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A Study of Musical Consonance / Dissonance Using an Auditory Model

Akira Takeda

1. IICHIC

b PO, HFEICLEIIazr—variniE
B ERLE 2T, TO—FTEREE LA ENTS
bo BRI MUDHEHWREE % 26 T8, OB
BV TH 5, ke MEAEETFRICH LT K
B2 DIEA ) 2o FIIPHEBRTH BT TELE
oTb PORERZM L /2 & S OB ARSEL 2D
ED&S BRI >TWAEDD, BEREFVY I 2L
—YarvEBLTH> THLOBEABETH 5,

2. iR

2.1 YERRELTOF

EARICHEMEETH-> THOIEKEEEHT 5 2 L TR
BT& 5, BOMBERIEBE, MHELERERTHL, —
DDIEKWE IS TRITS 5 F %l (pure tone) £ 5 Do
JFAWRBHE 20D FE2ENLEDE S L T 7Y (beat)l
LIFEN BRERC D LB OE 2B 5, INEEH TREL
T5&E, 22oDsinE ¥ IHE L /2B A, sinkcosDETERT
CEMNTE, cosTHITERPT T2 720 ) (BREEIITRD,
sindE (33 24 O BAfRIZ 72 55 Helmholtzld, 22D F DL
W= & > TH U bbeat & roughnessic & - TA R
HIET A EE 2 I2[1]lo Setharesl323F O JEWEEZE A3/
SWlbeatE FEEN S TH by pSHC 2, T DOREBEE
MRELBDIZONEL EL LAFICEL 5 Eroughness
THBEHPL TV B[2] KBRTHONLABNEL
beat & roughness DBIE A H1TH 5,

22 EEZETIEE
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JARBBEL 2EROMESER SN E2EHET
(complex tone) & FER, FFICH G T DO TR R E IR
D & 5 ZF D & (pitch) 23 WATE 2 5885 5 3 JH MR B % Fr
b, Zh 6 %%F(musical tone) & MR, FIKE A, 2f,
3, ...OIIEKKE %A L 2T % % #H & F(harmonic
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LI [3],

2) ¥FH(dyad)
20DFDRLOD I LEFRLE VI, TETIE TE

VO BETRIAT 4, HPERLASBEMATRIEES S

FEL

3) =% (triad)[4]

SRR TEE) 3B LOFLELOT 2BEAEN
bhlLTHEOND, MIFEOHEHEEL LS THRE) 25C (F)
DA, 3SELOEMNEIEDE (), »o MEF,) L5F
LOENFEREERZLTGCG (V) OMEE2 TEZMHF
(major triad) &R, MEF ) OCLME3IEDED & E&5
BEOGOME % TH =% (minor triad), "HRE1 DCL
3E DEb & HWS5E OGb O 1 F & T = f1 & .
(diminished triad), T 1 OCL E3E DOEL HE5E DG#
DFIE % "YE=F1E ) (augmented triad) & FER,
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CRIRTEERRE G2 EEZ LN BB 2
», REFIEZRIOMATIZE P O 2R 5 L THEET
5,

24 BEDOLLA
1) R Mes L L CORERE:
FERIBIFTOEmS (v F) 2MET20Mer0—FEL
EILoNTWbh, 7=V T2 LTHEEMBBEL T
AEIEFW DR E 2 RKD 5 2 LTV 5,
2) HEOHESEWRDTLHEED
FIZIWE K E S (loudness), HF DE S (pitch), F
(timber) EMEN S 3 >DOLEWEMESD A[5], L
L, AR BHICT 2 HRE kA LB s & AICH
AETHALIENFIEALT, BMICTDOES 2w 5 C
LB TETEEATLLTEORESZAMHEL TV 5,
BHEICBWTEOES AL > THRE 25, ML
JEBRGE (B DO oilmsS TS, R
B, TR0 BFEMEL TV A EEBEE TR LR
WORMEEZMELTVWAZ L% D LHMTE 5, K
KA RBEENCIE U CREBEDIRE) T 2 sk & > T
52 EICHERT B,

