLH2 DS TEERF LTGEORTF, SERT, EN
HTHLEORT LTI TWS., —HT, E B ELLEL 2 EHEEHK
ELL &S WHI VL LOME S H 2 [5). BHARTIrrbZEHOREEL L
T79 R R, @BRTFIZr2LRZEOOIEEL LTy Yy —7 2R, ENRETFIZ
Db BIEEDOIEE L LTI 7 A ARLEREDH 5. UNCZhEhoiEE%
FeH5.

SURRR FBNZEDORE X
=T FHLEOREX
FITXR EBNBEDET 5O XK
REEE FHNRE DL

IS OFOERIEEEMEE L MREh w5, B HEEMMETH
D, BEIBERYOEEHET 2 2Iclbn 2 SETHZ. 0Fh, FHEF
ey, SOEFMT 27-0IHBETH L. 2L, 77 FRRIE, AKSHM
ZaEhwaEhl e L TEERMEFERO —f 2 hTwn 3.

7V PRRARY v — TR R, TR, RHHRELRE DR, "HgoH v R
THA 2 [6-8], YV RRT—T508 [9-11], BEOHEEHENT [12-14] & 2 1FIH
ENTWVWD. £z, U RRARY Yy —T A, 773X, ZEHEEX, Table 1.1
T2 K WCEDHR - MEXDETAMICE o THERIBEE RoTW5. Zh
5 OWSE, VHEED O EHMIEE 2 KD, ZOHHEMbEELHWT W 5.
FELOWZEEDITEE S RIRENDICHB EZ 5 Z LW TE S, Fig. 1.LITHR
FERRE AT 2 BEEEBT T LOUEARRERT. ZOMBEKRTE, A



NEDORAR X 2 FHFHIEfEEZ T T 5. Z2L T, BOMRI 22D
2 EEREEHSICL, ZOEEREETTHH LI % R wHI & JER R I
DT TITH. HRICEZEM TSI LT, BLOMRIZEWDERLS Z L 23k
%%, TOEIBARFLREF LRI ELMAOWTERIDL L, At
R TIRRL, ZOBPICHZ 77y 7Ky 7 ADEDIE, b FDORERTEX 5=
R LDIRIHD L 725 .



Table 1.1: Pleasantness/Unpleasantness model

Pleasantness/Unpleasantness model

Author

Metrics

Model of Sensory Pleasantness [15]

Aures

Loudness
Sharpness
Roughness
Tonality

Psychoacoustic annoyance model [5]

Fastl & Zwicker

Loudness
Sharpness
Roughness,

Fluctuation strength

BTL-scaling the unpleasantness [16] Ellermeier, Mader, Roughness
and Daniel Sharpness
Probabilistic choice models [17] Zimmer, Ellermeier, Roughness
and Schmid Sharpness

Noise annoyance model [18] Morel, Marquis-Favre, Loudness
and Gille Sharpness
Roughness

Fluctuation strength




Unpleasantness model
* Loudness

* Sharpness

* Roughness

* Fluctuation strength

* etc.

Unpleasantness ) Pleasantness
sound: s(t) Processing sound: Y(t)

»| Analysis sl - Frequency domain syl Synthesis
* Time domain

Fig. 1.1: Processing system of noise suppression method focusing on timbre



FRETEF Y v — T AR T 72 A, BEREDE T, BERAMERD
K2R D ANTHETINTER 5. ¥ —THX AR T 73R, LHRE K
IZ Zwicker DR L7727V FXRADFEET L [19] ZILICHE I TV [20-22].
Zwicker IZHERARMHROBEIMEI (ZF A 7 —2a v R&X—=2) 6F7 YRR
WHEHETE22 L, 77 FXRADFEETUVRERE L 23], ZOME, 5tEIN
7277 FARAREBFHMEE R X —BLTW2 2 e ghroTW0W3., £, 7
7 FARADFHEET NV O THEI N EEHMIEREOFEE T LS, TET
BRI S 2 FEFMIAR & K< —BLTWwa Zehmh o7z [20-22]. LAL,
Zwicker D7V FAX ZADFEET LV THON TV SR ARHERET L b FDIER
KEROFHEZ L TORNWZ BB DL TH LN o TS [24].

Moore & Glasberg 1%, & FDPHIET 277 FAREETULT D705, b
FORMBEREEEFEL X7V FXARAZHAETRNE L WS T, Bt
WEHARRET NV EHWTI Y FARDFREETNVERERE L [25,26]. Z DGR,
b FOBEERMROEEEL K MIGo e nzET7 e, BERAMERTOMER
KW 79 FA R DBEFRDHL & 12 572, Moore & Glasberg DIFFETH B %
£51Z, B MR T ZEEEZET T 212X, BRLXNHERRERET
WeAWTHEITNETH . ANEOTERIIIEFICHERET, FEBE, MmE, K
ORI X 2 BEDZRY, ZL DHEFIKFELTWS. LS A BERR
HMRETLVEZHVWTINL DR Z EHEICET VLTS Z 8T, b FOEENTE
WX DIEWEEFMEAIRE L 22 5. £z, MELINBEERMERETES 2
ET, WEETIEOrOR»Po, L "DPEPOLHET 24 R ECZHEEST S
ZEDAREL 5. ZOBERAMROREZE RS 5 2 T, HHMiGTEEZ @
UTC, $hFEOEOHBMAEEL 2 5.

DEDmh» s, RHETIE, HELEhzo7Y X RADFHEETALEZHVTE
HiHMitEE D FMALZITS. HERDEFATIEHS IR > TV Do B
BERE ¥ = B FHIEAE © DBIROREIHZ B X T



1.2 AFAEODE=
1.2.1 BBOTEE

Fr WS SEZBOVTETHDICE N OB, W R 2 D DED,
FZEZAFIL Y RAARUVPE Y FTHoTHERBRSLEKCICHEH I D E, 20
FE ST 2@ (JIS Z 8106:2000) TERHNA 5. ZOERIIDLEDH L,
Helmholtz @ “XA AV >, TZi—F, 77Uy FNROCHED, FCEFZRET
BITHBINDILE, N AV VOEZRIEFHIDHD L XT3 ERKZEE L
ATEWVIFENLETVWS., LIL, ZOERTIE, Ly F»Hirung, FlZIXRE
BIRRETIEOOUBPTERL BRI Vo MEDH B, T2, ¥y FHH
MBI DIGE, o FRI7 T FAANE-TH, turR—rr 275 %y b
ZHIRIT 2 Z e N TE 5, JIS Z 8106:2000 DEFKETIX, HEHWVWS Z 2T
ER/4AR

R, CTOXRMERZHERAT, UTOXSEBZERL TV [27).

L. HIERDBMATH 25580 GEAD T 2720 DF#HHD &7k 27

2. BEEWLETAEDE D 62T 2HROFEME (ZIoThIEM) DFEFFCRIE
WEEE2EU 5. ZOHFOHNHIRIIE - DEORIGETILAL 5 5.

F7z, AFNE, BOIIKIIPEROUME L EROMED D 2 2 Lz 2. ERoEHIE,
BEART ML o TREZ 7 FAZAR Yy FUNDFEOMERIEL, Th
1%, JIS Z 8106:2000 ¥ [M L X5 RERTH B Zebhb. —HT, LEOEM
TlE, MBOFTOWMAT, 77 FRAAREy FHMATBFOHNRINTEIET
CIEFRL.

AFTIE, RNOLEETOEKOEOZEHE LTHRY, ZoBFBOHIZE, 7
T RARRY ¥ =T RR, TR, BHRELZE AR, A6 %2 EHMHEEL
N



Pinna

Auditory nerve

Cochlea

Outer Ear Middle Ear Inner Ear

Fig. 1.2: Structure of the peripheral auditory system



1.2.2 BERFREROEIENME

Fg12ﬁ%ﬁ$ﬁ%ﬁ£ﬁé%@ﬂﬁ?%%%? HIZHN (Pinna) 4 H
iE (Auditory canal) 2SN I N2 H 2@ D ek (Eardrum) ZIREISE 5.
HIROIRENTY 75 (Malleus) , ¥ XXE (Incus), 77 IH (Stapes) Zinb
D, 4 (Cochlea) EMHINBIREICATIINDG. FIIWFIC & o TR
X, WS v IcEEMREE (Auditory nerve) ZREH LIKICEEDPEEIND. 20D
IRE, WAZEAICLE, BB IO L2 EET LTV, ZOEPEER L
ZEDo TV EZFITEITEG E LTIEh T3 [28]. EEEIZIE, Zof
B & o THIRFAEBD R o THB D, H2FEDEKRBORE SIREIT 5 &L
DN DHMATVS. ZOHREFIBOENT L - T, FFAEPRDIRENS.

NE

HEAMETIE, 5,000 Hz &7 D THIEHREZ, 5,000 Hz FADFEBEITZH
DSV DJERE e IR T 10f5IZE REL R 5. £, HHER, BEELARTZ
EMTE, 2,500 Hz HaTHIBREAEEZ 5. Hir, HRHNES XU HEZREH
L7 B FEE E TIZ, 2,000~7,000 Hz (2T, K E Sl THED 30~100
FEFERELRS.

Fig. 1.3 WX B QAR EZ R, M omiindE s, fiErr ~Lze
MLTWS. ¥z, HEES, BHEBCBOW TP RABEREPELR - TED,
e OFHEZ RLTWS. Zh 6 ORI Killion, Berger & Nuss, Kuhn, 3
& U Shaw 12 & = THIE S N2FHEDFIIETH % [29-32).

§

m

JROLLEE A Y E— KV AZBB X Z 400 Pas/m TH D, BT 2840
EEZA V- KXY R1E 1.5 x 10° Pass/m TH D, EFIBEEZET 2 Z 2 I13FE
MRTH5. wROWAOAD O (HiER) & OEMAICIZ35:1 ORFRMAIH D, H
INEVE, ZOMEBEHICEZA Y E—R ATy F U T EI{To T WS, Fig 1.412H
H o BEBEE R RS

o4 HE
IE XN

T

M
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Fig. 1.3: Transfer characteristics of the ear canal (free and diffuse sound fields) [33]
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Fig. 1.4: Transfer characteristics of the middle ear [33]
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1.2.3 HEHEREROBTEODEZFMNMER
TRAEVY

RAF Y7 eiF JIS Z 8106:2000 I2BWT “(a) fid (w227 F3) HBDOELIS
koT, H2EDHEMMEN LFTZHR. (b) (a) DRI X ZHHBHED LA
2. X, TN, BEEE, dB. 7 EERINTVWS., XXV 7EERIC
BWT, MAREFEAF LMY, IDPDEERRAIIEIEDILETAD
EMER. RAX U, SAF e RAADFARFICIR R I 2 IR Z AR~
2F VT AN < XX DB TN X 2/~ 2% 2 205 5 (2.

AR~ 2% ZOREFEWMBRETE LT, SAF U IRE—UDHB. v AF Y
TRE—=F, AW ERBEELZIRET, S AXFDEEL NILRF RS E 2L X
VR0, BEHME (AB) 270y FL2dbDTH2 [34]. £, DT T 71X
RAX VI A=TIAT T L BMINT VS, Wegel & Lane ld. ~AA &< X F
WHiEE AW, ZOMR, < AT OREBEBE < A ¥ DO REEEWGS, 57k
DPELCTLEY, SAFUIRR=VIIEHR D572, ZOREE Rk
5 7:0IC Egan & Hake l&, <~ A MITHIEORD D IS 2/ L 7 [35].
PO e X, BBEBERPIREAEFANEEN TV D0, v AF ¥ FHEERIC
BOWTIOIRDIRKEIAF VI RE =V OEML 2R T 2 NTEL. 2O
FBIZ X o T, REMOBERIZETHD, SEAlOERIIESLIrTHL e
Shoic. ZOMRE, EEROBEE, SEHlOEE XA TEIEEERKL
TW3. 2D X5 H<Ax » 7 OREMID & SEHIA DMK upward spread of
masking & FHIN TV 3.

BRAFEHEAVICERET 1 LXOFHEDT

Fletcher I35 (w2 F) PFEMEE (2 4) ZHOWTHER 7 1 L X OEHR
w2 PRIz [36]. v A A ZOHDERBE RO A X 2FIFICE MCHE»E
5. £95 5L, YSAXDOAZEIERLFIIHART, v XXV 7O E TR X
OREMEMEL LR T 2. XA OWEIEZ N5, TR TvRAF U 7
EHHIBIECE(LT 2720, v AXOMEBEYN R TS, LarLl, —EDmH
IEEEBZ 2 v AFOMHBIEDS LR LR RS, Zhug, BEE T 1 L 2O
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g%~ 2 H OFBIELEZ 2, R T 4 VK> TR A EDHIHIR X 1,
Y AXOMHBIEICEE LR REZEIWCERLTWE EEZ 505, Fletcher 1%
ZDRED~ 2 I DFIRIEEBER 7 4 L X OEEFHEIE (CBW) & &3 7.
—7%, Zwicker (ZEFFRAEIEOMERE 7 Y FARICHDHEIGTES 2 L, 4D00HE
THRINZEEED I Y RX R ZDEAEOFEBEL (500, 1,000, 2,000 Hz)
ZROMED 7Y RXx R %~y F U 7 I VMFIEBIELZAIE L7 [37). 2Ok,
S R 3 E &5 O R & B RREABR O AR E LT, fHiishi. Z
DFER, mmEEEEE RIEFAEBOEN NS VWE ZE, Y FARE—ETHo
7ens, B2 —EDREFEBIELE BRAREBBDAEZEZ 5 77 P23 7.
T/, HAETRIPGHEHE ZHH L 2EBRICB VT HRIBOERME S h 7.
Zwicker 1%, b b ORJEEEZ 24 [HOEER IO E T 2 K O WK ARHERET L
ZIRE LTz [38]. 2 D Zwicker (&, HEFHIBIC 1226 24 DRSS 2T, ZOK
DRI D E R % Bark & #Aff172. O HIZ, Zwicker & Terhardt 12 X - T, il
RO FS % HUE Y U2 B0 2 EoE2ERERL — F Y, LIFD &
5 iR TR E N [39].

CBW =25 + 75(1 + 1.4 f2)"% (1.1)
z =13 arctan (0.76 f;) + 3.5 arctan (fy/7.5)* (1.2)

[ SHER 7 4 VX OHLEEBTH 2. ZOREIX Bak REL IR, ZORE
FHWEEE 7 4 VAN 22 LT, 134272 —THBEAWED DD 5.

Greenwood IC & ZEERTIHDOHETE

Greenwood &, Békésy DEEJEME b DOHARE I DA E IR o TV B 2
IEZDDE, RAF VI NE— VRN, EEKBEDOAE L Z 2 TOHARE B
DRERZER L7 [40,41). ZORER, HIEE EOAE « & AR f OLLZEF D
L2k ot.

f= Ag(lOagm - bg)) (1'3)

NRIRX=RA,, a, b, IEYOBEI L ICHHETZ22T, ZORDOFEMS
EMTES. B hDRTIRX—KIT A, =165.4, a, =006 THYH, b,=1ThH53.

14



ZDERIE, FERe, BAREWIL SISO AEMY T — X K HHTE 2. ¥
72, ZOMER S, EEREBIZEEKE ED 0.9 mm ICHYE T3 ZEBHLAE R
h, BEREBRIIUTOLSCHEbT I ENTES.

CBW = 0.9a,4, 111(10)(% +1) (1.4)

FHEFFEAEZBVWCER T 1 L2087

Moore & Glasberg 1%, FflifEfiFElE (ERB) ZHWIHER 7 4 L2 D7 4 V&R
FEIRDHEE Z 1T o 72 [42]. ZDFER, Bark REE L 3B 72D, FuLEEE 500 Hz X
TTHoTH, WH T 4 N XOTBIRIMEL 722 Z e DAL IeoTz. £z, Bark
REE Y FMICERB L — b & BB BEES T 2 AR EEH L. X 51 Moore &
Glasberg 1%, rounded exponential (roex) 7 4 VX ZHWT, HEEL L EEE
U7HES 7 4 L R DFIRHEE 21T - 72 [43]. ZDFER, roex 7 4 VX & FWT-HE
HI7 4NV ZDBEERFHEICOVWTHHATRT Z e TE. Z2DIR, Moore &
Glasberg 1%, EBRICHEH T 24 Y7 1 %, NE, FEOEREZMIEL 725
TRBER 7 4 N EZDT 4 VRTEIROHEEZRRE L. CoHEEIE, /v T
JART =R OHER T 4 VZDT7 4 VAR E XD FMECEEHT Z e N TE
5ZehmEniz. ZOK, ERB L — M ERBy-number & FEFFDZEDH D, IR
DD XS ITEFESINS [44].

ERB =24.7(4.37f/1,000 + 1) (1.5)
ERBy-number =21.41og; (4.37 fx/1,000 + 1) (1.6)

ERBy-number (&, Hartmann I & - T, Moore 5 DWHZLFTDFI{EHITH % Cam-
bridge IZH R AT “Cam” &\ 95 BAIDDIT HATWS [45]. Z OBfRIFHVLETEL
DRI DEER 7 4 VX DHEEDPHBE L TH S Z EHFEFES TV S [46,47).

Fig. 1.5 12 Greenwood DIRFHIZ & D BH S 2 & 72 o A & Bark RE ¢ ERB
REDEZ RS, MNP OMEEEEETH D, HEENIEERE 7 1 1 2oz
L TW3., ZOFERLD, Greenwood DEFFFR Y ERB RED Bark RE ¥ [t
NRT, ILSHEBWNTWS Zebrd. ZORE LD, ERBREIZDLIEYK
OCABZ DM T AN RS TV [48].
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Greenwood ]
-------- Critical band
_- - ERBN

Bandwith [Hz]

Frequency [Hz]

Fig. 1.5: Relationship between the bandwidth of an auditory filter relative to the
center frequency of the auditory filter [48]
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Table 1.2: Type of auditory filter

Filter name Defied Filter shape

Roex filter Frequency domain asymmetry

Gammatone filter Time domain symmetry

Gammachirp filter Time domain asymmetry
BREI1ILZDETIVL

roex 7 4 V&, BEH 7 4 L 2D 7 4 LEABIROHEEICHH XN, D74
NERX, BEE T 4 VEZD T 4 VEATEIRDIENFMEDR BB NT WS, LaL, K
BT 7 4 V2 DY — 2 B IR - Sl e IcER SR TWa 72
B, 74NVEDA VNVAEE RV, 2070, REAHEOREICOWTD
METOEE LW, 2 2T, Patterson S A VoL REEZFFOMEHE 7 4 122 LT
Ao b=V T A VRERE L [49]. BECBVWTS, o~ b—VEEHE
7 4 RX, BEEIZICBW AR 2ATHAIATWS., Zoh Y~ b—r
BERE 7 4 VRWHER 7 4 V2D 7 4 VEATEIRDIEIMEZ B R L I V< F v —
THEE T 4 )V &) Irino & Patterson 2 & o THRE S N7z [50]. Irino & Unoki l&77
MERTEBERE T 4 VR LTI Y~ F v —T 7 4 VX ZRE LT 5.
B, A Y ~F v —T 7 4 VR ZHRA VOV R EETHRELIER 7 4
N R ZRRE LT [52]. Irino & Patterson (IEFHIAT >~ F ¥ — 7 7 4 V2 TIIEE
HORMRHENRBTERVWE LT, EMiT v~ F =T T4 NEZPXAF Iy
MRS V= F v =TT 4 VANV T ZRR U T [53,54]. Table 1.2 IZHILERER
TANZDETILE LTHEDODNTVWRIER 7 4 L2 2RT.

