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Fig.1 The Horn was setting on the 1.2m height on the 
ground. Recordings were using a HMS
Artificial Head made by HEAD Acoustics and the 
distance between Horn and Artificial Head is 2m. 
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Table 1 The pairs of opposite attributes 

Clamorous( ) Quiet( )

Unpleasant( ) Pleasant( )

Rough( ) Smooth( )

Light( ) Heavy( )

Cheap( ) Expensive( )

Shrill( ) Calm( )

Thick( ) Clear( )

Lowly( ) Stately(

Disordered( ) Ordered(
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