AHWHARANZMED E » F2A0IZ 7 5 AL BLEE 0 752

4 H O 5
0. Lo

B MO SETENCIE, FE (Poynton 1989). #E#%E - C#E (Holems 1992), #%
i (Fishman 1983) 7 &4 R L ANNVIZBWTERNH L, B L LHEOSFEHEH I
BULERDIILEALIZ, AENEAHICL THRESNDME sex DEWVIZE 2 DT
. AT 2 %E & LCOM gender DiENIZ LA DTH B Z EVEEFiEF
FIZL o TS LT &7 (Zimmerman & West 1975, Fishman 1983, Holms 1992)

AW ARER ' 255 &R THLEOSHEEHOENE LTE, THEIOEAW
(Holmes 1995, #5AK 1999). ELHETZ O OMEE (Nichols 1983, Eckert 1989) 25%51)
bNbo —HEWFHRERIEKE SNDLDIZ, BLoOFTHE., FEEHICBIT 5E
WHRITON S, 7282y FOEK I2IE, FHORSPROEELERNTH L &
Whid . FIMICBIEIEIMEEAR X W2o, BEEICHE S A E R bRV, BV
FHCFFHIZ AR 5 < D IREYS % 72 0 AR HME S €y F 05K 2 B0 WIS
OFFIIECZOECIRE L, v FIEd@mdhb L wbnTnid,’ 2oL RFEoEk
M2 HHIRE LT, BKTIIEROBEmWHE L [T @] TRM2Z] TR
E] HELBENLRAREG252DH5, LALIOL) ZEEEBiE. i
FoTERLRDEBROUDN L ENE, 722 ZITHARTIE BOFEIT [ES L] e [T
BTHDH]  EHEMTHERIND Z DL

1. HROBW

FOE v FIZH L Tix. Loveday 1981, Tsuge, Kakami, & Fukaya 1987, Terasawa,
Kakita, & Hirano 1984, Ohara 1992, van Bezooijen 1995 7 & O W 78 %5 & % 73,
Yamazawa and Hollien (1992) &, 3 2D 7% 207458 (Hanley & Snidecor 1967,
Tsuge, Kakami, & Fukaya 1987, Terasawa, Kakita, & Hirano 1984) (2517 % H A& A
DR DY v F & American English women O D ¥ v F (Fitch & Holbrook 1970,
Hanley & Snidecor 1967, Hollien, Tolhurst, & McGlone 1982, Stoicheff 1981) % LL#Z
L. HVWHARANLZHEE T — 7% A A (American, Northern and Western European,
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Australian) £ ) ¥y F20EWE SNLEP CNIEFARENE vy F7 7Ly bSiETH
LD L, KFEZAMLVAT 722 FERETHY) . SrEOREDEWVITERT 5 &l
RT3 (1992: 134fF)

Loveday (1981) Tik. HARAN, 7 AU D ABUL 3K, W2 42 0BEL LT
politeness formulae 2B L THAFE L HFEOE v F2ME L/ T A, HRALEIXH
RANFWEE L THLPZENE Yy F2 W20l L 7 A1) 7 AOBZH T
Yo FOEITFEFITNE , BBV THEICL 2 Yy FOEVWHEIZE SN,

FLHRANBLEAHIE L L CHARBLEFBICLD2BFHEOY v F % K L 72058
(Ohara 1992, AJi 1993) Tid, KFAEF LK 6 77 2 RICEL, HALKI0L % 5t
FAEREARRWE R WE L& 2 A, MRS 4B O HARFE O IR B o FI9MH
PiEEE REE HICEF LV S, MERMORSMEDAEIL 29Hz & K& o,
UK L THMEEE B W, REME, &IEHEE QICHAGE L3RI BT 5 ER
PEIGE SN, WHZTPHAELHTLELRFE LV 2L EREy T2 fioTns
CEDHERE ST, ZOL) BRREERIIBIILE Yy FOEVE, GERNEESLS
FEOREEIERT 20T R, G LAFOER, BErbxT b4 A— IS EER
PR TWDH E LTRE (1997) &, EBARRAEBOBE SRR LFEHE L. 5
ZBHNBIZOVTIRER T/, HAFEZHE 1 SibL Tk 2 45, Bie 2 PHHEA
JWFCHERE L RE L 120w T, HRABLI19%° OWERE 2 OHIR % 35l S &
el Zah B MRS L DI, BAREESES 2513 E [hbws LE] [F
OS] R3] B Bl a] [ERSI[THES] TEnwE] 1220 T
OHIZHRL %0 . F/2P0HC [HEE ] [hAFF] [HS] OA4 A—IUPFHL D Lw
I RERDRE NI (1997: 476F)