IFxHAT—aN2—>

Moore-Glasberg 1%, roexHE® 7 4 VANV I 2EHT 28T, SFXERERK
BREEL XS U R ROMREE O M2 KD 65 Z e 2R L7 [43].
COMREEF O D L BEEERSOZ 21, =FH 47— a3y &x—-V
EIHEN TS, SAADPEITZIHA T2 a v RE—V 2 ZDEEYRAF
VIRR—VPEBERLT, SAF YRR —VIFIFIAT—ar R —
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DL~V 2 RRNCE L2 DR L) e HTREIZE b DR EEZ S T
EMTES.

1.2.4 HEFHMEEEZEICEATZE OME

B ICOWT AT 3.

SRR

77 RXRE, YNNIV 25 CKREW FTOREETRINZFEEDOEEDO—
DOTH5. 77 F3RIE, Stevens IZ X o THETENTE L LOBEREED—DOTDH
b, WHIRETHZ. HIREEZ, 77 FARDIEF, ZIMATZOETIC
BFEEF-ETWE. 77 FAXDHENIX “sone” TH D, 1,000 Hz DFET, &
JEL XL 40 dB DD Z 7 KA AH 1 sone L EFRINTWVA.

Stevens 1%, YHHRIROBE &bk 4 RERNFHEINZROBFKRTHIENS 2
L%RL7 (Stevens DNEFH]) . XRUTT TV RAAN EEHEDOHRITHLLIEHE
FELALP e LT EOREFEOBFRERT.

N = hI* = W P* (1.7)

ZIT, heWiF, FCLoTIREZERTH Y, a BREFFHTH 5. 1,000 Hz
DHIE B 2N EFEEDOFEMEIX 0.296 TH % [55).

LA L, wNAfBEEMHLITE, b MAYHIE T 2 2EMR T Y RAR e LT,
Stevens DN ZFHIZ VTR I NIV RARIE, KEWZePHILATNS.
AU, BNATBERDE TR E OERBEZ I X > TEB TR ENB 0
WCBZ 3. T, ERMEELHNCYH, Y IOHER 1347 X —THER Y B
AHe LTHIBEICBIZ2 7Y FAREHET 3, RNATEEEMETOT Y R4
2, ZNZNRR 1252 F0ET L. ZOLIRMEDT Y X AHNHOHE
DIV RARZES>THALTLES 22— % LT 7 R R LIS,
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ZURXRZALANIL

9 KRRV, HEEDT T FARLEFELWT Y FARICHZ 25 1,000 Hz
DIMF DRI E LNV TRLIEZDDTHS. 77 FARL~ULDHANZ “phon” T
HYH, DHETHZ27V FARLEBRERD ZY FARALRVIEYHETHS. B
ZIE, BEL~UL60dB D 1,000 Hz DFIED 7V AR HELWI Y RARXDE
!X 60 phon TH 5.

Fletcher & Munson 1% 1,000 Hz OfliF 2 EAEL L THRARKMBTO S Y xR &
R U7z [56]. Z D, Fletcher & Munson (3HEMEFOHFEL LT LIZFL 7 ¥
RA 2 B REA RIS DEEL L2 Fay b L, ToORWE. ZDMIIES
7 KA AL ~ULRERR & XT3, Robinson & Dadson b [FIFkDEEED HE T ©
R AR E KD 72 [57]. X512, T OHIFRZ 190226:1987 & L THIE L X 7.
UL, ZOFMEICIEIKRERRENTENS L LT, Suwuki 51, EBRSINELK
IR T 720, HFREREDOIZEE & i UBEHEER 21TV, 2003 412 1S0226:1987
FETHRET SR, 190226:2003 ¥ LTS N7z [55].

v—THRX

x—TARZ, L IDPRECHIEOHEIZRIEETDHS [H. ¥ r—7T%X
DHAE “acum” TH 5. Bismarck 1%, EFEZNRE LI-HEREOSEBEEZ
HL, EREOEOESEEREICL > TRHEMIT 20 OrORERH > T—E
WCHAT Z 200 L7z [58]. TR D RZFVWK TR v — TR A TH Y, EF
FOEAIEY Yy — A APRDERETH L ZHLPIC L. ¥/, Bismarck
&, ARZ PALDIBIRE Y ¥ — T2 ADREFREZRHEL, ¥y —THRRERXRT T
NELDOBBREHLMICLE (20, 2OZeh5, ¥y — 73 AEREG D
FEDEETDH L Z e bh 5.

[£]
H]

%Illl

ZI7x2R

73R, L PR LLZBOILDOXL2RIIEETH L. 77 2 RDHIE
“asper” Td . Terhardt &, IRIEZFE N SEBEELZHAETITN LT, 71 L
ZAE, ZHRBEBE, SELL, Fx2 U 7EEERE OBFREZHAE L [59]. 2D
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R, 77 32 RIEHREFERELT0 He lo v — 27 2RO EBHIB X W -k zio o
RSP R oT Fhe, 77 AR, FBEBEGEEERR->TED, BEE7 41
XNV 7 DRIEIED 140 Hz A BT, 773 RE 70 Hz T =2 2 F>. —7,
BEM 7 4 L X OHFIEDS 140 Hz LR T, T 7 % A%, HIRIED -5 O EHE T
V=20 %2R OZ LR o, ZOZeD5, 7731, FEGRIOR:
EOEETDHD bbb 5.

ZEaE

ZHREIL, B MO EPORKE 2 EHE 2 RIIEIETH 5. LEFHE DAL
“vacil” Td 5. Terhardt 1&, ZEHEIIOWVWTSH, 7 73R ABRIC, ZHE,
AP, BHELVV, RRBEERBEOBGRZRE L. ZORR, EEHE
BEFEBBEAHZ T =2 2FO Z e BHLN R o7 [59]. ZOZens, &
BRI 7 7 2 X L RIS BT RIOREOEETH 5 2 L 3bDh 5.

1.2.5 SURRADHEETI

Y RRRRY ¥ — TR, FT7XRA, EHEER Y OFEHMEEZS 7 F
FIABENOHET LN TES 5. 22T, ZhsHHMGTEROFHEE
TIADKREHELE 85, 7V FAREEEZFAETLILDTES, 7V FXADE
BHEFNATOWTHHT 3.

Zwicker DT R ADFAEETIL

T RRAREBFORINOLRKESDDTIERL, ZF AT —arx—r
PHREDDDEL LT, 7V FARDFHEET V% Zwicker I32R L7z [23]. Z
DF v FARDEFEET /IS0 532B:1975 & L THI LI TW5 [19. 2D
79U FARADFIRETNVEILE LTI T 4 VZ N2 7 2 UTHRHEBEED 1/3
FIR=TTANENY VTS Y FARZENT 25K DH5. ZOETL
WEFRBEIINLTOAEZ 2 7Y FARDFEETLVTH 20, REHEICHEET
X577 FXARADFHEET LD E N [60]. ZDF7 YV FXRDFEET VI,
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[S0532-1:2017 & L THM{EEINTWS [60]. ZDHIETHEINTZT7 Y FXAAD
FEET MR Zwicker EF N EFHIN S, FIFEOREANZTTAUIISO 532B:1975 &
U TH 20, BEREIEGERMBEAEZEBNT 2 2 2T, BEHFIIHIGL 7.

Moore-Glabserg D757 R ADFHEETIL

Moore & Glasberg IFfEBUL S N BERARMERET NV ZHVWE I Y R XDFHA
ETFNVZRE L7 [25,61]. Moore & Glasberg D7 v F A2 RADEHHEE T /I IS0532-
2:2017 & L CHIM b XNz [33]. 2D TV R REHHEIRISEREFEBOER 7 1 L
BNV ERHWTE FVEENL ) —INVEDTY RXAREMNT 2. ZOHE
THEINT TV A RADEHEE T WX Moore-Glasberg E7 L FEHIN 5. FAR
2R DOTRAULXISO 532B:1975 £ [RILTH 5. Zwicker E T /L & Moore-Glasberg
ETADEWVE, BEMA 7 - (Bark REEF 72X ERB RE [62) R 7 41
Z DGR RFRE 721ZIERFR) e DENAH 2. F2, Zwicker TV E VIR
DEZ T K32 L~OLEER (1S0226:1987) IZRHE L TW 2545, Moore-Glasberg
ETMIFHLWET T AR LUl (1S0226:2003) 1IZXRLTW2D &5 R

HizoTW3.

1.3 AHAROEECIISME

HEOHEREBBCHIT 2465E LT, YV FRXAARY Yy —F XA, 77%
2, BHERER Y OFEMHEESNH 5. Zh o OFEFMETERENE, Bark REEIC
W2 T 4 VBNV 7R LT Zwicker ETVERHWTHE I N7 T R X
BEZHEIHEZINTVS [5. LA L, Zwicker ETI/VTHEH I TWS Bark
REWCED W7 4 L Z ANV 71X, AP S NN O R EE 57 ff S
B57-DDHEE T 4 NEZNY 7 EEBTHIG L TWERWZ EBHIohTWS. £,
CNETOLHEYHYDOER,S, b hOBERE T 4 L XOBIRIEE T L LI
TFLUTIENFRCI 2 Z 2 D305 TWB A, ZOD Zwicker &7 LTI Z DRED
ZRINTVWRY. 20k, 207V FXADFHEETIRERRERTOTD
REMNIELLfTDN TV 2 0EMDES. ZO7 7 FRAFHEEEHOTEB X
N-EHMEEE T, b roFOHMEZEICHET 2 Z 88 TE R0,
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—77, Moore-Glasberg €7 /Wi&, AMHY 2 DHEFE DM T 6 BEEI RSN
ERBREZHWTWS. F£7, Moore-Glasberg & 7 /WZfiEHAL TV 5 roex TR 7 4
NRIIHER 7 4 NV EZD T 4 WETERDIEFIMEZ ZE B L TWa. Moore-Glasberg
TN AW EEHMEEEREOFH R 7 AHET 2, FEHMIEEO A
2B % ERB REDHIERIER 7 4 L2 D 7 4 L ZTEIRDIENFIMED BE M %
BASICT B DTS, L2LAEDS, Moore-Glasberg E7 L THEHLATVS
roex BEH 7 4 V20X, JAPREGEET 7 4 V2 DY — 7 B EE IR - &5
I CHAICERZINTVAED, 74 LERDA VNV RNERRT 0. 207
D, 7IFAREHEE L N o7z T T KA RORRIZE)D & 5HE X 3 faREUCE
BT B DLW, RIS 7 LRSIV RARAZFHEAT 5 Z L IXA[EERD
5WF%X®w¢&%ﬁ§m%ﬁxéztﬁﬁbm.%@k@,%ﬁﬁﬁfﬁﬁ
T2 FXAADEREETNERET 2 e pERL 5. HHIMbESL €T
MET2FIRE LT, BMEE Db o5, MEE % v T8 EiHiiieiEz
ETMET 22T, MWEREEZFEBAETDH 22, L MR EDXSITHE
ZHIHLTOWAEDPIIFHDEF L R-oTLED. 2Dk, KfKOBETH S «
BLFZ—AREDISICLTEEZHRELTVWADEAI 2. "2l dTNTLES.

ARG ORI E E M EOFHEICB VT, {ERD Bark REEZ 4 L&Y
2 % Wz Zwicker EF VDD D IZ, ERBREZMHAL, BER 7 4 L X DIEN
PEEZER L7V RARADFIEET LVEHRLE L7 Tu—Fi2bb. £/, Z
DO OMAINEX, RN TERSINZBERE T VR L CAB?E OB K
ZEDIOIWRHBELTWE2ZHAL LIS LT 2RICH 5.

AWFETIE, Fig. 1.6 1ITRT X518, BRULEIN-HEEARBERET LVERHWTE
HE N T FAREEZHOIC, ANESOYERE & SRS e O &%
WOWTHDKS. Z2D7=01Z, (1) Moore-Glasberg & 7 /L & [AFEEE I\ RFfEREI D
BEH 7 4 NEZZHWET Y RARDFEETAVTI Y AR ZFHETZ 20, (2)
ERB RES, BER 7 4 VE D7 4 W RTGAROIENFMED B E FHlifEE O I 5

2 BB IR Y TTRETT 5.
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] Loudness
—»  Loudness calculation
N b leulati Sharpness
: : —_—
. Peripheral auditory . Sharpness calculation
Input signal model L, Calculation of Roush
i oughness
(Auditory filterbank) S i —» Roughness calculation £
Fluctuation
jon- t th
> Fluctuation: gtrength streng
calculation

Fig. 1.6: Hierarchical structure of auditory-sensation models. The 1st block
represents the auditory filterbank, the 2nd block represents the specific loudness
calculation, and the 3rd block represents the loudness, sharpness, roughness, and

fluctuation-strength calculations.
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1.4 ZAAEEOBER

AT, Tk FHFIR T 2EE LT UGS 2121%, BEIL S TR R
RETFTAEAOCTCEHEIRNETH S ISR LD, B hBEE KR
HREFAEHCTEEIMIEEOHEE S LMY 5. SHMMIHEE 2 RS
BIZH7=Y, 79 KX RAEBEEDORZ(LDEE L 72 D Moore-Glasberg €7 /LTI,
KEDHL V. AT, ZOMEZERT 272012, REERTERI N IHE
H74022 LT, GTFBE GCFBZEHL T Y FAREEZHET 2 ETV
M T 5. GTFB L GCFBOEYE LR 7 4 VX BEER 7 4 VDETILE L
THEA REERFUCHVW SN T WS, K12 GOFB ld roex 7 4 L& L RIFRICEE L
NRIVHAZ LR 7 4 L2 D 7 4 L RTEIRDIERN M2 ER L T\ 3.

MELL 7Y FAREEOHBEES NV EHWTHEMMIfSEOEE T L2
LY 2. ZhZE->T, Bark REE Y ERB REDEWIC X 2 HEFHGIEEOHEE
W25 2 288, BER T 4 VEATGIROIENFMED, HEFHIEREOHEEICE 2 5
HERHLPIIT RN TES.

RO HIE, & M EOEEEHE L TV 2 HEE RS CER S N B H
HETNAVZHWTHIAT S22 TH L. AFKTIE (1) EHEEH D Moore-Glasberg
ETNAZTCE, REHEBTERINIFER I A NVEANY I ZHWET T XD
ABREETAZHEEL, 207V FARDFHEETILE Moore-Glasberg € 7 /L 23[A]
BEICTY FAREEHTE 35T 5. (2) HHEFHEHEENCEE 3 2 ZEEHET
REeWMELLETEHMIEEOE T ADHHTZ 20 25HE T 5. Fig. 1.7 ISR
THLPIZT 2 Z ZRIRT 5.
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* Loudness

Ipp |t * Sharpness
signal Auditory periphery model Calculation of * Roughness
(Auditory filterbank) specific loudness * Fluctuation
strength
Frequency scale (Bark scale or ERB scale) etc...

Auditory-filter shape (symmetry or asymmetry)

How do these differences affect the estimation of
sound quality metrics?

Fig. 1.7: Research issues
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1.5 ZERX DS

A, TETHRINS. Fig 1.8 AR DN ZXRT 5.

F1E:

AFFEDHERIZOWTIANR, ZORESEIEH L. 72, AFFRDONLBNE
ZHEAMEIC L, HRZ BN,

F2E:

AHFZEIC B T B S 2 bR 5. BHEFHMETEREIC O W T ORI RIZ O W TS
%, BIBRICAMFED EHTOWTHAT 5.

EIE:

EHE D Moore-Glasberg & 7 NMAIEE D W -FFEEI CER I N-HER 7 4 LR
N TRV FAREEOFEETLVEMET S

P45

HIHETHELLI Y FAREEHREETNVOHNTHZ 7Y FAREEEH
WTEHEHMMIHERDOF RE TV EZMET 2. TR > THL A IZEINHE
HAHFER O EBEHIHR & 7V H 2B 5 2 8T, R L EHHliTE
BEoOBEMEZHE,D .

EHE:

HELZLE R ED T Y K3 RME L &5 UIHREOBE £ LT 5 0
LT, BT 4 L Z DT 4 X TARDIMFREN E TR O 7 5
R BWHETND.
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KXo THLNI IR -7 e 2 BEHL, SBROBEICOWTIHRNS.

27



Chapter 1
Introduction

-

Chapter 2
Literature review

-

Chapter 3
Computational modeling of specific loudness using
auditory filters defined in the time domain

-

Chapter 4
Computational modeling of sound quality metrics

-

Chapter 5
General discussion

-

Chapter 6
Conclusion

Fig. 1.8: Thesis organization




£ 28

TERBA T

29



2.1 BEFHEEEZEOHAERETIL
2.1.1 SUOKRXADEHEETIL

[SO532A:1975 Ht&TlE, INHEHE O 7 v FAROFEE T AR T AT
% [19]. Stevens DNZFHIZHWT, 3MEHDOA 7 X -7 QA7 &X—7, 1/2
FOR—=T, 1/3F 7 XR=THEE) OF Y RARVLNVEFET S, 2L, Kun
FELRUZBIFBZT5Y FRALOUIETET 2 2 e T ERL.

Zwicker & Bark REICIE S TR 7 4 V22 HW=5 7 FXARICGETEET LE
BREL: (19, T/, ZOETFMIISO 532B:1975 127 7 RARDEHEEE LT
HESIN., ZOETIVE, REEERD 1/3 427 X =77 4 V2NV 7 EEES R
B ANEZANY 7 LTHEHLTI Y FXARARETE LTV, ZOETMIIRD
EOWRCT7Y RAREEETS. (1) BHEMIEL, AEHHORMERZ(LZET 5.
2) BEERFBOZF YA T —> a v RX—VEFHETS. 3)KHEH 7 4 L&
W27 PAABEREETS. 4) 77 FXAREEREGT 2. SERREHD
iR 2 — 1%, Bark REEICHE o THEEREI N 13 A7 X —T DT 4 VBNV
PHEALTHBIEEZDEIT 222Xk THEBLNS. ZOETFILIE, N—T vl
T RRARADEZTERMO ANSZIIc&D, ROFELLIZBIFST77 K4
ZADFTRICHDHEINT 5 I N TES.

