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Abstract

The purpose of this study was to compare
acoustic differences of fricative /s/ between the
dysarthric subjects and normal subjects. In
additional, the

evaluated in terms of word intelligibility

subjects’  speeches  were
containing /s/ and perceptual severity. Acoustic
narameters were duration, peak frequency and
intensity of /s/. The results showed that the
first peak frequency and intensity of /s/ were

significantly  different  between  dysarthric
subjetcts and normal subjects. Second,
peceptual parameters were significantly

different between dysarthric subjetcts and

normal subjects. The Pearson correlation

coefficient was used to determine the
relationship between the acoustical and
perceptual data. The results showed that there
was a strong correlation between perceptual

parameters and peak frequency of /s/.
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