[ #% 12 van Bezooijen (1995) Th, HEAANL A Ty ¥ AOFDOE v F &ML
M7 AR MIEEDCTHBRIZE L7246 R, " IS N Tw R oE S IdHA
A AFZUFTATERLR>TEY, BALRZHEIZE Yy FORHEELET 2
D F T VAR E R BT A 2 S I o T b, Z LT short, weak,
dependent, modest |2 & o> TEBL SN L FIEM, LAY 7% “powerlessness” & i\ ¥y F
OEEEAERH L. LV EVE Yy FPHEPLLZE L ESNDHAEIL. SRt
£ X D “powerlessness” (smaller weaker, more indirect, more modest) (2 = 2 5% &£ 9
WCEy FEECL, THUIE o THAEWIZEINL A A=V %D H ) ELTVDHDE
ENMLTWVAS CHIZEHEICE > TEWEZHWALZENET LnETS [V
F— A F7FuX—| OFBELZITTNEI L EERLTWA (Ohara 1992, Okamoto
2004) "

=i JCREBIRHGE: SRR T 2 O EFEMAICB T 2MAETIE, HW

14
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AR BIT A 2 EEo THHL] 2RI TV L, FERORL S 3 DOEFOTHIE
% 43HT L7z Okamoto & Sato (1992) Tk, FAmVIZE [LH L] BEFHWS
NTHY, HEORBECBVTELMEDOATF LA A T LTETONL KRR 34
Bl FICHEBICEBEINL R 2B BIE SNz, F 72185 520D
WA RFHE 2RI LW IZ BT 5 555 % 547 L 72 Okamoto (1995) &, #HWiL
TFREAD [T i3] OXKEERIZEALHH L2 (123%) LExTWw5,

ERERE VLD Z LR 2 EHS SRR OMHERL ., 15 o) - ko
AL & B L 22 kR (1993) Tl oI ) 2 RIS D S THS O LT % £ 0 ik
CERLGVPLERLTVE 000, HWHROZMEOFFL Z L i3iE, L% Ld30R
FHRPEEOHH L VT TIE, WhWw AR L L CORMEIZL A LT, B
DZEIFTENDB DI > TVRDEZEDBNHL N E R > TWE, FRNIZEIZBT 5k
MAEOERTIE, BHLHFIID L TENICASDbLWZ LI fis ) &35 &k
AL S TG [ZHETH 2250 2 0 HOHH Z I 5 LD A AL
FRE L YRS THEMZ ] B2 L IRIZo0T, [ZOHDPENZVWI EEIE-
EOVMFPIUEZONE ], [BHEOFEORT [ L] #RVBICLTEZTLENS)
Vigr D72 hwv] L) FRGBILC SN, FERHEE-BIE, HA-E0Z EIE
DEREIZOVT, HHOREERE LT, BGRLHBEGEOR T, BRMFIe L [h5
LWl ZHEFIIOF T DESL) LHRL, (R0 LM R&7Z] Lw
IBHERIE SN TNV Ehs, IE TS L] L) BER#RD P
L EORHIHIZ R > TVD ER_Tw25 (1993: 187ff),

INSOREFIT. HAFE LB W TZHICE T L\ SN SREMHICEE Y 2
A BT LLEROSEFHOERELZELTVE EIEIERAT. EBOLEOSETHIX
EBDIEETH LI EERTEEZOND, fEo TRIMZEIZBVTIX, MEZ L%
WEWLHED TS L] ICHT 2 SHHEEROERICL o T, B/ LIS BN
ENLOTIE WP E V) FHIZOWTEREITWESET S,