Zwicker 13 ISO 532B:1975 D57 KX ADEHEEFNLEZHRE L, KREZE(LEFDH
BIZHHETEZ XSz, ZDF 7 RXRDEIRET V%R Zwicker E T L & W
. BFEAIEIFFEAMNC ISO 532B:1975 L FIREEDS, LIRD 5 OO®RBENRB 1
bz [60]. (1)1/3AF7X=T T4 VEZEHCEHERT7 4 V27 OHRR, (i)
IXFHAT—Ya Y e NEMEDOD O 7Y FAREELFHE T 2UR, (i) 7
T RARE T RARLULOBROBR, (iv) BEHEICEB T 2 IR L
Mo, (v) 7Y FxRAEEZ G T 20 2 KiRAED IE O AIAA.

Moore & Glasberg IFfEBUL S N BERARMERET AV ZHNTI ¥V FXXD5HA
ETAERRELE 61]. 2DF Y FARDFHEE T L% Moore-Glasberg €7 /L &
MR, ZDF 7 FAZADEEETINVIZE, ERBy-number REIHES F2HEH 7 4 L&
2T 2 22T, WAICBIT 2 BRI RRE L OXIEAT & K- ET L L 7R o
TW5. 72, /v F/AXEBRIOALPICR S HER T 4 L 2 DIERFED
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ERBINTVWS. ZOETIE, 180 532-2:20171C7 7 KA RDFHHEIEL LTH
EENT 33 ZOEFMIE SABIUAL /) —FAEERHRITT T FE R
RHETLZDTES. £/ 7VEOREARMNLREIEIXISO 532B:1975 & [AEET
» 5. Moore-Glasberg €7 /W%, JEEENE (Bark RE : Zwicker 7L, ERB
R : Moore-Glasberg E7 V) EHER 7 4 L X DK OFR © Zwicker T L, FE
WIFR - Moore-Glasberg €7 /L) 23 Zwicker ET7 /L& B2 5.

INHDI7Y FRARADHBEETAPLEHINL I Y FXAREHL FTHHEE
ETH2. AT, EBWNZRIT RRARLDTE720, 77 RARDFEET
NMZEoTERREENLTIY FXARXZRHET TV R X LR,

2.1.2 I¥—TRADFAEETIL

Bismarck ¥, 7V RAREE L > v — T2 XDOEBREHL ML, ZDK, Zwicker
DIV RARADFHAEETNZHCTENENL T Y RAREE N (2) TV v—
THXADFEETNVERE LTz [20]. Bismarck D> ¥ — 72 ZADFHEE T L E L,
TIZRT.

& 011 ;:024 BUK N (2)gpz/Bark dz
B —U.

(2.1)

Zz::024Bark N,(Z) dz
1 if 2 <15 Bark
gB = (2.2)
0.2 exp (0.308(z/Bark dz — 15)) 4+ 0.8 otherwise

Fastl & Zwicker {3 Bismarck D> ¥ — 72 ADHHEET V2 —fRIL L 7% [5]. Aures
\& Bismarck DY ¥ — 72 ADEITEETILVDEA gg & 7V K32 RKIFEETIVICE
IEL7z [63]. Aures D ¥ — T 32 ADEALBE g4 XRITRT.

exp (0.171z/Bark) N/sone

9a = 0078 z/Bark In (0.05N/sone + 1)

(2.3)

Swift ¥ Gee IZ, Moore-Glasberg ET /L ZHWTEEHINTZT T F A RABEEN S
X — T ARDFEETVERRE L [64]. 1S0532B:1975 #HWTHEH X5
7 K32 ZRDFEE T /L% Wz Bismarck ¥ Aures DY ¥ — 732 ADEIEET LI
DIN45692:2009 THEEL X ATV S [65].
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INHDY Yy =R RADHBETANLHAHINZ Y — T2 RAEIHLETDH
HEMETHS. AFETE, FHNRS Yy —T XA RT 32D, v —TFAD
SEEFAVEHWTENENY v — A AEEZRES ¥ — T2 R LA,

2.1.3 SITIXRADFAEETIL

Terhardt 13F5R 5, WHEY 77X 2A%0RF 37 72 RADFHEET L ER
ZR L7 [66]. Terhardt ® 7 7 3+ ADFHEE TNV ERNITTRT.

Rt = A(fuod, fo)m?2 20" (2.4)

ZZT, fmoda FEFMBAPEL, [ IMEBIAPEL, m ZEHE, PIEIEELLT
H5. £z, ARMREBERE T LSRR 7 7 2 2AOBHRZE LR L B
TH5. Auresld, B 2EEFHEBIINT2EHRE YL 7 7 2 ADOBERICESNT S
T7ARADFHEETNVERE L [67].

Ry =c ZZI T; A ; Pi(i+1) (2.5)
BEESIRD 5 7 2 R v \3ZRE (my) ORNEZROBBE LTERREINS. pie
BERFUTEH O > Ro —FOMBERBTH D, MAFHH O P HHE S < L ﬁhﬁ
BREDBHIIWH L THHEYIR T 7 RDHWENTE 2 LH5CEAINLDDTDH
%. ZDETIVIZ Daniel & Weber IZ & 5T Z 7 1 RITH S 2 FHEHIlifGERICE S
X 2 ITHREL X417z [68]. Duisters i%, Daniel & Weber D F 7 1% A DEHHEE TV
ZIEIC LT, ERBRERCESK I I7ARDHBEETAZIRELL 69. ZOET
JUZ Daniel & Weber DE 7V KD b 5 7 3 AT 2 EBIEFHERR L —H L %.
—7C Widmann & Fastl i, R~ RAF 27X =2 DILERDE AL(2) D35
IR ADFRICEAFRT A Z e BFA L [70], 1SO 532B:1975 #WEB L7277V K2 R
A—=ZZRWTRE LT Y NAREEORHZLEZR WS 72 20 REET

WRIRR L7, XU Widmann & Fastl O 7 7 2 ADETEET L Z/RT.
z=24 Bark

Rw=:03hw{/ AL()dz (2.6)

2=0

INHDTI TR ADEEETANLEHRINZT 72X RAEIHL FTHHEEET
H3. AT, FEHNZ I 72 3F2729, 7732 RADFEETLICE -
THEINZ T TR RBREES 71 A LIRS,
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2.1.4 ZEHREOHEETI

Terhardt (3ZFFHEDOFHHEETFT NV ZIRE L [59].

P—40
m22 %

Fastl 1% Terhardt OBFFET D A7 2538 AL & D AR A B & CAEmEICD
Wz [22]. Z DRGSR, ZEREIIZF R 4 Hz 12 ¥ — 7 2RO 0
TANRDEDBFHERFEO Z L R o7, ZORRE D LT, Fastlid
IR~ 2 % ¥ 7% — VTR W AFERE O EE 7V E Lz, KIZ Fastl
DEFNHREDFHET NV ERT.

0.008 [Z 2 PN AL(2)dz

T (2.7)

Fr =0 (2.8)
fl’IlO 4
4 ‘ + fmod

Vecchi (3 ZHERE & ZFEEE DA% D> 5 Daniel & Weber ® 7 7 % ADFHHEET
NEITLE LT, ZHRREOGHEET NV EZRR L [71]. Fastl X, KR~ F ¥
INRE— 2 e EEREOBBREHOICL, ZEREOFHEET AV ZRRE L [22]

NS OEHFREDFHEET AN OB SN ZFHREIZDH < FTHHEEMT
H5. AT, FBNLRZHRE L 7T 5740, ZHEEOFEETLICE-
TRIRE XN LR 2 FE LB & MRS,

2.2 iRiE

Fastl OiF%EIE, 77 F X REED o SHAMITEEIGIRETE 2 Wy —HL L
flRZRio T, 2oy, BEHIfEEOMEETMELICEVWTI YV F 4
RBENEBETHL I EZEKRLTWS. %72, Duisters Diff5Eid ERBy-number
REZHWS Z e CHEBREETLVOBENMLET2 I 2RBLTNS.

ZIT, 29 FRARY ¥y —TH A, 77X ANVEEHREDGEETNIX, F
TV RAREBIZHEDOS ZENLEFLWVWEER S, £, BEKT—EBLTUHEX
N30, ORI TDH 2T ARNRET VITIERBIRIER 7 4 V&NV 703
WETHEEEZD.

ZD XS BREEHMIHEREDOE TV EEBRT 27 DIZUA NOMEN D IF 5N 5.
Moore-Glasberg € 7 V% AW HHFHETEIRE O B E T LV OWRIEY v — T X
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WKIREZNTED, 77 FAROKHZM»HEON5 T 7 X RAREFREDE
FMLEREETH 2. 7L —2LHMD T 7 RARDFEDATRETH 35, ERH
279 RAADWMBELZIZ 2 Z e BRETH 5720, BEARNRT Y FX R
EEHET 272004 VoL A NE R FORBTEBOBER 7 4 L2 2 LTHW 24
BEND 5.

Moore-Glasberg & 7 /L % N — 2 I H HiHliTEE O FH R € 7 L0 T T T,
ROEEEEHS T2 e B TE S, (A) BERARMROIEREH & &85
e ORI DIA[REIC R 5. (B) BEL~NILOZICH T 285 7 4 L X DIE
IRDIEGHFRIE DS B MR I M T E LA S NI TE 3.

(A)IZ2WVWTIE, DEY e AZDOBENC X o TORE Nz, ERB RE O JEEE
S RRE & WAL OFERE & 0SB R D &, BERAKRMEROBER 7 4 L EZ NV 7 DEHID
JEBICB I 2 EERRETZ e TES. Sk, BERMRICBIT
TEMREH L WEREZ MM 2 2 e TE 2.

(B)IZ2oWTE, HHEL MG C TIENIMC R 2BEH 7 4 L2 ORI, W44
IR B D3 A AN D3 5 Z ¥ % upward spread of masking # 2t X ¥ 5.
ORI, BELANVEZ(LIE L EOFEFHMIERICHE L 52 TV Ik
TTH5.

2.3 ®AZEHE

INBOMEEITS 7z, URIORTIEF TRERUL X W R RIS RET L
EHWTHEINZRE S Y RAREEEZFOIC, AEE5OYHERH  5ET
e & DBEFRICOWTIHE T 3.

(1) YU FRXREEDOFEETILOESE
U I, REERTERSINIER 7 4 L2272 LT, GTFB XU GCFB
ZHOWT Y FAREEOHBEETNVOMELHEET 5. GTFB & GCFB & roex
HEE 7 4 V2 L [FARRICEER 7 4 V2RO I DN DTH D, HEL L
PMEWEEE, GTFB & GCFB MU roex BEH. 7 4 VX IXFREICEER 7 4 L R %
WETZZENTES., —F, BELNADREWE X3, TEREFEOREE 7 1 L&
AR DIEXFE % BB L7z GOFB & EERIFEOREH 7 1 L 2R DIE % &
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L7z roex JEH 7 4 VR IIFEEICE b OFHFHMEGERZHHTE 2. 2oz
725, Moore-Glasberg E7 /L TEHILT WS roex FEH 7 4 L2 DO Y IZ GTFB
X GCFB 2 LT, Moore-Glasberg E7 /L &[RRI T v R RAEEZETRE T
BIEMIENTEDEEADLND. BR T 4 VEZD T 4 VEARDIENIMEZE
L TWRWGTFB L BER 7 4 V2D 7 4 VRZTEIRDIENFMEEZ E & L 7z GCFB
EFRHWTI Y FARBERFET 2 2 2 12&, BEMOEZOHEEICHER 7 1L
2D 7 4 VEATBIRDIEAFMED ED X S ITHEL TV 20N 2 WS HWH
5.

(2) SEFHMEIEIZEDIBEKR VT

iz, (1) THRLES Y FAREEORREETAVEHWT, SEHETEEOHE
ETNEMET L. 22T, IEROETAESEIL, BRELLT Y RAREED
FHRETLVEIDEN LY FARBEICEDOE LT RA—XRDFREEITI. T
DIFD T X — RELEIZIE, Fastl & Zwicker DFREHZ X D B & 20127 o 7= HE G
eI BE 3 2 FEEHIERGE R 5] 2 d IS T7 4y 7T ¥ 7 %175, FEERL -5 Bl
RO AT T VO MUk D EE R O R € 7L 0 ) & B E i
fec BT 2 EEFHER R R LS 2 2 v T, MR - EEFMifEE O RE T
IV OH % FHES 3.

(3) HEEE

212, GTFB kU GCFB Z W - EEFHMIHEIRZ s 2 2 & C, BR 7 41
2D 7 4 VRTGAROIEFMED F HFHETEEOHEE I E D X 5 R EE 5 X 5 H
HAELEET S, ZOMFCEoT, R 4 V2D 7 4 VETGIRDIEXFRED
HHIMIHSROHEIC D X S LB 5 A 2 PHLNICTH LD TES.
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3.1 SURRXRABEOEH

Fig. 3.1 KINHERCTERINWER I 4 v & (Fv= b=V /Hr=Fx—7
BRE740%) ZRHVWEIY FARBEOHAE Ty 7 X4 775 0 %RT. %
T, BHES s@) 20 EH - hEHORMEEZR L7 4 L2 THIIEL, BER T 4 L &
X o TK BB SN S, BEISNAZ5 I HEEE & A Wi %
175 2 CTREFEBRO X34 7 —> a v X = B () #18%. KiZ, =%¥
AT7—=2arRR=—UP6I7 Y FAREEN|(t) Z2RDDB. RKEIZ, 7TV FFR
Nt)EZZ v B AEE N/ (1) OfHGHE» ok 5. 7B, MNP HWR I
PR, ()2 X TR, LPF() EEGEE 7 4 L X UIETH B,

3.2 SNE FHOFEZERELIET 1 IILZICKBMIE

Fig. 1.3 ICHBED 7 4 MV XIGEZRT. HENIEBEEL. Htid 7 « v 2 oG T
H5. BOERIEHFHICBIZHEET7 4 VX THY, ROBKRIIIERGES
WBIZNEED 7 4 V2 THE. HHES, ILHEHDO 74 VRIEZIT T R X
DFBEETFTVOMHAEPHEIGER T2 2B TEBH, AR TIEEHBEESDH
HE7 4 V2 ZHWTHET 3. Fig. 141 CHE 7 4 VX OREFEEEZ RS,
I JE LS. HEENE 7 4 LA DRIRTHE. ZHh DT 4 L& Moore-Glasberg
ETNLTHEDLATVWEHDEFLTH 3.
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Input
signal: s(t) [ Outer-
———»] middle
Ear filter

Excitation:

A 4

GTFB

or
GCFB

Specific loudness:

E,(t)

I 1

Lol RO P[P

o RO T [0

E,(t)

—>

P vRO o o

IEK(I)

Excitation to
specific
loudness

Fig. 3.1: Block diagram of specific loudness calculation using gammatone auditory

filterbank (GTFB) or gammachirp auditory filterbank (GCFB).
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3.3 EEIJsILRICLDEIEHDE

3.31 AYIEL=EEIqILEANDYD

RRTERINDIH Y b=V T 4 VRDA Y oOLRINE [49) ZRHLT,
Ve b —VEEH T 4 VANV 7 (GTFB) RS 3.

gti(t) = at™ =Y exp (—2nbERBN( fi)t) cos (27 fit + ), (3.1)

72720, o3RG, ¢ IR, M = 4138, b= 1.0193EH, fr 374 1ED
DRI, ¢ AT 5. SR IEE ERBy (fi) 725 TKIT 7 4 A X OHLD
FEBEL fi, ERXRD LS ICEREINS.

ERBy(fi) =24.7(4.37f,/1,000 + 1) (3.2)
ERBy-number ]_ s 000
fi= (07 1) S (3:3)

Z 2T, BRATN IS OFEED) 58Nz Z 8 %2R T. GTFB X Slaney 12 X -
TREINZADDHIRF—FD 1E¥a 2TV~ b= 7 4 VX EANTY
% [72]. GTFB (X ERBx-number 251.8 Cam (k = 1) 225 38.9 Cam (k = K = 372)
FT0.1 CamXZAIZIZ 5 XS ICEEINTWS. ZORER 7 4 VX DELELX Moore-
Glasberg ET LV E[EKTH 5.

3.3.2 AUYIFVv—TERIqILZNYD

FEATI G <~ F v — 7 7 4 V&%, GTFBIZEIF 2HEHE 7 1 )V ZIEIRDIERFR
MHEFHHT 2 DT, Irino & Patterson IZ & > TIRE XNz [50]. £/, 20D
PER 7 4 N ZAN 720X, iR 2B R LM v~ F v — TR 7 4 1 X
(compressive gammachirp auditory filter), BIREMEA > ~F v — THE 7 1 L
£ (dynamic-compressive gammachirp auditory filter) R STV 5 [54, 73].
Moore-Glasberg € 7 /VTRHIE X N7z roex BEE 7 4 V2NV 703, BER 7 4 VR TE
IROIEFMEZZ R L TV 505, EMFFEIZZER L TV, Moore-Glasberg
TR UM ZITS 72012, 7V FXRXEEOFREICZE, EHFMEZERL T
W WETI 72 gammachirp 7 4 VR 2R3 5.
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HY=Fv—TWRT 4 V2NV Y (GCFB) 1, XD XS ITERS NS TR
RIS V< F v —THEE T 4 L EZ DA Y OVRIEEZ RV THEEEINS.

ger(t) = at™ =Y exp (—27bERBy (fi)t) cos (2 fit + cIn(t) + ¢) (3.4)

ZZT, c\3EEBEN (Fr—7) D8 ERL, n() ZERANEEEF2RT. &
YRF—THWHEIANRET I P —VHERT A NZDA SV RIEE (R (3.1))
YOEWE, Fry—THceln ()T THB. c=0Dr %, Fv—7H(cln (1) X
HBL, o~ b=VERET7 4 V& A UREBEECR 3. R (3.4) 2R~
POVRIBEIWCER L, 7V ZEWT L, Ho~Fv—THERT 4 VXD
BRI D XS ickEh 3.

[D(M — je)|exp (cb(f))

G.(f)| = :
A7) |27/ (BERBx (f1))? + (f — fr)?] 32)
=ar|Gr(f)| exp (cO(f)) (3.6)
0(f) = arctan (ﬁl\%) (3.7)

ZIZT, fRABE, o ZREERT. 0(f) & fi DI TIENTED B B DT,
exp (cO(f)) WZIENMFBITH 2. c DEDE ZF,| exp (ch(f)) (FRIBGRE 7 4 L &
(LPF) 12720, ¢ BIED L &, exp (cO(f)) EEEE 7 4 L2 (HPF) 12725, Z
ATED, Hr=Fv— THE T 1 L RO/ FEISOIENFREZ HIET 2 2 &2
TE3. 37, ARDIIC c 2B ELRLOBLT222T, BEEZ41LZD
LAOURIEME e IEFRE 2T 2 2 e ST E 3.

¢ =3.38 — 0.107Ps; (3.8)

ZZTPs ldGTFB D& 7 4 VEADHINZ K BB ELNLZERT. c JNMERH)
% VT ERBy-number AN EHELEX 5.

AR THEHT AV~ F v —THWE 7 4 L2 DF v — FTHexp (c(f)) 13, MR
A Y OVZRVE (IIR) 7 4 VZDEMMIMH T 4 VX Z2H A7 — F LTI T
% [74]. GCFB X ERBy-number 232.6 Cam (k = 1) 225 36.9 Cam (k = K = 344)
FT0.1 CamZNATET 2 LD CHBEINS.
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34 IxHA457—>a3>0EE

WA B e BEMREOICE 2B T 5 72912, GTFB MU GCFB D 7145
B, LPF T X 2 WM, “RUH 2T I 8T, ZOTXFH A 7 —
Y a v RR—V Ey(t) 2155, WD SRORERE Hopr(w) 3K TRENS
2DODLPF 2 h A7 — R L7122 R LPF & L TERINS.

Hypr(w) = 1 —exp (=27f./ fs) exp (jw) (3.9)

1

WP = exp (—20f./fs)
ZZT, f IV YTV Y ZREIEECT 44,100 Hz, w ZABEER Qrf), f 3R
B8O Hy M4 7EBPET 1,200 Hz TH 3. appr EIREEDBRORIETH 3.

Fig. 3.2 12 roex BEH 7 4 VANV 272 GTFB EZHWTEHBE Lz F A 7 —> 2
YRR —%RT. %72, Fig 3.3 CroexPEH 7 4 V&NV 27 ¥ GCFB %2 HWT
AELEZXF VA T—ar =V %IRRT, ZOZXFH AT —ar R x—v
EJEITEEL 1.000 Hz, BHHEL L% 40, 60, 80 dB & 2L X /-t X DFERTH 5.
M O#ffIE ERBy-number TH D, H{I=FH A 77— a L NLTH 5.

Fig. 3.2 &b, ANEEDELEL LA 40 dB DR, roex BER 7 4 L 2 % W
TIFEHAT—arRR—r e o< b—VER T 4 VX BV £ T —
PavRR=VIIBBIZRULTHEZehbrbd. BELLH 80 dB DFFD
IFHPAT—varXR—VoEgBllozn—T%2A2 Y, roexBER 7 4 VX%
Howlz®xH 47— a3 2= ZHART, Ao~ b—=VEEE7 4 v 2Z2HW
IXFHAT =2 alRE—VDIEIDPRABTHEZehbhrd. ZHUX, I
X b —VHER T A NVZPEELVANOVIHKIFE LR T 4 V2D 7 4 L ZIEIRDIE
R EE L TOWRWEDE L EZ SRS,

Fig. 3.3 &b, ANEBDOETLL LD 40 dB DR, roex BEH 7 4 L& % W
IFH AT =2 a xR hr~eFrx—THET V22OV X 9 A
T—=2avRR—VEBBLZELTHEZehbrb. BELNINELKRDS
C, A< F v —THERE T 4 VX ERWEZE YA T = a3 Vo8& — U EE
KEEHLTWSZebyrsd. U, TV~ Fy—THEEI 4 LZDT 4 LR
TERDSIEFMC IR B IcDNH V= F ¥ — THER 7 4 L X O LA EDMEEIC >
7rT5ZLRERATIEEZLNS.

(3.10)
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Excitaion level [dB]

100
90
80
70
60
50
40
30
20
10

” -_— -

I\ |— -

Moore-Glasberg model: SPL 40 dB
Moore-Glasberg model: SPL 60 dB
Moore-Glasberg model: SPL 80 dB
GT loudness model: SPL 40 dB
GT loudness model: SPL 60 dB
GT loudness model: SPL 80 dB

ERBN-number [Cam]

Fig. 3.2: Excitation pattern
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Excitaion level [dB]

100
90
80
70
60
50
40
30
20
10

Moore-Glasberg model: SPL 40 dB

Moore-Glasberg model: SPL 60 dB

Moore-Glasberg model: SPL 80 dB
7 == == GC loudness model: SPL 40 dB

! \ |= = GC loudness model: SPL 60 dB

\|=™ = GC loudness model: SPL 80 dB

ERBN—number [Cam]

Fig. 3.3: Excitation pattern
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T

3.5 IXxHAT—arNE—ID565TRRABEA
DXL

Moore-Glasberg €7 NV EF URZHWT, TF V47— a3y E =2 Et)
Mo T RIREE N (6) BT 5. N(1) X Ey(t) 2 HBRD 3 DDFEMIT LT
Do TEtREEINS.

e Condition of Ex(t)/Ey < ETurq.x

2E(t)/ Ey
(Ex(t)/Eo + ETarQ.k

AWU—QN( )y50amum&+Aw—Aﬁ (3.11)

e Condition of ETHRQ,k < Ek(t)/E(] < 1010
Ny@:QNQGm@yarh@a—Aﬁ (3.12)

e Condition of Ey(t)/Ey > 10

2

M) =y (O 3.13)
ZZT, B G, XA T - a VHARBERMEMNEICH S L ED
79 RAREEERTATHD, BHLMH (3.12) 1k, AT 4 =T ADORZFEH
THHATEX 22X YA T - a3 RR =P 7Y RAREENOEHRATH 5.
BEDSM (3.13) 1, TFF A T— a YHAIEFICKEW (E(t)/E) > 101) ¥
XOI7Y PAREEEZRT. Qv 37V FAXREZRL, GTFB 23 5K
13 54.6 x 1073, GCFB 23 2#1% 54.8 x 107, Ertnrqs FAIEEL L, G
IR DKL X7 £ > ald Stevens DR ZFHIONZF58, A Z AR ORER
ROAMNFEZRT. Qn i, RECTHHAT 2MEINLI Y FXROFEET
NERHWTEHE LAY FXAZXPFMEFITH LT 1 sone 725 K5 ITHE L 7.
Fig. 3.4 2 Erurqe, Fig. 352G Z2/ns. K oOifid ERBy-number TH D,
NIRRT X —ZDETH B. F72, Fig. 3.61C «, Fig. 3.TICAZRT. at
AlX, GO TEEZNS. Moore-Glasberg €7 )V THRE L 7= roex BER 7 4 L
ANV 272 GTFBR GCFB THRE L7127 4 VW EZNY 7 DGR R KR 2720, Zh
BDTANEANY I TEELEL I Y KX ADHBEDELRS. 22T, alcGT 7
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7 RAZAETINTO0.049, GC TV FARXETILTO0.047 2/Z, Moore-Glasberg
ETNMCE-TEHEINIBEET Y NARBEE L ERINL TV R AEEDE
BETNCE-oTEHBESINIBEI Y FARAKEOHELZ ~ I €.
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Excitation at threshold [dB]
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Fig. 3.4: The function relating the excitation level at threshold Ergrq

15 20 25
ERBN—number [Cam]

46

30

35

40



G [dB]

-10

-15

-20

-25

Fig. 3.5: The function relating low-level gain of cochlear amplification G

10

15 20 25
ERBN—number [Cam]

47

30

35

40



0.27 T . T .

0.26

0.25

0.24

0.23

0.22

0.21

0'2 1 1 1 1
-25 -20 -15 -10 -5 0

G [dB]

Fig. 3.6: The function relating power exponent of Stevens’ power law «

48



8.0 T T T T

7.5

7.0

6.5

< 6.0

5.5

5.0

4.5

4‘0 Il Il Il Il
-25 -20 -15 -10 -5 0

G [dB]

Fig. 3.7: The function relating input/output characteristics of the human auditory

system A

49



Table 3.1: Sound signal used for evaluating specific loudness

Frequency [Hz] | Sound-pressure level(s) [dB]
100 40, 60, 80
1,000 40, 60, 80
2,000 40, 60, 80
4,000 40, 60, 80

3.6 TURRIABEDLLE

Moore-Glabseg €7 V% FHWTHRAE L12BEE T v X REE L GTFB MU GCFB
ZHWCHELLZREE 7 FRAREEDFRBETDH 202D 57012, £hzh
DETNPLHEMUBEE TV RARBREOHERITS. FHi/TiEE LT, Moore-
Glabseg ETVZHWTEHEAE L2 ¥ K REEITH L TO 3@ FEFRRE
(RMSE) %Zke7-.

A IIME OB EL RV EE(L IR EOEE T Y FARBER KT 3.
FHERIB D ¢ 5 X — & % Table 3.11IRS. 22T, dHliE O > 7V > FTEKK
344,100 Hz & L, KFERIZ 18 E L. Moore-Glasberg E7 V2 FHHWTHEH X
NIFET Y FARABEEIREEARZ AL REZDBDTHS. —77, GTFB
MU GCFBEHWTHHINZEE T v R REEIFRH OB e LTkdTn
%. 2Dz, GTFB MU GCFB %2 HWHE T 7 Fx AEEIIRFEFE T 5 2
& T, Moore-Glasberg ET VDTV KA REE L LU=, £/, EHH TR
VR T 2720, RE-REET T R R REEDHIR 0.1 BEFRN 2 0.8 B TR
F L 7.

Fig. 3.8, Fig. 3.9, Fig. 3.10, Fig. 3.11 I GTFB Z#HWTEHB LZEEZ Y R
S AEE ¥ Moore-Glasberg €7 NWIZ X > TEHEINIHEE TV RXARABE R RT.
X ot ERBy-number TH D, HEENIBEE 7V RAREEEZR L TWS.
7z, Fig. 3.8, Fig. 3.9, Fig. 3.10, Fig. 3.11 1= Z2h, FHMHIEA 100, 1,000,
2,000, 4,000 Hz DIFOEE T YV FAREETH 5. FEHUE Moore-Glasberg €T
NeHWTEHSNLEBEEI Y FAREETHD, BRI GTFB 2z HWTEHEAE S
NEHEETY RARAEETH 5.
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Fig. 3.8, Fig. 3.9, Fig. 3.10, Fig. 3.11 &b, HEL LKW E %X, Moore-
Glabseg EF NV TRIELBE TV FAXAAKE L GTFB AW TiHEIh-HEE S
U FAREEIIBBLZRLCTHS. —/5T, BELNDELZRBIMNELT, %
DAEDBRELRD XOICHZAS. F7, FHERIROEBEIHIG U 72 ERBy-number
X DKW ERBy-number TORE Z 7 K1 REE X, Moore-Glabseg €7 /L Tal A
LEEESY RARFEE L GTFB 2 HWTHEINAEEE S ¥ F R RFREICITKR
ERENLN L BDOND.

Fig. 3.1212, HEL NNV SEEE % ZL & E 72 & Z D Moore-Glabseg € 7 /L
ZHWTEIRLEZBEZ U FAREEIINLTO GTFB ZHWTEIRSINWLAE
77U P REE Y O RMSE 2R3, Mrhotbid, FEETH D, #itHEid RMSE
TH3. ZOHREERZ YL, TELNADBEL RBI1IZOWT RMSE L TH
{7ZoTWB I enwbrd. £, FABEDELZ5ICONRMSE &< 2o T
W5,

TN oDFERIE, GTFB D7 4 VRIRIEGNHTH D, HEL LT 4
NWETERIFMKFE L R WD EZ 65, Moore-Glasberg E 7 /L THTWVS
roex JEH 7 4 WV RIZEE L XOUHKIE L TZHER 7 4 V2D 7 4 )V ZTEIRD IERFR
HE2ERLTVWS. ZOEVWIRET Y FARABEOHBEMROEVWE R L
EZobhb.

Fig. 3.13, Fig. 3.14, Fig. 3.15, Fig. 3.16 I GCFBZHWTHH LZHEF vV ¥
I REE ¥ Moore-Glasberg ET7T /MU Ko THIHSINEET Vv FAREELRT.
MR ol ERBy-number TH D, fEIRE SV FARABEEZRLTWS. X
7=, Fig. 3.13, Fig. 3.14, Fig. 3.15, Fig. 3.16 1 ZFN 24, FHMiRIEAS 100, 1,000,
2,000, 4,000 Hz DIFOHEEZ7 Y FXAREETH 5. £z, FEHIUI Moore-Glasberg
EFAEAWTEHSNEZHES 7 RAREETHY, BRI GCFB 2 HW T3
HEINTLHET Y RAREETH 5.

Fig. 3.13, Fig. 3.14, Fig. 3.15, Fig. 3.16 £ b, HEL VLKWV E %1, Moore-
Glabseg EF NV TCRIELIHEE T Y FAREE L GCFB 2 W TEIE SN -HE
9 A ABBIZIIKREREDLZVEIIICRZS. — T, BELNLHEL RS
¢, GCFBZHWTHEINIZBEI Y RAREED Y —271%, ERBy-number
DEWVIEIICEBRLTWA bbb, £, dHlHE O E RIS Lz
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ERBy-number & D W ERBy-number TOEIE 7 7 R AZE X, Moore-Glabseg
ETNTRELLZEEI Y FXARAEE Y GCFBEZHWTEREINLZEET Y F X
ZBETHRL>TVBZehbhb.

Fig. 31712, BN EEL V22 L E 872 & 2D Moore-Glabseg € 7V
ZRWCHELLEE 7 7 F A RBEEIIN L TO GCFB Z W E I W EE
Z U P REE L O RMSE 2R3, Mrhotaid, FEETH D, #itHEid RMSE
ThHb. ZOMRERZ Y, BELNAHNEL ZBICOWTRMSE d{IFEL TH
(7o TWBZenbrd. i, FABEDELZBICONRMSE &< %o T
W3,

I o DHERIE, GCFB O 7 4 VATERDIEFMETEE L XOMKEL TV S
D, ZOIEFMEX roex FER 7 4 VR EIFBRoTWEDTHEEEZOLNS.
GCFB D 7 4 L ZIRIZDIENFMEL, BELNADELRDE, HV<F v —
T 7 4 V2 DRKIRIED BRBPMRIBICER S 5. £, Ho~Fv— TR
T ANRDOEADHIIEEL D EL b, (KIBHCEEIT 5. Lo L, roex
BER 7 4 V20, 7 4 VX OHULEBECE iz, RO HE D A HMRIBUTER
TEHLIDWCERINTVWS., ZDXIRT7 4 NAVRIBIRDENCE-T, HEZV
R AREREOBBERPRLR BN 5.

79 RAXZDHEIE, WEHTHD, JV FAXAREESNHBE LTEZL e
TZ%. Fig. 3.9, Fig. 3.10, Fig. 3.11 Offtilix R 2 &, HHEL L 80 dB DD
Moore-Glasberg E 7 VDHEIE T ¥ ¥ X RAEEDRAMEIZE B X £ 4 sone/ERB T
HYH, TOBEP2HICH X5 XX 8sone/ERB 42D, 1/2ICHZ X 5L 2
2sone/ERB &%, ZOZe%xEEZ5L, GTFBR GCFBZHWIEE 7 v
FAREEDOHBET AL LBHINTEE S ¥ N1 A% E ¥ Moore-Glasberg &
TADPLHEMNINTHBE TV RAXARBEDEWL, RELIRVWEEILNS.
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Fig. 3.8: Specific loudness at 100-Hz sinusoidal signal calculated from GT specific-

loudness model and Moore-Glasberg model

53



16 T T T T T T T

Moore-Glasberg model: SPL 40 dB
Moore-Glasberg model: SPL 60 dB
Moore-Glasberg model: SPL 80 dB

— [ == == GT loudness model: SPL 40 dB
m 4+ | \ = == GT loudness model: SPL 60 dB 4
[a4 \ == == GT loudness model: SPL 80 dB
84
S~
Q
=)
]
z
" 1t |
n
Q
=
o
=
]
p—
2 025 -
= .
=
Q
(D)
(o8
w2
\
0.0625 \ §
\ .
| 1 N , N>y 1 \

25 30 35
ERBN-number [Cam]

Fig. 3.9: Specific loudness at 1,000-Hz sinusoidal signal calculated from GT

specific-loudness model and Moore-Glasberg model
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Fig. 3.10: Specific loudness at 2,000-Hz sinusoidal signal calculated from GT

specific-loudness model and Moore-Glasberg model
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Moore-Glasberg model: SPL 40 dB
Moore-Glasberg model: SPL 60 dB
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Fig. 3.11: Specific loudness at 4,000-Hz sinusoidal signal calculated from GT

specific-loudness model and Moore-Glasberg model
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Fig. 3.12: RMSE with specific loudness calculated from the GT specific loudness
model and the Moore-Glasberg model
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Moore-Glasberg model: SPL 80 dB
GC loudness model: SPL 40 dB

GC loudness model: SPL 60 dB 4
GC loudness model: SPL 80 dB

N
T

111

111

0.25 -

Specific loudness [sone/ERB]

0.0625

15 20 25 30 35
ERBN-number [Cam]

Fig. 3.13: Specific loudness at 100-Hz sinusoidal signal calculated from GC

specific-loudness model and Moore-Glasberg model
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Fig. 3.14: Specific loudness at 1,000-Hz sinusoidal signal calculated from GC

specific-loudness model and Moore-Glasberg model
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Fig. 3.15: Specific loudness at 2,000-Hz sinusoidal signal calculated from GC

specific-loudness model and Moore-Glasberg model
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Fig. 3.16: Specific loudness at 4,000-Hz sinusoidal signal calculated from GC

specific-loudness model and Moore-Glasberg model
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Fig. 3.17: RMSE with specific loudness calculated from the GC specific loudness
model and the Moore-Glasberg model
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ARETIE, BEHIEEORTAEETNVORHRE 125 7V RARAEEDFHEET L
DRI To 7. WERLT Y P REE D HEE 7 /11E Moore-Glasberg
ETITED VTR TER SN SR 7 4 L2V 7 2 vz, FHli o
R, MELLEZY FARBEOHBEETALLBHINLEE S Vv F A REEIZ
Moore-Glasberg E7 A0 HHAMINIZHAE T v N REEZHAEY LT RMSE 23
1BETHo7. U FAZRIREHETH 2 Z e 2E UL, TOBEINE W
LEZONS.