BARMIZIE, RO A MGEET 5 ¢
I #HRTBNTHEEZ L 2R WECHARALEICB T SULBEIT AR T -

TSR E T HAETHIHE I, (s L] 2HETLEVE Yy F 2w

05, MOFFE (EFE. FA Vi) TREIBICIE. oMbl S hs

D ¥y FIHMEL 2 b, ELCIOMEMIE FEHEORESICHD L 3 BEREICL o

TOENNEBETHLEETH, FLE2HNEBETHL FAViETHVIEEICE

Wb BRI SN D,

2. FFERN BTS2 L idoFMAb] (Okamoto & Sato 1992, /) #k 1993,

Okamoto 1995) 2R T & 912, #BZICBWTHEEI 2R VWEVLEICB VYT

15
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S L& 1T 2 SRREEROLIEA D S, > TIoRBIEES LI
BWTHHIZEIND,

FROFIZOWTRFREALHEZNRLE L TCE Yy FRME L., MetiERE2RICELEE
DD, FOES CALHE & 7 % “femininity” speech style to ‘womanliness’ (Okamoto
2004: 24) \ZEEE L CTTHEZAT) 20, FA—HEEICL > TRR L FHTHA LY
BNy FEREGHTLHI L LT 5"

2. AEMROTE

2.1. EBRBMNE

WEBEE X195, 20/ 0 AR AN T RFAE2SHTH ) . AREE B 65 1 VHERE &
THFE, F2MEREE LTS ViR FYE LTk, Wi HEIXaE %, Biery
KREFEDEFTETH LD, FA VEIZOWTIEWTNR S KFEAFEEEDLS
FERIZBWTIREEURFEETH S,

22. EBRE&E

BERE 25T, HARGE, 3535, FA VEEF103 A2 FA T b Wikl L7z, Z O,
HANZZOEBROBEDPSHHEB LN, VBRI Z ML b OTIE R W L &R, TE
LETHKRICHATL S ) XKL 72, & DI, Sony TCM-1390 7 — 7L
J—%—& Sony F-PV250 ¥4 7 07 % ¥ &M L 720 DLEOFEIZ L ) &7 750 H >~
TVEIREL, TNooFFEERNT. 74 7IVEo [EFE#E R for Windows | % fv»
TEy Fli# A L7ze &30 BT 2 REMEE L ORAHEIZKE (1993) 1235w,
HBELSIEFALZE SO NTEREREBICBWTEWIHIZI S22 L), 20T
*FOXOREME L, ARG G2 HIEIC 3 5% &), 2OV % ZOLDOF-k
e L7z 29 LT &XoREME, &IMEEL HAFIOCATHFE L, ZomERE
O AARFEIZ B 2 PR, PR e L7z, 3555, A Vo FHReEE. P
RIS FEETH %o

3. ®R

WeBRE 2520 AARGE PFE, KA VB BT 5 ¥y F Ok EiE (H) FX 5 EAE (T)
CIERFEEIIE 1 OB TH S,

16
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£ HBREHOE Y FOFIgEME (H), PRl (T) &EEmEE

HAGE Tt FA ik

H T H T H T

N 25 25 25 25 25 25
Mean 261.13 201.95 253.50 197.53 253.38 198.10
S.D. 24.87 20.21 22.29 19.49 21.39 18.56

WEBRF 25502 K o> CTHARGE, HERE. FA VEECTHENLZLUIOWTEOE v F 2%
L7 £EFEICBT 5 PHEREME I, HAFE T 231.54Hz, #5535 T 225.51Hz,
KA VEET225.74Hz TH o720 F 72 KWERE OPIEARF WL, 258194128
TIHMEDOFFEL ) HAFE CRET RO P EA R R BORSHEASE o 7255, HEETIED
20024 BWTIRERE, F4RICBTE M A ViEZBU 2 ERHE B ORE
EOTDE o720 ERE LTIE, ARFEICB 2 RS M EEOFREME LY
7.63Hz, N A VFEDOPREM L ) 7.75Hz 2o 72 (75 7 1 BM) . 2 UL KR (1993)
2B 2 WS 6 A B W TII HARGE L EOPHHEOESRKEET29Hz 1) |
F b ENRE DS FWEREIZB VT 49Hz H D#EHH - 72 Z & | F 72 Ohara (1999)
DAY =T 73 a lZBFENL)YHIVOARN, 7 X ) AADPAREETHTE &
PETHTHROE Yy FEDPHANTI~38Hz, 7 AU HANT5~29Hz ThHo72> 2 &
R B L ARSI B D HEREIC X B HARGE Lo SRERIC B BTN S v,