RETIE, AETHELLIY FARABEOHREETAVEZANRE LY v —7
AR, TI7FR, RHBREDOFRETNOMBEITS. REY v -T2 R%, 7
7 FARFEOELDFHEIL LT, BEZ VXA BELHBEILX, 77 Fx
RAEEORZE D HEITR I 5.
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4.1 BEMEEROHEETIL

Fig. 4.1 ICHET 2 HHHMEEREOHBEET v O 70y 7 X4 Y7 J L2 RT.
SEICBWTHELL Y FARBEEOHEETLVEHWT, BES s@) »5 7
T RAREE N () DitEENhD. 2L T, BoNLI7Y FRAREEN () 27V
RAAEI T2 EHET Y RAXDEEIH, N() OEAMTEZELZHAET S Z
T, BEYY—TARAEHET S, /2, BHET 7 AR BELHEELIX N'(t)
RGNS AN T 5 2 e TR IN 5.

4.2 SIORXADEE

Fig. 42127V RAADFHEET VDO TRy VXA ¥ 77 5% F. GTFB %
Foz2bD%GT 5V FARETIN, GCFBZfio72bD% GC 5V RARXET
LEMR, HEZY RAANG) EXRTERSINBIEET T K2 2AEE DR
Lo 5.

N@:Ony%@ (4.1)

D77 RAADFHBEETAPBHENIEET Y FAREH ETHHEM
TH%.

Fig. 43177 FARAL~)L% 0205 120 dB $ TEL X 20, K
1,000 Hz OFE 203 5 Moore-Glasberg, GT 77 R4 &, GC 7YV X XET I
EFRHWTCHELEZEEZ Y FARAERT. NI Z 7 KA XL )L phon TH D,
MEENIFEE Z » R X sone TH 5. EDOWHHRIZ Moore-Glasberg €7 V720 5 & H
SNLEHEZ YV FARTHD, BORMICT 77 RAXET A ORI
BETY RARATHY, ROEFIGC 7V FARET A SEBENIEE S
7 RARTH 5.

79 KX ZL LD 80 phon A EDEHE, GT 7V FARXETLVDOHEET YV R
2 A& Moore-Glasberg E7TNLVDREET ¥V A X XD HELIFTHEZATVE Z e
bH 5. Lo, 80 phon UFTIE, GT 5% FAREFALOEES Y F 3 21E
Moore-Glasberg €7 VDEEZ 7 KX A —HT 5. GCT7V FARETILOHE
EZT RARRIE, &7V FARRALULIZDHTz 5T Moore-Glasberg € 7 /VORIE Z
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7 RAREIFIEFTCTHSE. T DHIRIE, Moore-Glasberg €7 /LTI T
W5 roex B8R 7 4 VR DT 4 VRTGIRDELGIENFRTH DI LT, ¥~ b—
YT ANEDT 4 VRTIRENITH 2 Z e BERLTWReEZI OGNS, —T,
HI=Fv—TT 4 VRDT 4 VAR Moore-Glasberg € 7 /L TEHLIL TV 3
PEH 7 4 L& RIBICE EICHRIE L CTIERRCIR 2 2 2525, Moore-Glasberg &
TNEGCIY RRRAETNVDORET Y PR RAZFABEIL - TeEZBNS.
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Loudness: L(t)

Specific »| Loudness summation >

Input signal: S(t)‘ LOudnv?/?tshmodel 10;(%21(6 tS)S: Sharpness calculation Sharpness:S(t):
| aTFBor Ger [: Roughness calculation Roughness: R () >

| Fluctuation- strength | Fluctuation strength: F (t)‘

Lt

calculation

Fig. 4.1: Block diagram of proposed computational models of sound quality met-

rics
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Fig. 4.2: Block diagram of proposed loudness model
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Fig. 4.3: Relationship between loudness level and loudness. The input signal is a

1,000 Hz sinusoidal signal.
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4.3 Sv—TXADAEETI

MRT 520 % — T2 RDFHEET NI, Bismarck D> ¥ — X ADFIEET
V200 Z B L7z, 7V FARKIFEZZER L 72 Aures DY ¥ — T ADETHEE
TOL [63] ICHDWTRHFF I TV 5.

Fig. 4412 GTFB £/21X GCFB W=y v — 7X A0 EEF VO 70 v 7
RAX I L%RT. GIFBZH W D% GT ¥ v — X AET)N, GCFB %
AWzdD%k GOy vy —TARETILEMR, ¥ —T 3RS ERNTERX
N3 N () »oEAEELEZFET LI ZICE>TIHEONS.

(t) N, (t)ERBy-number
> Ni()

_ weg Yy Vi)
ERBy-number x In (w) 7

St —Q, k= , (42)

QS,k (t>

20

TIT. Qv —THAREEFR L, GTFBZHW=5E132.29x 1073, GCFB
ZRHWEEIZ 223 X 1073, ¢x(t) 37V FRARWIGUTELT 2EA, wey &
BABEMERT. Q1% METLI vy -T2 ROFEETAEHOCTEIAE LA
EY % —FRAPEEFT I LT acum &85 XOWRCRE L. £, wy ld,
Fastl & Zwicker OIS H 5 H X N2> v — 732 A2 2 FEEFHE e A€ TV
D L DD T IREE (RMSE) 25/MET 2 &5127 4957427
L7 wep BRRIC K o TEHESNS.

ws  =1.19 x 10 * ERBy-number®

—4.90 x 10" 2ERBy-number?
(4.4)
+ 7.17 x 10" 'ERBy-number

—2.01.
ZDY Y —THRADHEETAPSALNSINLAEES v — T2 REDHL FTHHE
EMETH 5.

Fig. 4512 v =7 A RDOEAZ/RT. MOMENIEIFETH D, Hedids v —
TARXADEATDHS. % —THARADEAZIT 57912, Bark REIZEOWN
=Y v — T A RADFEETILDOEAIZ Bark RED & EFBICAEBL Ty L
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7z. ERBREE SV v— X XOFHEETVOEAD FIMIZ, ERB RED

LERBICEI LT ay MLk ¥k, ZREDY Yy =T A RADFEET LD
HAN 1,000 Hz T1 2745 K5 IIEHLL 7.

MRS vy — T2 RDFEETVDEAL Fastl & Zwicker DY ¥ — T 1 A D
FHEETV FZETN) OBEAZIKTS. MEELLES Yy — T2 XOFHEET LD
HATEBED 500 Hz LRIZBW Ty ¥y — 732 X% X DKL, FEEED 2,000 Hz
DETEY =72 22 XD ELT2BIREZ>oTWS. —J), FZETNVDEA
VRS 4,000 Hz A ED A ¥ — T3 X% @ T5BIREZ-oTWVWS.

HELY Yy — T A RADFEETVDEAL Aures ETNVDEAZ RS &,
Aures ETVDEAIX 800 Hz DL ETRBITHEMLTE Y, KBANZ—ETH 5 &
CAHIGEWDLDSE. TELHFZETIERKT, BEEITED >y — X A0
(BB ESWCEAMIFEIATVS.
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N (t)
h'lputl (t) Loudness ) Calculation
signal: S model with . '
GTFB or N () ) of Sharpness:S (t )
GCFB —,> sharpness
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——»

Fig. 4.4: Block diagram of proposed computational model of sharpness (proposed

sharpness model)
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Weight for sharpness
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12  |=====FZ sharpness-weight I' .
== === Aures sharpness-weight !

Frequency [Hz]

Fig. 4.5: Weighting function of sharpness model
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4.4 SITIRADHEETIL

79 RARADETEETNDEWVIZED, 7732 A%ZEET 572DD Fastl DET
U RINIEEFHTER V. 2070, AR THET 27 71 ADFEET L
1%, Daniel & Weber @7 7 % ADFHHEE TV [68] B N—RIZ, MEZHLL 7=
RAXVIRR=VDE=T 8T 4y TDE AL i(t) 7 7 X RCHFET 20
9 Fastl DHIAZED ANzdDTH 5.

Fig. 4.6 ICHET 2 7 7 X RADFEET VLD T O v 7 XA ¥ 75 5% 73T, GTFB
ZPHWELDZ GT 773X AETI), GCFBZHWE D% GC 77X AETIL
CIER. BT 35 72 RADFEETML, 1ZUOIC, BEELESY FXRDE
BETLVZHAWT, Bl s(t) 20T Y RXAREE N, (t) ZKD 2. XIZ, 7
7 3 A[EH ORBEE 7 4 VR EAWTT 7 FAXAREEORBERIRL, L
L MY LPF Z W THEHIR X N2 79 FARBEED E ROuigiiz KD 5.
INSDEFERRILNAVEBEHHAL T, =287 14y 7D ALg,i(t) BK®D
5. IERMEAHEBEAERE i), & 101, R ENEFHOWEHGHIRENZZ Y ML
NV E k+10%H (1 Cam) OFIHHIRZ 7 R A XL\ oitEIh 3. &I,
FIRREER, (1) % ALry, & iy, & 10 THOWTEREL, ZOHEZEIETSZ
CIZED I TR RAR({) ZRD B.
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44.1 TFITIXRADOFEEBT 1 ILAX

Z 7 2 A[E ORI 7 4 VR BPFR i 1%, Fastl & Zwiker W50 651 H
AN T 7 A XD EBFHERERIC L7 > T 74 FEBREH W TRELE M
%. GRS 7 4 L 2 OHUDETRE Cr & HTEIE Wep 3 N2 XA TER X
ns.

69.2
1 +exp (—(ERBN—number - oz)/ﬂ) 7

Cr o = (4.5)

Wi s, =1.58Ck 1, (4.6)

ZZT, a=4588 B=148FEHTH 3. TNOD T X =KX, WoEPET
B oo —TRIEBHNET 2 E I LT, Fastl & Zwiker DRFFEICBIT 5 F
TR ADEBFHEFER L, BRI 27 72 RDFHEETAEHVTEHEINS
7 3 AL DD RMSE % F/IMES 2 X S5 ICIRE X N7, wigiliE 7 1 v 2%, X
DEICERT 3.

BPFR’;C (t) = at(M_l) exXp (_27TWB,k(CF,k)t) COS (271'6'1:"]€ + QZ5), (47)

T, 74VXDOREUI3TH 3.
WIRHIR E 7z Z 0 N3 R Nfp  (¢) ZRATER SN S,

-
—

Nip (1) = BPFr s (NL(1) — Hoe), (4.8)

Z 2T Hop 1 Nj(t) DERBDTTH 5.

4.4.2 SORRRABEICHITRIE—0T1vTDE

HIRHIR S M7= 5 1R R D MM L] 0 o (1) & FEIEEEER L oo (1)
EEHENRATHEBESNS.

L vppees () =LT(LPF(Njp o () + jHilbert(Ngp o (0)))), (4.9)

Lﬁ,Lower,k@) =—LT (LPF<| - N}%P,k(t) + jHﬂbert<_N],3P,k(t))|)>a (4.10)
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ZZTC, LPFdAy bATREBEETHz D9ORIIR NX—T7—ZXALPF TH 2. Hv
A TR, T 7 A ARRKICKE BEFERETH S 70 Hz D 1/10 IZF%E
L7z. Duister D7 7 X ADFHEET LTI, 7 7FADOFHEREHRAEEZHNTWY
5, MRS 57 7 X ADFHHEE TV Fastl & Zwicker DFIEZH D A, 2
Erf58b0IC, 7V FARBEZMBERL, XA TERIND ALgi(t) &
5,

ALk () =( L ppers(®) = L toneret) ) W 1(2), (4.11)
m(m@ﬁ
Inax(quAQ(w))

ZZT, LT(")ZFig. 43D 7V PR R T Y FAALNLDOREFRLOER L7z
NVEHB R R T, 7T — X RBRABKIEMAR 2 o Criif L, B¢
%. Weann(t) 1. SRANCBI 279 AR VL AOVOERAEN 112455 X 512F
ZEAMIEETHZ. ZOMIEHEIE, 7V FXARAEEICBY 3 Laigiie N
RO L ANVEHIZ XD, BELANADNIWEEIC ALy () &L FTHEINT
XELD%[T=2DITEALT-.

(4.12)

Weanib i (t) =

)

4.4.3 IEREEHEHBDEHE

VY I7MERRY A MEBEDLSIRETIE, IHOXBMBIZLACKLLNR
W, L2L, ZOXIBMEE T IXRADFEETVANE TS 7 73X AR
ZLEHEINS. 2O XD REEEZRRT 572018, BENIER 7 4 VX OIE
FUCHEEAERS 23R L, MBS 27 72 ADFHHRET/VCHAAT. 1%, KX
TERINDBENTIERE 7 4 VR TEIE SN S Npp (1) ORFHZ D HFHE S
ns.

(4.13)

JEO eyt + r>)
ViV, ’

ZIZT, reViEERETNT R T. GTFB £413 GCFB 2 HtRE I
% Nip (1) DIRFEIZIZIE, 74 VXETRHEEND DS, Z22T, i1V
NEMTI0ms FTY7 bEE, RKIZF ¥y 2V LB 2HAMABEOEL 3

L= max(
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%. TZT, dp10ld 2% Nppy_19(t), y%& Npp,(t) ELT2EED I DFERTH 5.
=77, ix &, B Npp (1) T, yB3 Nfp,1o(t) DEED i DFERTH 5.

444 FIRRABECTITRADFE

7 7 AREE R (1) 1F wr g, ALri(t), ix THWTUTID 3 0DOFKMFIT L2035
TeIHEZN 3.

(wR,kALR,k(t)ik)2 k € [1,10],
Ri(t) = ¢ (wrpALpi(t)(ir10ix))? k€ [11, K — 11], (4.14)
(U)R,kALR,k(t)Z'k,wf ke [K — 10, K],

Z 2T, wpy & Fastl & Zwicker DRFZEH H51H L7z T 7 3 2D EHFHliFER & —
T2 L5 CRBEb LBEANIBEBTHS. Rt) IR TERIND T 7R
FEOHBEE,LH/ONS.

R(t) = Qr Y _ Ri(1), (4.15)

CIZTQRrRIZ7Z7XRDFEELRL, GTFB ZHW=5A133.15 x 1072, GCFB
EPRWEEEIEZ320x 1072 THS. ZNOHDHEIE, HEET2 7 72 RDHEET
NEAWTHELEES 7 32 ADEAEZITH LT 1 asper 18745 KO ITHRE L 7.
ZI7XADHBEETANLBEHNINLREET 7 RAZDH ETHHEMETD 5.
Fig. 4. 7TICHER L7229 7 A ADFHEE TNV 2 & ¥ 72 5 7= Daniel & Weber ® 5 7
FADFHEET IV (DW ETN) DEAZRT. “DOD7 72 ADHEETNVDOE
AT 2 7-012, BENIFEPRTRLTVS. £, Htid o 7 2 X 05tHA
ETNVDEATHD, DWET LV ESEMELL T 7ARADHBEETLVOEAD
BRAER 122 X5 CEFRELIZDDTHS. ZODETNVEARLRZ Y, &
[EREER L7227 7 X AEAD Y — 71X 200 Hz HiLicdH 32— T, DWEFTILDT 7
FADEAZ 1,000 HzHiTICH 2. ZDODODEADENE, ERBREZMHT
% Dh Bark REZMHT 2 D5, ZREZEHT 200277 FAREEDLEAR
DEEFHT2OPICLZBVTHEEZONS. 5 50ETI/LH EHIEHM
CEDEDIIDEADT 49T 4 YT EToTNWED, TDEWVIIKEREEIC
BROBVWEEZDLNS.
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Weight for roughness model

R4 ‘¢’ ' '& -
0’.’ “" I/ \‘\
0.9 w \ 1
’.. “ I ‘
0: Y) ‘\
08F L. \ -
,': 'F -——— ’l “” \‘\
0.7 - .:0 '/ "‘ s\~ -
:: '/ "‘ \~
0 6 :. '/ "$ \Q\ .
* / % ~
/O s ~o ~
’ . N,
05+ 7/ ]
/ %
4 .
/
04p .
(0.3 |======== Proposed roughness model e, e |
= ===DW model o
0.2 —=—— : ]
10° 10° 10

Frequency [Hz]

Fig. 4.7: Weighting function of roughness model
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4.5 ZEEFEEOHEETIL

Fig. 48 IR T 2 7 7 X ADFHBEETND IO v 2 XA XTI L%RT. TD
ETFNVIIHREINZ T 7XAADFEET LV EFAED Y 70 —F THEELZDDT
BHB. NITRXA—RIEFBEISCTEHEI N, FREVIE, ZEEREISE S
25 A B O TH 5. MEINLTI IAXARDHBEET VIIHELLF Y
FAZRDEHEETVEAOCTHEREIN. GTFB AW D% GT £Hj5REE
7, GCFBZHW/=d D% GCEHREETIL L IEXR.

4.5.1 ZEREOTHHBET 1 ILZ
HBRHIR &S 17 7 9 B REIE N, (1) R TE RS NS,
A%RAﬂ::BPFF<NMﬂ——£%$> (4.16)

HEGEE T 4« V&%, 2RO IR N&X—7 —Z LPF ¥ 2 KIIR D N&X —7 — Z HPF
BHAT—FEHR L DTHS. Iy VA TREBEREIFENZFNSHz £ 2 Hz T
H5.

4.5.2 SORRRABEICPITRE—OTavTDE

HIBHIR & M7z 5 5 RO LRI L oo (1) & FRIEEER L (1)
FEZENZENRATEREINS.

L yppere(t) =LT (LPF(|Njyp(8) + jHilbert(Nip 1 (1))])). (4.17)
L%,Lower,k(t) =—LT (LPF(| - N],BP,k(t) + jHﬂbert(_NI,%P,k(t))D)a (4'18)

ZZT, LPFIdAh vy b4 7@ 04 Hz D 9RD IIR NX—7 — X LPF TH 5.
V=27 4y 7D7% ALp (1) 1IZXATRD SN 3.

AL k(1) = (L tpperi(®) = L omerie(t) ) W (1), (4.19)
LT (Ni(1))
Weanib i (t) = , (4.20)
Inax(LT(AQ(o))

ZIT, LT() 3 442HCHPAL BRI TH 5.
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4.5.3 RHREFRECEXEFEEDFE

ZENTREE BT F(t) & ALp (1), iy ZHWTLITRD 3 0DO5MIC L7 - Tt R
xhs.

ALYS, (1)i2 ke [1,10],
Fi(t) =< ALY (t)(in-100)> K € [11, K — 11], (4.21)
NG ke [K — 10, K],

ZZT, iy g1 3T 27 7 X ADFIREET L ERICK (4.13) 2 HKD 5.
F(t) 3R TERS N2 EHREHFEOHEBEN AL G5 5.

F(t) e S FL (4.22)

ZIZTQp ZEHEEDOREERL, GTFBE2HW2HE133.02 x 1072, GCFB
ZRWGEIZ3.00x 102 TH2. INHDMHEIEZ, WESTZ2LEFREOHAEET
W FWTCEHE L BEAFRE D EEF I LT L vacl £ 82 K5 IKEES N
7o, ZOZFEEOFHBEEI AL AR INLEELHRE I K FTHHEEM
TH5.

4.6 BEMIEROHEETILOFHE R

RS 2 HHAMIEE O BT T VO EMIEZ RS 2720, TEROHEER
ET DOV T S RIOFE 21TV, ZORRZHE T 2HEHBRE T L OME
LR L. MR 2 EMIfEERTREETVOANIERETH S LEL TW
570, NReTHBEORESFRHEE & I LLRW. 2IT, WET D
WREREE 7 VO O FIEZFHm V.

46.1 TSUOFRRADFAEETIL

HRELETY FAXAADREET MK > THEEZINZEE F ¥ R4 25 Moore-
Glasberg ET A HLHMEIN2BET Y RAXA X EFRRENE S % 1,000 Hz fiE
DAL DR & 72 AR OME Z AWTEHiiT 5. MELLET A LHAINLE
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Table 4.1: Sound signal used for evaluating proposed loudness model

Frequency [Hz] | Sound-pressure level(s) [dB]

100 | 10, 20, 30, 40, 50, 60, 70, 80
1,000 | 10, 20, 30, 40, 50, 60, 70, 80
3,000 | 10, 20, 30, 40, 50, 60, 70, 80

FEZ7D FAR%, BFODISO 532-2 THEZ NS 77 FA R IR L 7. HEGET
MOEHFFEL N TE TV R RE L.

FHE TR L2 7 Y RAZADFHEETILTHEINLEE Z 7 K4 R & Moore-
Glasberg BTNV THBEINLBE T v FARRA 2R LTz, Big 5 BRI T 25
EZ T KRR ZFHEI L7z, 7V K3 ZROFMEICHWFHE{ES (W) % Table 4.1
RS

25 OFHERIEIE, 1SO 532-2:2017 O FRICELE X AuT W 2 G- & [ —
ThHhb. MELEZTY FRARADHBEET VL > THEINZEEZ Y KX AD
FFRICIZ 05 BOFHEIES 2 AL, #EENEE T v F X X0 0.1 2k
Wz 0.3 EHEXMENICEIT 2RI T Y RARZHWTEHE L. F/, FHf
R DY > 7V ¥ ZJEBENZ 44,100 Hz & L7z,

BELANILZELSEIMBICHTE IV RRR

Fig. 4.9, Fig. 4.10, Fig. 4.11 WZFAMiIF D &AL A 100, 1000, 3000 Hz DR
D77 RARDFHERRERT. KHOMIMIETL L, #HHIEES Y K
A TH 5. PRI E LA 3,000 Hz TlX, (30O DORORER &l T
Moore-Glasberg E 7 /L DFER & DIRENKE S Ro7. 7272L, RMSE Offid 1
EETH D, FHMRIELD EEED 3,000 Hz DBEE T ¥ K ZADEKED 30 sone T
HBHZehs, TOBREZ NIV EEZILNS. FOMOEKTIX, W
HLIZETLVDOHRIE, Moore-Glasberg ET VDFER BB L Z—H L. Zh
LORERED, HMELZT Y F2RADFHEE T/ Moore-Glasberg € 7 /L D IKffH]
EBRTH 2 L \NWZ 3.
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6 T T T T T T
Moore-Glasberg model
====GT model RMSE: 0.401
51 |= = GC model RMSE: 0.328
T4
g
2
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g
o
=
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— oL
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0 L Il Il 1
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Sound pressure level [dB]

Fig. 4.9: RMSEs of both versions of proposed loudness model when the input
signal is 100 Hz: GT model and GC model.
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0.9]

Moore-Glasberg model '
—===GT model RMSE: 0.421 4
— = GC model RMSE: 0.337 Y/

—
(o)
T

_. _.
o ~
T T

—
(e
T

Loudness [sone]
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Sound pressure level [dB]

Fig. 4.10: RMSEs of both versions of proposed loudness model when the input
signal is 1000 Hz: GT model and GC model.

85



35 T T T T T T

Moore-Glasberg model
301 |====GT model RMSE: 1.079 )
= = GC model RMSE: 1.279 i
U
251
'
g
2201
S 15¢
)
—
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5 -
0 ———— Il Il Il Il Il
10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80

Sound pressure level [dB]

Fig. 4.11: RMSEs of both versions of proposed loudness model when the input
signal is 3000 Hz: GT model and GC model.
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4.6.2 ¥—TRADHEBEETIL

MEL Yy =T A RDFEETLOMANA=Ya Yy (GT ¥y —T A RETIL
LGOIy —THRRAETN) &, RO v — T2 ADEEETILTH S Fastl &
Zwicker DETI (FZETIN) & 57 RRRIUKFET 5 Aures DET /L (Aures E
TL) L7z fERDET LD AINXISO532B:1975 \ICHE X Nz T 7 K4
ADFEETANEHWTEH LEZEES Y FARAZMHH L. vy —7F 3R, 3
DDRBIZMEZFL 77 FARIZOWTFHAi L7z, > v — 3 XMAX, HEERIN-
Px =T R ADFHEETNAD2ODNN=V a v, 0.3WOEFERKENCBY 3H
EY v — TR ADKE IR 5 Z I X o TrIE I M.

FEHBREICNTEOv—TRXR

HMOWIEE Y &, PR (NB) %, &EudiE (HP) M, (K@ (LP)
MEEN 7%, NBHEEDO—EIX Table 4.212, HP ¥ ¥ LP i D—& 13 Table 4.3
RS, IS OFERBORIEX, HEELET7Y RARDFHEETLVEHWTEHE
L7203 MEOEEXENCBIIZ2EET Y X AN 4 sone 12725 & 5 IZHHEEL 7=,

Fig. 412\ CNB¥EZ ANEBE LIz EOHEEY ¥ — /X RDEHEGERE R
3. Fig. 4.12 ORI NBHEE OHULERETH D, HNIHEES ¥ — X A TDH
5. HFHORVERIIS ¥ — 73 AT T 2 FEFHER R TH 5. Fig. 4.12 & D,
FZ €7V, 2,000 Hz & D @SOWHULERE ZH> NB #E CEBEFHMEA R K D &
Oy —TARABMWELTND I bholz. Aures EF /U, 1,000 Hz & D &
WHULEE S 2 F80 NB B CEBEHER R L D@ vy — AR ZHEL T
BZehbholz. ELZY ¥ — A ADFEETIVZ, 4,000 Hz (3L F Tl
FZETNEBBLZRUCHEELZEHLTWS Z b o7z, —77 4,000 Hz L
[ETIX, MERL72Y vy — 2 RDFTEETILVOHEEMEIX, FZETILOHEEME L
NTEHFHEER DN Z 2 b o7z. GT Y =T A RETAE GC Yy —7
FIRAETNDY v — T ADHEEIIIE VDR b o 7.

Fig. 4 13\ CHPHBEZ ANGBB L LI ZEOHEEY ¥ — X RDEIEMBRE R
¥. Fig. 4.13 OREHNE HP #3 OB 0 R TH H, MEHNIEES v — 7 F 2
ThH3. MPDOERWERID v — 2 20T 2 FEFHMEERTH 5. Fig. 4.13
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&0, FZET VI DEHINLEEY v — 73 A1, 2,000 Hz DUN Tl B
BRIDECHEINTWE Z b o7z., Awres ET LI DA IN-HE
=72 RNF, EBEHERER I D, RAEBICBWTE(HESIATHS 2,
Dol BRELEY Yy -T2 RAOFREEF VI DEHSINERES v —7 %
2Z1%, 1,000 Hz IR TR EBFMIERER E K —BLTW2 e bholz. —7,
MELLYy—TARADFEETAVIDAERINLEEY ¥ — 72 X1, 1,000 Hz
PLEDJEBEETIE, FEFHMERR X DIERCHESR TV Z e dbh o .

Fig. 414 \CLPMEZ ANEB L LI Z0BEY v — T2 ADFHEHEREZ R
3. Fig. 4.14 OMINI LP #E 0SBl E R TH H, MEIBEES v— T+ 2
TH2. MPOBRWERIIY v — 73 20T 3 THHMOERECTH 5. Fig. 4.14
XD, FZETNE Aures ET VX D BEHZNLEE S v — 7% R13 2,000 Hz DL &
TREBHEZER I DESHEINATVWI oD o/ HELEY v— 7%
ADFTRET VLD BEHINEE S v — 72 Z13 2,000 Hz LUK TL3 3BTRS
R I —H LT Zedbhol. —7, BELLSYy—T X RXDFHEET
NEDBEHINEEEY v— 7% 21X, 2,000 Hz L EDREBFE T, FHFHMmS
BIDELMEEINTNDE Zehbho T,

Fig. 41513, MEOHEEZZ G80EEY ¥ — T A ADFERERLTED,
A, > v — 72 AOFHEHMAROMEK L 4 DD ¥y =T X XDFHBEET LV
POEOLNZMEEDRMSEZRLTWS, HERLZY Y — A RDFHEET LD
RMSE!Z, CT ¥ —7AFAAETNLE GCY ¥y —THXARETNLOWVWTNDD FZ E
TR Aures ETLE D BN 2 3bhr o7z, X6, RN Yy —T %
ADFHET AP OB/ONIHEY v— T2 R, ¥ % — 73 A0 EBEHERE R
YIEE—HT B e bh ot

FURRRAZESBIMBEICHTESv—TRR

2 OH DR v MiE, 500, 1,000, 2,000, 4,000, 8,000 Hz @ 0.5 FMDIEHK
E5T, 97 FxA1X2, 7, 14, 28 sone THo72. RMSEZHWT, 40D v —
TAADEIEETADLLHEONY ¥ — T2 AHE, Fastl & Zwicker DL 6
ALY v — 72 A EBEFHiRGR & 02 Z E&ELL 2.

Fig. 4.161%, UV FXAL NV EZEZTEZDY ¥ — TR ADMRERLTE
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b, HENE> v — A ZADOEEEFHAFER E 4 0D ¥ — T X RDEIEET AL B
HNTAEE DRMSE £ L TW5. BT 52 v — 72 ADFHHRET LD RMSE
%, FZET AR Aures E7 /LD RMSE & D bW Z e bhrolz. X512,
LxNy vy =T RADHAEET AL OBONLY y— T X ADMHEIEZE, x—7
FADEBFMER L IZE—HT 2 b o7z. CCOXY—THRAETILD
RMSE X GT ¥ ¥ — 73 XE7/LD RMSE L LI L TIRWZ e 3bhoiz. Zh
X, GCFB D7 4 VAEIRDIEMFMEDL Y ¥ — X ADHEEIC I W X2 52 7
iR EZIONS.
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Table 4.2: Narrow-band noise with loudness of 4 sone used for evaluating proposed

sharpness model

Center frequency [Hz] | Bandwidth [Hz]
250 104
350 109
450 114
570 122
700 133
840 145

1000 162
1170 182
1370 207
1600 239
1850 277
2150 325
2500 386
2900 460
3400 559
4000 685
4800 867
5800 1111
7000 1426
8500 1851
10500 2463
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Table 4.3: High and low-pass noise with loudness 4 sone used for evaluating pro-

posed sharpness model

High-pass noise Low-pass noise
Low freq. [Hz| | High freq. [Hz] | Low freq. [Hz] | High freq. [Hz]
250 350
350 450
450 570
570 700
700 840
840 1,000
1,000 1,170
1,170 1,370
1,370 1,600
1,600 1,850
10,000 200

1,850 2,150
2,150 2,500
2,500 2,900
2,900 3,400
3,400 4,000
4,000 4,800
4,800 5,800
5,800 7,000
7,000 8,500
8,500 10,500
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9 T T T T T
Auditory perception [5]
8 | |swssmann FZ model P4 _|
Aures model

7L | GT sharpness model
= = GC sharpness model

Sharpness [acum]
BN W N

[OS)

0 Il Il Il Il Il
0 2000 4000 6000 8000 10000 12000

Frequency [Hz]

Fig. 4.12: Sharpness of auditory perception and four sharpness models (FZ, Aures,
proposed GT sharpness, and proposed GC sharpness models) for narrow-band

noise
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9 T T T T T T T T
Auditory perception [5]
-------- FZ model
8r Aures model b
=====GT sharpness model
; = = GC sharpness model
£
S
S6r I
w2
N
=
as5r i
3
=
»n
4+ ]
3 L -
2 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

0 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000 6000 7000 8000 9000
Frequency [Hz]

Fig. 4.13: Sharpness of auditory perception and four sharpness models (FZ, Aures,
proposed GT sharpness, and proposed GC sharpness models) for high-pass noise
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4 T T T T T

Auditory perception [5]
3 5 | |mwwmmmmm FZ model _
Aures model
====GT sharpness model
3r |- = GC sharpness model ]
g 25 i
Qo
S,
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S 15t -
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0 2000 4000 6000 8000 10000 12000

Frequency [Hz]

Fig. 4.14: Sharpness of auditory perception and four sharpness models (FZ, Aures,

proposed GT sharpness, and proposed GC sharpness models) for low-pass noise
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I FZ model
. - [ 1 Aures model

I GT sharpness model
I GC sharpness model
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Fig. 4.15: RMSEs of four sharpness models (FZ, Aures, proposed GT sharpness,
and proposed GC sharpness models) for different types of noise
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Fig. 4.16: RMSEs of four sharpness models (FZ, Aures, proposed GT sharpness,

and proposed GC sharpness models) for different loudness
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4.6.3 TIXRADFAEETIL

MR L7 7 A RADFHEETN%E Widmann D7 7 * ZADEHEET L (WF £F
V), Daniel ®F 7 X ZADFHEEFNL (DWEFIL) LHEELE. 772 ADHE
&, EHREBE, SRV UL, FUDREREL, EREIC Ko TELT 5. BT,
INHEDRIRXA=REHBIAATEEZH W, Zh o 0fHilifIEE, EkET
NOFHIZHW/ZbDEFRILTH 5.

7 73 AEEZ, MEINT TXRADEEET ALK 72 X2 L 5
TR L%, RMSE WX, 77 A RDFEFHMERRL 45D 7 72X RXDFHEET NV
DT HME & DFEEZF Ml 5 72D ICHW .

TREARB LS B LERBICNTESTRR

RIEZH (AM) 55 2 FEBZEHA (FM) BE52HWTEHRHARBEZL X8
T EBEDT 7 ARAEFEI L. AMEHEX, 1,000 Hz O IEREMGER % 0.2 F)%;
X, ZHEPE 10, 20, 30, 40, 50, 60, 70, 80, 90, 100, 200 Hz TZ#H
£ 1.0 DIRIEZEFA % 1T - 72. FM{3%51%, 1,500 Hz T 0.2 WO IE5EEMGER % v,
10, 20, 30, 40, 50, 60, 70, 80, 90, 100, 200 Hz T 700 Hz O JEEE R T/
BRZERE N, INHDEF5DHEELILIT0dB & L.

Fig. 4.17 ¥ Fig. 4.181%, AME5 ¥ FMEBICoWT, ZHEKBEZE 2 T4
DDETADNLELNTT 7 A ADKRZR LT W5, MEEINIZGRE A, Hef
BIERL L7 72X TH S, BVFERIZ, Fastl & Zwicker DL [5] 22 5 5H
L7 7 73 ADEBEHIEFIRZRL T\ 5.

AM ZFHE OFER (Fig. 4.17) 2R 2 ¥, WFE7/UE 70 Hz DU~ DZGRJE R
TOREZ 73 A% 7 73 ADFHFHARR L DEKIHEEL TB D, MOoEFL
&7 7 3 2D FBFHEREFRISIVEZHEE L TWD. AL THELGT 77
FRAETINE GC T 7 AETME, 70 Hz L EDOEFRABFEICBWT, 7 7% R
D EBFHEAS R & Hei U TROFERZHEE L7, RMSE 2R b /NI WETEE T L
EXDW=ET1LT, GCT7 73R, GT 773 A, WEFETILDIETH - 7-.

FM Z3E OfGHR (Fig. 4.18) 2R 22, WF ET/LOHEERRED 70 Hz IT¥—
IWBHB b olz. DWETLOHEMED 60 Hz IC¥—2703H 5 Z e
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bhofe. GT 77X RAETNE GC T 73 AETINVOHEERMRD 50 Hz IT¥— 72
DHdIEehrbhrol.

FBEHMIASER e S ET VKo THEEINLEE S 7 AR Z T 5. WFET
VOHEERERIZ, 70 Hz AT ZBWTEBFHERR L DRV e bhrofz. DW
ETVOHEEREFIE, 20 Hz 55 60 Hz O CTEBFHEFER L DKW Z 2 25bh o
. GT 7 7% AETVOHEERERIZ, 20 Hz 205 60 Hz O[T EBIFHMliFER & b
mEWZehbhrol. £, GT 7 72 RAETNVOHEERRIE, 80 Hz A5 200 Hz
WKBWTEBFHERER L DRV e bh o7z, GC T 72 XETINLOHEER R
(&, 80 Hz 225 200 Hz IZHB W T FBFHEAR & DIV & 23bh o 7.

RMSE 23 d/NEWVWETMEIGC 7 7R RETNLT, GT 77X XETI), DW
ETN, WFETILDIETH - 7-.

o

BELANILZECSELERBICNTESTRR

AMEE Y FMEEFAVWTEELNLEZLIE 2D T 7 3 2% 3l L
7=. AMAE51Z, 1,000 Hz DIERBMET % 0.2 O S &, 2R 70 Hz T
ZEHE 1.0 DIRIEEF 21T o /2. FMAIEHIX, 1,500 Hz T 0.2 B D IE5LIEIAT %=
vy, 70 Hz T 700 Hz O EEEIRZE CRIKEZEHR L. ThoDE5DEFEL X
JUZ 40, 50, 60, 70, 80 dB & L7-.

Fig. 4.19 ¥ Fig. 4201%, AMEE5 ¥ FMEBICOoWVWT, HELNVEZEZ T4
DDETNADSL T 7 XRAEHE LR TH S, MENIETLEL L, KR
fto 7% 2. BOVERIZ, Fastl & Zwicker DFFSE [5] 2255 LET 742 2DE
BRI R 2 7R 3

AM ZFHEZ DR (Fig. 4.19) 11X, WF EFLOFERN T 7 3 2D TEFHRE R
IDHELABDOLNTNE ZEZ/RLTWS. RMSE 25 b /NS WETIMEGC
S IXRAEFNT, GT 77X AETIL, DWEFNL, WFEFLOIETH - 7.