L2 L 5 &, RIFRICBWTIIHAREOYEIZITHEGE L D 4.42Hz,
FAYEELD 385Hz Wb i<, kE(W%)O£Hé¥ﬁFﬁﬁﬂhk ivy (7
I 728M),

7771 HAFE. 3EFh. FA VREICBIT 5 PR &l

262

MR

260

258

236

254

232 : ;
He GBS 738 KAV




%ﬁnj{'ﬂ:u % %mﬂ% %2’7

7772 HA. i NA VEECB T 5 IR KE

203
201.85

202

20

200

189

188

187 ! ;
Hz BA:E HEE F oA Es

FRED X512 L TR S NP REE, PERARMEIC OV T, b0 d 5 ER (HAGE.
Wil NA Vi) Lbod 5 ER CPER&E. FERIEME) 1252 ZRiEO
G ERAT - 72055, SHEOTHE. ©v FOEK (Rl - REME) oFREEHI125%
KIETHE TH 72 (Fjay= 9830 p < .05, Fjoy = 49781, p < .05 —75. ZKHSE
HREECTh»ol. 2EE (Bonferroni) DfEH:. HARFETETEROY v FH335KEE
RORA VEETHTEOE vy F L) ENENHEICRKE D572 (MSe = 81.70 p <. 05)
B PEREE FA VREMOY v FOEITEETED 572,

4. BRICEDI(EE

T BNTHEEEZ S 722 WEVHRAZEICZBWTY, femininity 1285 < 30k
HOREC X D ENFEOE y FELL o TENDINE V) HIZOVTTH LD, T
AFRGRN BT 5 RS O IR W EUE. HAFET 231.54Hz, %55 T 225.51Hz,
KA v §ET22574Hz T& V. Yamazawa and Hollien (1992) 2k > T/RENTW S
192531 E TOHRALEOZLDOFHE v 5 225H2z L IZIZFELETHE LF R
bo Tbb, RIFFEIZB VT FEERD American English women 12 & %5 v 5
214HZ” L T 5 L. HVHARALHEEENICEOE vy FOEHWE W) ZENTE
b0 Z L CEBHEIIBI B PHIEARBEEE, BARFROREM, RIUMEE b IZHEE, F
AV FEORFEE, REEL DV E L, BAREL MO 2 SFEMIcBL TRV b FE k%
PEE SN, KA, RIEMEOZERIL, HARFET 59.18Hz, 7T 55.97Hz, KA v
FET 55.28Hz TH Y . BEKOIEIZAE (1993) &ML 25 & HAE, HEEE L I2hR Y

18
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7973 HEH. k. A VECBU2HHY Yy Foli

—261.13

260
253.50 253.38

250
240
230
220
210

200 201.95

197.53 198.10

190
Hz BN

i
B
T
Kt
\z
ok

NSNS ODF HRFEE WV LBICE, %5, M UVEBLHEImaL L ey &
DIEPRKENZ EIZHASLPTH S,

FWREL N A VREOMICBIT 22813, REME, RIEE IR/ <L R

COHBEVBISE SN 07 2O L) ICHAEEFTHRICOAE v F 5 EIF ¥y
FlREZRECHWTWD L) ZEid, HREIZEZEEN [FHoRS] & EaKm
HRICL > TREEN TV D FDOE S5 555, BEE 1LEOHPANIZ BV Tl Z A
DRI L o THOE v FEREERICENIETNDLILERL TS, 2OL) AL
HERERE BT D FHEOEVICL L ¥y FEIE, S ZER 2 55T 2 LB D
5.0 0 F ) [HAALIE, LHEICKH L TEWAE%E%T %] (van Bezooijen 1995) &
W LA, HRTIE—BEIIZEWE O 1L “feminine” speech style to ‘womanliness’
(Ohara 2004: 24) 422 v, SRR COFRRY 7 “powerlessness” (vanBezooijen 1995) [ %
VL LE] [FEHRS] [RELE] (KE 1997) DA A=V % 525, 2020
Y HARNCEHERE L, BEHRO D BIZZ OSSR % ‘womanliness” & SE31¢
L2012, AREEZHVABICIEFEOE y 72 EIF, €y FiREREHV LS 2
EEEEE LCHARBZEE LA 2 2w ) 2 &5, 2oFrEkEERIZ @O bk
BB L o TERHHOBREICBVWTZO UMM OEEZ T TnwbH I L%
RLTW5,

o[RS L] Tl 2BEEROLMOFEL, HrF LB TbBIgEINS
MEV) JIZOWTE 2L, RIFSEIC B A BB 254 6 A2 BWTIE, R, A
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YRR L CHARBCHTHROE y FIILTLIE L 3 e o7z, THIEKE (1993)
2B WSS 6 HEBICBWT, HEABEHWBOY vy FAREL D S s
IRLTW/eZ b LidRA 5, HHRESEICL 2 OARFOFYREHEIE. EEOFERE
LY 7.63Hz. FA VEEOFHHREMEID 7.75Hz L E WL OO, ZOEIZRIE ) KK
(1993) (ZB1F 2 LMwERE O HAGE L EFFE O RS OTFIE#EN 29Hz Th o722 L &
BT s e, ARELMOSER Oy F2IINE W, FREEOPEREEE LK
T2 L RIE (1993) Tid 252Hz, ARHIFEIC BT % #ER#E Tl 253.50Hz & Z D713 IE
FINEWIZ b 5, HARGEICBW IR, KB (1993) Tld 281Hz TH 5 DIZxf
L CARIFFETIE261.13Hz TH D, #20Hz B o T b, TNENDOEFEOLE v
FIED . HAFET59.18Hz, HFET 55.97Hz. A VFET 5528Hz L/ S, HAGE

AT BOTPIEREEIMEL 2 ) . WRE, FA VRELOEDIVNELL o T0BE I L, F72
el - I & V) BEOIEI NS R o Tnbd v ) Blgid, BUEEREIZBWT
AARGEEHFEOE v FEMIEAER L, TEROEL LML T 5 /NS otz
L) KR (1993) DFERITM TV D, D F ) ARFIZEICB I 5 LWHERE 12 BV T,
HAZEZ VLA L MOSEOEREICBVTY v FESBIE S, ZOEIIFEHIC
BETHDLZEDPHMESND, ZO—FTEUEOFOY v FELLF L X 5 R @D
s, ZOZERFEREAZT TR, EF Lo [ Z & iEohHEl] ofmz iR
THOLEZLND,

5. £LHESHRDRE

AW TIE, HOHRAZLEICBW Y 2 v ¥ — - A T4 OF—OEENFOL v F
DEALLE B> TENLDHNE V) HIZOWTHEE T 720 TOME. FA—HHE 1B
WThH, HAFEEMMOSFEL OMICE vy FE21DH A 2 EAMEHNZEEH S L, [FOE v
F| PEHAEEIZBWTCY 2 v ¥ — 2 2 B2 ER 25 “cultural tools” & L
TOHEE R L TWLZENHL 2 E %572 (Ohara 1999: 113ff), 2D & itk
WCBWTHEEZ S22 WECHRALZEDS . Sl OBRIZB W THAD 5 HEN
70 5l & 520 B AL BB OB 2T TnB 2 L2 R LT b,