FM Z5fE OfE5H (Fig. 4.20) &b, WF, GCZ7 73 A, GT 7 73X AETILD
HEERSRIE, 772 AR TRV RV Z7EROMERR LD KL, DWET
LVOHEERERIE, 77 2 AT 2 FBEHERE R OHEERR I D bEO L 2R
LTW3%. RMSE S d/NEWETMIWF EFLT, GT 7 7% &, GC 7 7%
2, DW ETFLDIETH - 7-.
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Fig. 4.17: Relative roughness was calculated using four roughness models (WF,
DW, proposed GT roughness, and proposed GC roughness models) for various
modulation frequencies. AM signal was 1,000-Hz sinusoidal carrier with 0.2-sec
duration with 1.0 modulation index amplitude modulation and sound-pressure

level of 70 dB.
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Fig. 4.18: Relative roughness was calculated using four roughness models (WF,
DW, proposed GT roughness, and proposed GC roughness models) for various
modulation frequencies. FM signal was 1500-Hz sinusoidal carrier with 0.2-sec

duration with frequency deviation of 700 Hz and sound-pressure level of 70 dB.
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Fig. 4.19: Relative roughness was calculated using four roughness models (WF,
DW, proposed GT roughness, and proposed GC roughness models) for various
sound-pressure levels. AM signal was 1,000-Hz sinusoidal carrier with 0.2-sec du-
ration with 1.0 modulation index amplitude modulation at modulation frequencies

of 70 Hz.
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Fig. 4.20: Relative roughness was calculated using four roughness models (WF,
DW, proposed GT roughness, and proposed GC roughness models) for various
sound-pressure levels. FM signal was 1,500-Hz sinusoidal carrier with 0.2-sec du-

ration with frequency modulated at 70 Hz with frequency deviation of 700 Hz.
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WX AR C AR R e B S EERABICH T ST TIRR

25 3R JE IR e IR R R R 2 T AM B2 D 5 7 2 A% 3 L 7=, HIEE
1,000, 2,000, 4,000, 8,000 Hz @ IESKIEMEIK T, ZREHEL 10, 20, 30, 40,
50, 60, 70, 80, 90, 100, 200 Hz TZFEL 1.0 DIRIEZEFZ 0.2 BFi X ¥, &
FEL~UME 60 dB & L7z,

Fig. 4.21 1T Fastl & Zwicker D% [5] 22 H5H L7z 7 7 3 2 D EBIEHillifS R
B3 %, FUEBEICHST 2 40D EF LD RMSE 2Rd. BRI, M
il RMSE TH 5. TR TOHLREEED RMSE OFEB RS /NS olzET L
ZDW E7L T, GC, GT, WF 7 7 % RAETLANZEIIHNT-.

RAEZRESELZERBICHISZSTRA

ZHOESWEZER T AMEED T 72 A2 F i L7z, RIHEIZ, 0.28FHD
1,000 Hz DIFSLE#oER ¥, ZFEH50.20, 0.30, 0.40, 0.50, 0.60, 0.70, 0.80,
0.90, 1.0 DIRMEZ, ZHE L 70 Hz THR Iz, HEL UL 60 dB &
L.

Fig. 4.221%, ZHAEOBEELY LTO 7 72 ADMERRERLTWS. HifiX
ZREREE, MEENE 2 7 3 A BWERRIE, Fastl & Zwicker DI S5 LT 7
FADEBFIFERZ RS, 4D0DEFNMZ, 77X RO THOFER LD &5
WT 7R AEWE L. RMSE b/ NE o727 UEGC 7 72 AET LT,
DW, WF, GT 7 7% AETILBZIUTHNT=.
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Fig. 4.21: Relative roughness was calculated using four roughness models (WF,
DW, proposed GT roughness, and proposed GC roughness models) for various
center frequencies. Stimuli had 0.2-sec duration with 100% amplitude modulation

with sound-pressure level of 60 dB.
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= =¢=="WF model, RMSE: 0.133

= == DW model, RMSE: 0.128

= O~ GT roughness model, RMSE: 0.168
«==H--= GC roughness model, RMSE: 0.118 _o~
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0.20 0.50 1.0
Modulation index

Fig. 4.22: Roughness was calculated using four roughness models (WF, DW, GT
roughness, and GC roughness models) for various modulation index of AM signal.
Stimuli were sinusoidal carrier of 1,000-Hz with 0.2-sec duration with modulation

frequency of 70 Hz and sound-pressure level of 60 dB.
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4.6.4 ZEHHEEOHEETI

MR L - ZHRE O EEFLOWAN—Y a ¥ (GTEFEEEF L, GCZH)
MEETN) &, IEROZLFBREDOHEET L (Fastl €7 L) LHELL. £F)
SR DM, BREERE, SELAL, THEBICX-oTET 3. 22T, 7
MR NS DT X =R 2D AT, 0o ORI, 1ERET L
DI W=D D L [FARDIEESTH 5.

BEAFREORKRMEL, HELFBREOEERZYID H URRFEE L Ez
w7z, RMSE &, ZEiBEO EBFHiERE 3 00E T VO TFHlEL OFREE
FHI S % T2 DI W=,

ZRARARBZZL S B -ERATICN T 2EEEE

LA EZL X2 AME5 L FMEBOLHREEZFM L 2. AME5
(&, 1,000 Hz O IESXBARAT 2 4 R < &, Z#FFEEE0.25, 0.5, 1, 2, 4,
8, 16, 32 Hz TZEFEEDY 1.0 DIRMEAFAT o 7=. FME=51E, 1,500 Hz T 4 ¥
DIEKBARET 2 FWT, 700 Hz OB IR T 0.25, 0.5, 1, 2, 4, 8, 16, 32
Hz TRIBEZER S M. ThoDESOEEL NI 70 dB ITHRE S 7.

Fig. 4.23 & Fig. 4.24 1%, ZifARE*ZEZ 72 AME=S ¥ FME5DZEEHE D
HEERERCTH 5. BNIZHE AL, MILEEETcH 5. BOERII Fastl &
Zwicker DWFFED &5 U 72 288 O T BAHlifE R % R T

AM ZFHE OFER (Fig. 4.23) 75, 4 He UFOZEFFIFREBIC BT, HEL
REEFRE O EE TN ORELHIRE L, LEEE O EEHFHMEHRE L D &<
HELTWRZehbhol. —F, 4 Hz I EOREFETIX, WERL-ZERE
DFEETNVOEELHRE L, FBEMEARL D BERIHEEL 0D 22 2h
olz. RMSE 23 b/NEWETF I Fastl EFLTH D, KT GC EHFEE T
TN, GTEHREET L TH - 7.

FM ZHE ORGSR (Fig. 4.24) 26, ZFAEBED 4 Hz DL BT, Fastl €71
DHEEFERDPEERE O FBFHEZR I D dEVI L ZRLTWS. ZAUIHL,
R TREE L - 2HE O EE TV, FEIMIFKERY L&KL TWw3
Yo7z, RMSE D b/ NEWE T GC EFREETILT, GT ZHHRE
E7 ), Fastl ETILVDIETH - 7-.

106



—®— Auditory perception [5]

7L = == Fast]l model, RMSE: 0.13

= O~ GT fluctuation-strength model, RMSE: 0.21
===H-=+ GC fluctuation-strength model, RMSE: 0.2
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Fig. 4.23: Fluctuation strength was calculated using three fluctuation-strength
models (Fastl, GT fluctuation-strength, and GC fluctuation-strength models) for
various modulation frequencies. AM signal was 1,000-Hz sinusoidal carrier with 4-
sec duration with 1.0 modulation index amplitude modulation and sound-pressure

level of 70 dB.
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= «¢== Fast]l model, RMSE: 0.39 i
= O~ GT fluctuation-strength model, RMSE: 0.24
===H0--= GC fluctuation-strength model, RMSE: 0.21
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Fig. 4.24: Fluctuation strength was calculated using three fluctuation-strength
models (Fastl, GT fluctuation-strength, and GC fluctuation-strength models) for
various modulation frequencies. FM signal was 1500-Hz sinusoidal carrier with
4-sec duration with frequency deviation of 700 Hz and sound-pressure level of 70

dB.

108



BELANILNZECSELEREICN T 2EHEE

K2, BELVVZZALZ B AME5 OZHHRE 2740 L 72, #EE, 1,000
Hz OIESLGEI % 4 FORIRHt X &, 23R 4 Hz TEAFRE 1.0 OIRIFZF %
MZ7EHDTH5. FELNIE50, 60, 70, 80 dB & L7=.

Fig. 4.25 ¥ Fig. 4.261%, AME5 & FMEEICOoWVWT, HELNLEAELXE
e EDIODET A LEFIRERHE LR E R LTS, BllIFEL
AL, HEEIZEFRETH 5. BWVIHEHIE, Fastl & Zwicker DI 55H L 7=
ZRE R O E B Al R 2 R T

AM ZHE ORGSR (Fig. 4.25) ZR 2, HEL L 50 dB 55 60 dB T, 3
DDETINVOHEMFIITB VLR ALNLR P57z, —T, 60 dBLLEOEEL N
VTIX, Fastl ET A EHNRT, RFFETHERLZZTHREOHEETMITLD E
BIRTMAS SR LT WEZ B Lz, &S RMSE 2VNE 2o 72 FL1E GC ZEhiafE
ETNATHD, ROTGTEFHREET N, FastlET L THo 7.

FM ZF & DGR (Fig. 4.26) /122, WF ETLOHERENEETEL L
WKBWTEHHRE O FHEHMEMER L D @I e B bh o/, RIFFETHEEL /-
7 7 A ADFEETILVOHEEMRIE, BELNLDE L R 2 ICONEFRE S &
{72 o728, ZOZELIZFBEFHHER LD D RAETH -7z, RMSE Db /hE W
ETMI GCEETREETNT, GTEEREET N, Fastl ETLVDIETH - 7.

KHEzZRL S ELERABICN T 3EHEE

R, BHREEZZE S AMEEOEENHRE 2 G L7z, ##E, 1,000 Hz
D IEKIR AT 2 0.2 FoFfe < 8, 2825 0.20, 0.30, 0.40, 0.50, 0.60, 0.70,
0.80, 0.90, 1.0 THRMEZFL, ZHFHABBII4Hz & Lz, EHEL~LIET70dB &
L7.

Fig. 4.27 1 32RO T 2 ZERE OHEERM R Z R LT 5. Ml 2, it
T2 ZENRAE. MEINI TR, MeEhIw o TomX. BIERIX Fastl & Zwicker D
W5E [5] 22 551 H L 7= 2858 E O EBEFHliR R 2R 3. RMSE A Rb/NEWVETIL
WF Fastl E7 L TH D, RNTGCEFREET N, GTEEREET N TH- .
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= O~ GT fluctuation-strength model, RMSE: 0.09
«==H-=+ GC fluctuation-strength model, RMSE: 0.08
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Fig. 4.25: Fluctuation strength was calculated using three fluctuation-strength
models (Fastl, GT fluctuation-strength, and GC fluctuation-strength models) for
various sound-pressure levels. AM signal was 1,000-Hz sinusoidal carrier with
4-sec duration with 1.0 modulation index amplitude modulation at modulation

frequencies of 4 Hz.
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= == Fast]l model, RMSE: 0.82

05¢r = O~ GT fluctuation-strength model, RMSE: 0.53 | -
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Fig. 4.26: Fluctuation strength was calculated using three fluctuation-strength
models (Fastl, GT fluctuation-strength, and GC fluctuation-strength models) for
various sound-pressure levels. FM signal was 1,500-Hz sinusoidal carrier with 4-sec

duration with frequency modulated at 4 Hz with frequency deviation of 700 Hz.
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Fig. 4.27: Fluctuation strength was calculated using three fluctuation strength
models (Fastl, GT fluctuation-strength, and GC fluctuation-strength models) for
various modulation index of AM signal. Stimuli were sinusoidal carrier of 1,000-Hz

with 4-sec duration with modulation frequency of 4 Hz and sound-pressure level

of 60 dB.
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4.7 BEFHEEEZEOHEETILICDOWVLWTOHRE

AFTIE, GTFBR GCFBZEH L7 7 7 FAREEOFHEET M Lo TEHE
SNRE T U P A RBEZ O EE MR O N O 21T o7z, > v —
TAADFEET ML, Aurtes DTV RAZAMKFDET IMTH D IMEBINT. T
7 3 ADEIEE T NZE, Daniel & Weber D T 7 % ZADFHEE 7 M KD & Fastl
D7 7F AT BHAZID ANTHEESI N, ZFHEOHBEET VI, #
LLETZ 72 RADFEET N EFAKD 7 0 —F THEINT:.

BHEAHMEEREOFHE T TV, FERE TV OFHIEC b A X 472 R A A
JMEE L LT, EEMEEIRICRE S 2 EHEHHA R & s 2 2 & T X /.
¥/, R THEEL -EEMEEROEE T VIIERET VT2 2k
T, AR THEL -EHMEEROF R TV OBERNEZFHE L7z, FHifiD#s
B, BERLEZ7Y FXRADEIEET X, Moore-Glasberg E7 /L [FAFEED T ©
RAZEBEH L. BEELEY y— TR RADFEETMZ, ERETF L HERL
Ty =7 FADHERENE N b o7z, WERLET 7 X ADFTEET
X, TERETALEHBLT, 772 RADMERENEBEEMUETHZ Z b
Doz, BERLEZHHREOFEES VR, EREFL LKL T, ZEBED
HERBEIPFREEMU ETH 2 Z e bhr o7,

GCFB % W= BEHMEfEEE O HE 7 11E, GTFB W & E iR D
RIREETFAVEHKRL T, BELAVEZZELS 1256 DFHiIic 35T RMSE 23/)
XL BBMEARD -T2, ZhuE, HELNVOBMKFE LR 7 4 V2D 7 4
IV RTEAR D IENFME DS G E IR OHEE I B R 5 R 11072 BERA b 5.

AWZE TR L - S EHIEIZEOF EE T L, (EREF L AREED EoH
EREEZ DO s, MRLLGEHMIEEOHET T L OEMENHER S
7. £72, ERBREZHW2 Z L eRHEE 7 4 V2D 7 4 VRTEIRDIENFRZ
B35 OEBEEIRENT.
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5.1 XLC®IC

ARETIE, Bak RE L ERBREDEWSS, FER 7 4 L XD 7 4 VAEIRDE
WO B IR DO HEEANG X 2B ONWTER T 3.

5.2 KRREE CERINIEEIqILEZNYI%ZBW-
SYURZXADHEETIL

AT, KEEBRTERSNLER 7 4 V2NV 7 2H 0T Y FARADE
HEFIUIOWTEET 3,

GTFBEEH L7277 v RXARBEEHET LD TV K XEEOHEMRE (Fig. 3.8,
Fig. 3.9, Fig. 3.10, Fig. 3.11) ¥ GCFB%2fH L7277V FAXAAEEET LD IV
R x 2B OFEME (Fig. 3.13, 3.14, 3.15, 3.16) =& 5 ¥, Moore-Glasberg
ETAPOENLEEEI Y FARBREEEELLZ7 Y FARBEOHEET LV
POEMUAEES 7V RAREETEEL LRV E 21X, BBXZFRICAEE S
T FARARBEENPAMN SN, —/5T, BELNDEVE 21X, Moore-Glasberg
ETADLLEMLES Y FARBEEEELL Y FAREEOHBEET AN
BHLZZZ Y RAXARBEOIRIEELZ > TWz, 24U, roexEHE 7 4 L ZD 7 4
WATGIRE GTFB KU GCFB © 7 4 )L X AR D F AL R A & B 748 O
TANRTA Y DECPHELTVDEEZD.

AR THERELLI Y FARDHBEETANCBEHEINTREES Y FA R E
Moore-Glasberg ET A0 HLHBMINTHEET 7V FARZEGbE 50T, =X
YA T—=2arRR=—upbI7U RXAREELZFETBD, A7 4 =T VRAD
REEB o BBIELE. COBIEICE->T, EELRNALBEVE EOMEELES
TV RAREEOEETALOEAMN LR AKT YV FXAREE L, Moore-Glasberg
ETADLLHEMULIRRI Y FARBEIIRRZ T ER 5.

Fig. 4.9 & Fig. 4.10 & Fig. 4.11 DR %ZH 5 &, Moore-Glasberg ET /L & D
RMSE iZ/h&WZ & s, SEMEEL -REEBTERSINIHEE T 1 L2
7 %AWz Z 7 R ZDFEE 7 UIE Moore-Glasberg & 7 /L D IRFEI IR & A 72
B25bDEZ5.
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5.3 RRLSNIBEREREROETIILZAVI-EEHFHE

EROFEETIL
5.3.1 ERBREY Bark REDEWHSETMHEEOHTICS X
e

AHITIX, ERB RE ¥ Bark REDEWHEEHGTEEOHEE IS5 X B 58I
DWTEET 5.

Fig. 1.5k L7 & 512, ERBRE Y Bark REDEWIFIZ, EEEFRICE
FRBEE T 4 L RDIFRIETHS. ZDZ 5, ERBRE L Bark REDEWN
DEE MBI OHEEIC G 2 2 EIIRIBAR B KE s e B2 oM 3.

Py —=THRRIZDOVWTEZS L, ERBREYE Bark REDEWIS ¥ — T2 AD
HADEWE LTHHNDIETTHS. Fig. 45%R2%, FZETNLD Aures T
LNHERBTOEAIETH L0, BELLS v — T X RDFHEETVOEAIL,
500 Hz LR CEAINE L Ko TW0d. ZOEA, BOEEREROEDHEE
¥ =T AR EDELSTEEOEHMIERZERLTVS. ZDEWE, ERB
REL Bark REDEKBTOEWISER L TW e EZOND. £z, Yv—T*
ZDFTEET VOB TIX, BRZHEZF T2 v -T2 20FER (Fig. 4.15)
H2Y, GTFB* GCFB Z W=y v — 73 ZADFERIE, MEROETFNLVDHE
EY ¥ —FFAF A LD RMSE 2V X W, Zhuk, ARBo4oegicits 2
ERB RED BB AN, BEHREEOMELTWET 2 2mBLTn5.