ZFO—JT, ZOEBOMEIMEAIZRL->TBY), WEBEOHIIIEELZ L2
EERER LA E-EBRNICEORE AR I ETHHOY 2 2 —-TAT VT4
TA—REELL) LT AEAIBRIN, COZE@F T -0 HON L0525
7z [Et] Tk d, HRICBI 2 BH 2 4 RRETSZIC L 6ED RiFsh
BTATYTATA—DO—HTHLI LERL TS (HF 2003), = LCHUSE
FTEMICE T 2RI BT ZDOFFTAHIILHTH Y . ALK L4 7%

20
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RO EZE T 2LENH DL 2R LT D,

Avbr=2aryiF 6L TBHLE] 2RI RIEELSHERATH S
(McConnell Ginet 1978) &£\ 9 L 912, L)V DITHEAREICBWCIE Y 2 v ¥ — %5
T HLET [HOBK] IREREEHZRLTBY . ARICBT LMD $ 72568
BN R S ZEERL TV W2 5, [V v —3MEANCHE L. #EEIC
HAET BIEMETIE 2] (Bohan 1993: 7) & FbNd £ )12, SHRAMIEICBIT 2k
BOHELE, e &l L CABIBIRAZALT 5 LItk o TEOF MRS D A s
ENDREED D L. TNHDMEIZOWTIEIH R LTENLEE LA,

i

DEREE Y o v =R BW T, HASUEMER OEWIC L B SEHOB L EEHEAT 5
ETNELT, BLONERKR, 2F VLR - LR oOBE» 52 25 [XEET V] (Holms
1992). BLMIAFAET 2 AL D#E V> 52 5 [LEET V] (Maltz and Borker 1982).

A 27 (Lakoff 1975) DEREZETINE LT [H-72FRETNV] O3 ODETF Viim s
T&7z (P 2004: 71)6

PIITWIE Yy FoRS Lk, BENICEER SN EOBK (EBNEMS) i3T5
i\bﬂi\giwﬁﬁfu\ty%iﬁ%%?%%@@%Kﬂﬁ&<ﬁ%%¢éé@@1ﬁ%
IBUBEBETH LD H. ADFIZOWTEZIFHORDHTH L) IIFETHBIT L LE R
51T 5 (Ladefoged 1982, Laver 1994),

PEOBERICE L CiE, SRS DM OHEIREE (Laver and Trudgill 1979, Malmberg 1970) .
SRS OV (Laver 1994, Yamazawa and Hollien 1992) 553413 20983 & %,

* UREFAE 2005: 51

THARNZME 60 % DOFH Y v F 225Hz 124 LT 187 5313 F T D166% O American English
women DY v F1 214Hz Tdh - 72,

65$A¢ﬁnw4mm\aﬁkﬁﬁwwammo

T ONT A RFTHARGE I SR E T 521031 $ TOREFITHR 2 RFEL LK 6 AT,
BUED I Hi25.85% i(li@q:iéﬂirﬂ%‘%ﬂﬁzo

STCAICBIEI TZARAR] TEES 5] % 200, 250, 300Hz & &% 28 2 TR L 720

T B Ss A, k144,

Yy FOESEEZCHRALITONAZTFAMEARANE T T V5 AKFAK15412 short/all,
weak/strong, dependent/independent, modest/arrogant, attractive/unattractive ® A 7 — W 1Z471F T
M S 72 2A HERN, 47 v ¥ AEE L 12 [ v F] #% tall, strong, independent,
arrogant, [\ v F | % short, weak, dependent, modest & B S &7275, LDk )ty F
D7 % attractive £ 5T 2 22120V T, £ TV FANEF ) VPRSI OFEREVEOLE v F
% attractive £aHIli L7201 L, HAANZE LABEWFEOE v F % attractive & iFfli L7z, F7-
AN R B, KHEOFMIZOWTIE, 7T Y FAMEE L) L AR ICBWTHED
HWATKE <L HARABEBRS ZEEN B E. 47 04 ANEE LT % & taller, stronger,

more independent, more arrogant & FHli L7,
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Dutch listeners do consider medium and low pitch more attractive than high pitch. No interaction
with sex of listener was found. In addition, part of the predicted interaction of pitch with culture
speaker was found: Original and low pitches are considered less attractive for Japanese than for
Dutch speakers. The two significant interactions seem to reinforce each other: low pitch in women

is part of the Dutch culture, high pitch is part of the Japanese culture (1995: 263f.).

* powerlessness would be cross-species and cross-culturally associated with high pitch, because high

pitch reflects small size (cf. The vocalizations of mice and bears, babies and adults) (1995: 254).

All conditions seem to be met therefore to make it plausible that Japanese women raise their pitch,
along with employing other linguistic means, in order to conform to sociocultural expectations
stressing femininity (1995: 264).

Japanese women choose to speak at a higher pitch under the influence of gender ideology that says
it is desirable for women to speak in a high voice (2004: 32).

(Bl [zl TrLs]

[ZL 1720 72L&

[FFRHE, BEICL o THLEEEZLZh] LMt LT TE#RLTERL] [E
LRV DEDo TS| ZabEs L, Bl (39M~52m) 1094413 90.8%. LT mifeE 1294
TIE87.6% B R L EALEZARERD (Ebb) Dir] &) I LCid BGED 5,
WOREZT . BEOBDT, FOAE - F, FORIHPEFTOLNTVD (1993: 186)0

[ZHES LWEELA] 28R L CHOBM T 2250 Lv) Hwicxd LT, [HEI
Lo THUHRMT 22255 [HEDERLEZVPHRIIRES L %S| 26bED L,
BEBLIE 84.4% . TFEMLEE 73.6% F72 [HACHTBBLZVEIICLTWA ] 13, B
11.9% 125 L TAF AR 19.4% &%\,

A8 =772 a ilBFAEDOE Yy T2 E LS (Ohara 1999, 2004) (2B Tid, *F
FHEOENIME o THFOE Yy FIZEVPTBHEINTB Y., it o T IH (culture
constraints) |22\ Tid femininity 7217 T7 <, politeness & DBIEIZDOWT b EE T 5 LD
BRENTV D,

HAFEB £ ORIV T, KB (1993) ORFFETHW S NAHFED A » P h— g v
5 — 2 ERT OIS N 723 (Ladefoged 1982) #5IH L. FA VEEXICEL CldZzh s %
D FA VRS2 (Hk1 20,

Ohara (1999) Tld. HAGELHEFHEDONA Y Y HNOHERNE T A1) AN NBLE S %480 % Bl
FHELT, Wl EDORELLERT [HEFEA v =V ¥ A7 | 2707

Fitch & Holbrook 1970, Hanley & Snidecor 1967. Hollien, Tolhurst, & McGlone 1982, Stoicheff
1981 12817 % American English women Oj5 DOFHE v F,

P REIZBWTIE, HAFE T 99Hz, HFET 76Hz TdH > 72 (1993: 143),

For example, in some of my previous research (Ohara 1992, 1997, 1999), I measured the voice pitch
levels of bilingual speakers of Japanese and English and discovered that the results of differences
across language and gender could best be explained in terms of culture. Finding that the bilingual
women produced higher fundamental frequency levels when speaking in Japanese than in English
while the bilingual men did not vary their pitch across languages, 1 suggested that this difference

could not be explained in terms of the structures of the languages, physiological difference, or
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variances in emotional or health states. Instead, I posited that the results were best understood in
terms of sociocultural factors (2004: 224).
» Japanese women choose to speak at a higher pitch under the influence of gender ideology that says

it is desirable for women to speak in a high voice (Ohara 1992).
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The girl gave the money to her father.

He wanted to go to Germany.

Is water a liquid?

Do you want some coffee?

Do you take cream in your coffee?

Where did you put the paper?

Give me some apples, oranges, and peaches.
His name is Peter.

I think so.

How are you?

Das Midchen gab seinem Vater Geld.
Er wollte nach Deutschland gehen.

Ist Wasser eine Fliissigkeit?

Mochten Sie Kaftee?

Mochtest du den Kaffee mit Milch?
Wohin hast du die Zeitung gelegt?
Gib mir Apfel, Orangen und Pfirsiche!
Sein Name ist Peter.

Das glaube ich.

Wie geht es Thnen?
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