B 2HE NS 22 v — T2 RDFERD 5 5 LP #EE % W dHiifE R (Fig. 4.14)
R, RO v —THAXADHBEETNVORR L LERT, AR THEL L
VX — 7 A ROFHREE T VORI FBFHMERR 2. ZOFMETREH LA LP
MEEE, PRREECE 200 Hz LEE L, FRBEBEEIRAICES LS ELET
Hb. DFD, BEHT 4 VZOEBO B RREDEE L 72 25 & 72> TV
3. D72 Z DFHiiDFERD S, ERB RE DT O ERE REED & X 23,
BEY Y — 72 AOHEEEOR LICEM L2 EZ 5N 5.

T IFRARIZDONVWTEZ S, ERBREY Bark REDEWIT 7 1A ADEAD
HEWE LTHHNZIEXTTHS. Fig 472 H22, DWETNLOEAZ 1 kHz %=
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e LmEiEE 7 4 V2D XS Bk E L Twad. —/5T, SHEEELRES
TARADEAZRS L, 300 Hz HEzHube L-hEdEE 7 4 v 20 K 5 %EK
FLTVWS., 265565y — 73 ADEALFMIIC, ERB RE L Bark REOK
WTOEWIERNLTWS EEZ 5.

Fig. 4.17 % Fig. 4.18 I&/R L7z AM B FM &% W 2 E RS 2 2 X &
T EBD 77X ADFETIE, Bark REEHWE T 732 ADFHEETVORRS
ERBREZHWESEMHEL 25 7 X RADHEETFTNLOFERD RMSE 3BB L%
R THolz. 7 7FAOHEIZTIZ, 7 FAAOKRE T HDOEENC K - THR
¥250DTHYH, Buk RELHWI 7 X ADFHHET LD ERB REZHWE
SEREE L7 72 ADFEET LD, 7V FXROKMGTAOEHNTK & 724
M ol=l=D e EZ 5.

Fig. 4.23 % Fig. 4.24 1278 L7z AM &% FM & & W7 2R 2 b X 87
Y X DOLHHRE OFMIERERD 5 7 7 32 A LRI, Bark RE % W= 2850
DEMEEFILOMER Y ERB REZHWEZEFEREDREE FLOMEICE, K
BIEDH NI o Tz,

o DORERIE, EHEFMEFEEICET % Bark RE  ERB REDEWD, K
JERR A AN B S 2 B OHEEREEICH B L 525 Z e B RB LTV 5.

5.3.2 BEIT1ILED T« IILZRZROIENFEN T EFTHEEIZEDHE
EICEZR2EE

AREITIE, FEE T 4 V&2 D7 4 L XTEARDIEIMED & H IR O HEE 12 5
ZBDEBIIONWTERT 3.

HEE 7 4 V2D 7 4 VRTEIRDIEIMEE T E L NVITKEFET 2 Z e pHIsh
TW3 [44]. ZD7=, BER T 4 VR D7 4 VXKD IERFRE DS E B G5 A2
DHEEICE R 2B EEEL NV 2 2L ¥ b 2 OEHEAETERE OHEERE T
WETHLEZD.

Fig. 4.16 ® GTFB & GCFB 2 H L7z> ¥ — 72 A D EE T L OFER % Lk
T2y, 2ERMICEER 7 4 V2D 7 4 L RARDIEFMEE R TE 2 GC > v —
THARAETIVDRERDIZFD D RMSE 2V NS iR o7z, BER 7 4 N&XD 7 4 N RIE
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RDIEHFEE, TFH A T—> a v RR—VITBITBEBADLN D ITHES
52%. T2 FRRBER, ZOIFHAT—2arX—rnbitEX
N5, ZOZehs, BELVNADELRBIINELT, 7V FrREEDEEA
G035, vy =72 RE T FAREEOELI HFHEINLZZeH S, JUF
FIABEDEHANLSDIET Y FARBEORELE EEMAZILEE 5. 20w
Rick->T, BELALVEELIEILEDY v — 74 XD RMSE 255372 7 4
NRIEIREFFD GT ¥ % — TR AT MR TR 7 4 L2 D 7 4 LV EZIEIRDIE
WFEERFETEL GC Yy —TARETIADIEINWNIL BoTt b EZDHZ 5.

Fig. 419 ® GTFB & GCFB ZH W=7 7 x RADFHEAETTLVOMEER 2 &,
GC 7 I7AXRETNDMRDIZSI NV RMSE BV/NE L rote. ZOMRDS ¥ —7
F ADFERFRIC, GCFB OBEE 7 4 L&D 7 4 LR EIRDIEMFMEDEZEL R
NEZALS B ED T 7 A RDHERE DM LIZORD o EZALNS. —
JTC, Fig. 4.201RT FM BHZHWRFERTIE, GT 7 72 R ETLVOMRDIF
IV RMSE DWNE LK oTz. ZHUE, BER T 4 V2D 7 4 VETEIRDIEFMED
77X ADWEMBEHIIEKREIETCLE-EEZONS. LHL, ZOHE
WEIRRMEZ 100 2722 XS WIERE L Z 212X > TT 7 2 ROHEERER D B
Uk, IKFLTWAAREMNED D 5.

Fig. 4.25 & U Fig. 4.26 ® GTFB ¥ GCFB % W= ZHEEE O HEE T L O
BERZE, ZOTODETFTILOBRICEIREREL N LN S, ZEE
DR 722 Z2HEEENZ A Hz TH D, BER T 4 L X OFIEIE & LT Z D
BEIZE THIRN. BEE 7 4 L 2D 7 4 LR TERDIESIEAZE R OHEE I
RERYEBEG IR ol EZLNS.

BEH 7 4 V2D 7 4 L RTEROIERFIED B BT OHEE 1 5 2 2 B
OVWTEEHd L, BET 4 LZD 7 4 LEXIROIENFIEE, FELNAVZE(L
TE ZOHEOOHMRITHEL TVWLEEZILNS.

ARG CRER L 7= EE MO EE T LD TR TOMEERE 2 HTE
23, fEREFNOMEFER L LI LT, MELLEEHiEEOEE T L
DFERIZ, FEHFERITNS 2 RMSE VNS W., U EDoZe»s, AIFFETHEL
EHHEEE O EE T U, ICROBEHEFHEEEOHEET L EID S, L
PR L2 EEZHATE2 2 EZ NS,
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6.1 AWXTHOMIETNIEC LDERN

AFX T, e MR T 2 B2 BT 5 72D 138U L S BRI R
DETNANZMEINE] LWIHIVHDB L, HALBREHEZHE S 27012, R
TERSINDIHER 7 4 V22 W EMITEE O EE TV OMRERITo 7. %
LT, EHED Moore-Glasberg 7V ZTTIC, R TERINIPEHE 7 41
BNV BRI RARADFEETAZEEL, 2057 FARDEEET
LD e EHEH D Moore-Glasberg &7 VD H T 23ERET & % 20 % 5 L 7=.
¥ 7z, BHEIMOTEERICE S 2 ERIEHIA R 2 R L -5 EiHife S ot E T v
DA CZ 2027 i L7z, #ame LTULRNSRT Z e ko7,

(1) FFEEBTERINATER 7 4 VEZ AN 72 EH LTS, Moore-Glasberg
ETNVERBEICS Y FARZFHEARRTHLE e, FHEELZZY P4
A DFEE T LI Moore-Glasberg € 7 )V DR RFEEIR & WZ 5.

(2) BBILSNHERERERET AL ZMHES 2L, Py —TRAR T TR X,
AR © OB HEFHMIEEOHEER A2/ NS T5 L ITHFET 5.

Dbtz s, REHEBTOEER 7 « V22 27 OF|HD Moore-Glasberg €
T RIFEDOWREZFHEST 2 Z e A[RETH D, FERRMERE T VOMRILYE
HiHfioREZz@BD 2 BERERTH L I 2Woh s, Zhuck b, HE
MBS DRI R E TV DHFEICE VT, L OERVPEERREIZR-T L
DS T2 o Tz,

6.2 SHBOEZE
IR DS B DELEZHNZET 5.

6.2.1 ZAHTEMROF =R ERER

AL T, FBEEEINERREROE T LV EH W TEEEEE DK
CiHMliZfTo7-. SEMEOREEZED 3 -DIETAMRD X Y itkes
VY OWEBETHLIEEZR LTV,
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AR OF FHIZ, BRI ET AV E2EHT S 212K o T, EEOHEED
ZENC X DIEWVETHEEIMEZITS 2o BN TE, ZOMRY L THEEREL R
XHLZ DAL 2T THD. ZHUT LD, XD IEMEREEMIEED
RHEMAREE 2 D, BEEAE ORI EES, HERROMY, BEREAND
SIS EICERT 5 Z e IFTE 5.

AFEDORTUZ, MR L - EEHMETEE O R 7 VEE R S OFHEIC U s i
JETERWVHTH 5. BEERMERTIE, ANBOEFEL WKTE L 7 MR
BHBZEPHBNTWS [62]. £, FHOET LT, FAR~AF 7 LrE
BLTWERWL., LEL, 74— FIRFXF U e Ny 77— R XX ek
K~ 2 ¥ > 7O G HHIEROMEREICHET e nEZONS. &
L5 DIREfTT A DEER R 2 A EFHMliTE RO BEE T VIEE R L TWRW D,
ARETFOVIREEE OFHCHEIC T 2 Z e A TERV. flZX, ¥y -7 R,
Ueda & Akagi & DG 5, IRIBCHEIROFE 23T 5 Z Ao T WS [75)].
%72, Daniel & Stephen 12k %, BHDLH LD L FYDIKBRL RV TS
B 7Y THIINT 27 72 R0HiR» S, X TEE 7Y 7HITPECT 7%
2D FBFHIFERIGES Z e H SN TN [76]. &5 W FIch s 2 iHlliE 3
5791213, REBF IO L -5 HiMit R Ot EE TV OMBENEETH 5.

Moore-Glasberg € 7 /WIINA 2 —FLDETIV [61] TH 5D, SEFFLLZZ
7 FARDFHEETMZ, £/ FLTHEL. 207D, METOHEEHTEI
DWTHET 2 Z e A TERV. fHlZ1R, HEFHMERIEIE, BHELVICKES
B0, HIHEL LTI, 77 RAROZIIHIET 5. MOV KRR, £H
DIV RARZHMELEDLELZDID TRV EBHSATVS., XoT, N
A7 =IN7Y RARADFHAETNVEZMHHT 2T, AATEELILDES
BN LT, BHMEEEOHEEBEL M LT ERZ 605,

6.2.2 HEERHEROEMIFEDERE

FEEARERTIX, ANOEEL XOVITKE L BRI D 5 Z e 3HI 6T
W3 3. LHL, SEDI Y KA RDFHEETFTMIHA W GCFB I3BEHE O 4
FENRIEATE W Z & % Irino & Patterson (3#5H L TW\W3. REFEICHEIG L
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7277 RXADFHBET NV ZMEET 57-9121F, Irino & Patterson 2312R L7z L
MRS =F v =TT 4R B3| XA F Iy VEMRET VY ~F v —T 7 4 V2 —
N7 B HHWBIEIDBRVWEEZ NS, K7z, Dau o IIEERARM O e
HEERLUHEEREROETNAVEZIRELTWS [77,78]. 0D X 5 RIEMRHE%
BR7 402 23HOET N LTERLTHVS ZE DRV LAVARW.
Moore HIFRFZEENFITNIGE L7277 B X XDEHREZTEZR L7 (Moore-Glasberg-
Schlittenlacher %) [26,79]. Z OFFHEEIE, Moore-Glasberg i£IZ b ~ DR IZE]
SRR B R L HEASHIEIERS 2 fHAA L Z e TREAS N, £, Z
DFEIRIXISO 532-3 & L THIMSb XNz [80]. ZD X5 REERRHMEE2E R L /1-H
BIFSFHIEE G 2 SEHRE L 7 ¥ R XA RDFTEE TS AAL 2 & THRHET)
BINMLGTE2eEZONS. ZOLIRIV NRRDFBEET LM TS Z
ET, FYTERX Y TEREOREEEIROLSE L) 3K D TIERFRZE
RS %7 742 2%, RIBEKREZLSELL EDY v — TR AR EZHMAT
S50 LR

6.2.3 EADORERERFEICESHOEI-EEFHMIEROHEET LR

T RRRARY Yy — T A, 7I7FA, BERRERCOFEEETIL, BAED
H5. SHEREEL - EEHIEEE T X ORI R R EE O THEEL TS, #l
21, b MIRERIUR, BENOMERL, 7Y RXAROHHED Z1UEo TR T
5. ORI L CHHENE NI TEILT 2133 TH 5. £, HIHET
- THERMRICBOWTE, R 4 VX OWBIENLN 2 Z 2 HIS T
W3 [81). ¥z, BERE T 4 LV XOEMRENZT 2 2 dHISh TV, BEHK
T2 L EEREE TV EZHWEZ Y F XA XDFHEE 7 L% Moore-Glasberg
WRETL TV [82]. ZDXHR IV RARDEHEET NV ESECHEIMKTNEE
LT Y RARDRITHEETVEMG T2 Z 2T, MADEEI NI W& @A
HEHOPIZTEZZEEZION5.
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6.2.4 BEREODOFHM

RS (2011) 1%, SEIFRBEHEEZNRE LT Y FXAALRNLVOGFHREE
ZIRE L [83]. ZDHHEX, 125 ms T & IZ Zwicker & 7 /L% Moore-Glasberg &
TAERHWTI Y RARXALULZEIEL, SPESINZT Y RAR LNV EHRE D
TOTICZER L, BRI, 99 RRAALNIUWZRT Z 2T, BEEHZFDO S v R
FAVLARNNLV KD D, ZOFEZ Lo THEINTZT Y RAZA LU, Zwicker
E 7L Moore-Glasberg ET AR I N T T F XA L ARILPREMEEE L X
b, N5 B LU CTFEBEE OMBEEINEWZ 2V RENL. 2O bl
F—MNCEH LE2ED T F 2R L)L EBEHME O B2 B W SRR 5
5Zenbhrol. LHrL, ZOFETIE, 77 FXAALL%Z—[EERE DRIT
ANZBL TSP ERDTIY FRARALRILIZRET L WIEEZ{ToTWS T
e, BREFHELE BT 20020 AR LTEKS.

TJIYRAFANEITTRRARALAUL LIZIET Y RARLAULA 40 phon 22 5
120 phon ORI THAUILL T D X 5 LEAGRA D LD Z e 6TV S

L =40+ 10log, N (6.1)

ZORRIZEDIHR, ET NI THEAEINSLZT Y RARXDEEERZ 7V R
ALV T 528 ThH, HES b PR EZITI 2L TELZLEEZILN
5. COXOLEIHREZT 22T, HI2RFHOKEHZFOEAED SV P AL
NLERDDZZENTEL XKD,

6.2.5 SEADHEF

AW TIE, BEERMEORICHERBAr —VICEH L. Z0&k57%, e+ O
BEAIRICZ K LEMRIOEERA A TETED, Iz, BFHESHRATH- 7
D, T4 =T 724 7OBAIRETHZ. FOIEEZXIZ, HTZFIIiFe
FOWTHRZIZE POBERIRICITEEL 28T 5. ZOUODEMILITH LTAR
HRDEEN—B e RAUXEEZEZ TV D
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B AT

COMRZITOI DD, SFMBORZFICORD, BELELZEHED L L.
REDWMALBIRICEH OB ER L ET. HIgEE L LTRARRICH LT, ¥
REFZIE TR AL IAIETD —HICHIETE 2 L) tWHiELVD, [FRIC
BALWELDESETHEL T EIVWE L. Z20E»ITT, MEEZREET
BT B eNTEX L. HAXDOWEEEHTIE, MDHES 2 THICEAZ S IZ
Rol R, WIZHULWIHELZHD, RRNICIERo B BT ITHED L HE
WTWeZEE L., HEEBIIBWTS, EEEEIENIEREHNE, T¢I
ELWHRANEENTL XD, B#LTuET. ZomeEET LTz
TERDIF, WARLEEDROLIEEDOHYTYT. OIS RIREEZREMAL TR
X o FRAREELITH L, FAOTFFL R AN 72 RIS 2 IR OVEH OB R R L
9. BAEERO 2R, SEROMAESZELE T, SoRMRE LFs 2L
TRIRL L7V e v T,

O FlEREZ LT IWE L, REDHMBNERER, ROIREEE, L
M TR T EHBLE T T ARUKBTEBIR, TN KR EBE 20 T 220280
BHEFGEHRMILN B BIR, AU BRI R TR ARE IR S R 7 2 R0
RG—BRIEHOBER LT, PHREEOBRITMBMNRERZ LT
X, ZOBPITHOEEmUIEIDRVWHDERD E L.

ZOMFERED 512HT- D, B EEEEMEEER D £ LAY EEIE O
ARIEABFENCOD L D EHB L BT E 3. MAERFHESPEE TORKRBI» & 08t
WERNX, FADOBIFEICE o TREBET L. EFM2ERT 2 R CHRE K <
BROWERED, RARBERDODILNHE»ODaX > MHEL, EOR X2
cihFELZ.

K" BT T HI2HTD, 7o TADHKICTE > TWIEE LERFEZDORAE
AR O & DG L RIF £33, KRB 5%, HIEADED HALE,
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F=RDOWTERE T SADZ B BHZ T EIWVE Lz, Rl s, A
PITEFEE D BRI W WEIIEIX. 2o ekl 5 L CIEFFITEIL
HbE L7

EITM L, SAMEBEL 21X 00, IREDOTRTOX Y AN—IZH LT,
2 EADHEMREBEERIAX Y P2 W WEZ EITHEIE#HLET. Hobh o
DOENZX, TNAEDBK O o MEDKREIZH S 22T L, FAOFFEE K DiE
72 H DITT 2 DICIERITHILD £ L.

Bl7 —<OMREITICH D, EHEEMEEEELE D ¥ LU TE S HM
PG L ARV NSRBI ICEH OB E R L £ 7. BT —<if5RIch s 2 26k
T, NEEIZD S W20 BRI, FAOMIRIC L o CIEFICIifED D 2
HDTL. I, HATEREWOLRWESIRZLL D7 A T 7 2L TY
el E, TR ERMGERDEL L.

7, INETORVEDD 2322, HEIZ R TLEZ o KIEANDEH DK
FEEENZZEHD FHA. HODEIHBRVKRLEBEE/LD -T2 5 Z Z,
WEER RS D BZ, IREHIT 2 e TEE L.

RKIGEOHER Y Y R— b, Z LU THRED X 2 N—=50 5 ORI HD, FAD
i WS ZOMIEEE 2 B bDICL, ZRERERZRLTIAELE. Z
NOEFTRTDOHANDFEWEHOEER L. SROMTL NEITBWTHES O
R ZA D E 5B L TVEXT.
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