2.5 EFICETIHNE FIGHE
MFZEEC5 ORI, ZOF L TRELEL 2
CAZEEHEDRL, LAL, THORY ) OFIOL S I
20DF R RSV /o & & DM, RCEBERCL->T
BLELEZERLLILICKE L, 2200FEHDRL L E5HF
(dyad) OBRE/ RNGFECETLHESLED Y,
FEFVRIMEASRBESA TV S, S5IChETEHD
R 530D E (triad) O/ AR IR+
HILET, BEFCHTAMBICHETAMELRALLATH
%o

3. &ITHAR

3.1 DENHARICEDSKYEETIL
1) SRR BRI & IR
DEMEFETHOALKERY 6 LICEREOYHEE 7
NELTHER 7 « vx 2B L, BRI > TS
BIENEHELPLITDAT VS, HAFLENEER>HE
BWARRY FRAZ7 4 v & BHCT, LEYWHER> L
7 4 v AR TR EKERE 2 IS 2 6 DTH 5,
PR 4 v 2 BB EREL, 74 v 2 OFEIED S IR
TEE MR OHEE S AR b N, TEAFER (critical
band) 1 D HIE % W » TAT - 12 D HFletcher[6]T D 5,
Moor (& i AL HF 8 35 W T UL R B & ISR o [ 12 B AR
BdHbHEZRLERLL2[7]o
2) 7 4 v AR & FHEAKLE (8]
HEBIRT ORI EIC & > Tt %, BE7 4 v
ZOIR S v AR D O, ADFESECEEC 7

AW EATIRIEEEC, BREEFICHE- TR PIIR D,
fo, HENERTZE7 4 Vv EFIESEST B,
3) HEfERIE [8]

FHERIRB ORI, ANEEASKSE 4o T 6 kifs
HIRS s TEMRE Bd5, £4F Iy 7Ly PDOK
VAN & B OCEP OIRENC AR S 5,

4) BER 7 4 v & DERL

/oy FHEE= ARV IRBROMRICL IR 7 4 v 20D
HEE 12, Pattersonlidroex(rounded exponential)% 7 1 /v &
BIE DI PMEE L TEALA[9]e  roex(R—xz v 27 2)7
4 v B3RO SR PRI D A TR S h b BRI EIRL
T, HEEENROKRHIGE 2RI TS 2vns, FEBRIYIZE
HEMWZEL T 7 4 va R EHET S oA FIHS
MTEl, KBS ZERELL 7 4 vAIZE, MBOL Y
RE=YT7UNABDDB,

Meddis b (322D H v < b =¥ 7 4 v & ZWFNHA R
DRNL(Dual-Resonance, Non-Linear) 7 1 /v % % & A L &
FERFECHIER M 2 3B L T b, d 72, B2 5 &tk o
#l52> 5 Irio and Pattersonld 7' v~ b — v ZIER L Ao b~
~Fr—FEREBELI, i, THEMEL Fv=F+—7
(cGC, compressive gammachirp)%®, v ~JVIKFEDIEIR & E
MERHEZ —ECEA, 3612, RHPICELT 2 HF ISR L
THENCREEZZESEI2BWEMESY v ~F v+ — 7
(deGC, dynamic compressive gammachirp) b 25 L T\ 5,
5) FEEFERE 2 KBS 20857 7 « v 2 €7 v [10]

HIEBIREI O 7 vid, € OEOMREA v v 2 ~ZE#)
PEEFUHIEE T, BEFOWBMNE AN E I EEE LA
o & # v, Meddis b 1ZDSAM(The Development System
for Auditory Modeling)[11]%, Patterson 5 (ZAIM(Auditory
Image Module)[12]% &t L T\ 5, L2 L, FEIHIC
BFIHTE 585, BEMBHLELTOMNIRIE LV,

3.2 FiBME (SetharesEFIL)
1) FH(dyad) DA FHRIE

DIRSEERIC & - THE b M R AR % Sethares[13]13
BAMb L 7o 2B OMBEOBEEE S 6 2 2 AT Dl
S AmRERY LS FHIL TV 5,
2) ke 7w E = SO FHNC# A

e 7 L 33E L EOBEEE O % dyadl2 57
L, NBFEDOR %KD %, Plomp and LeventlZ & 5 €
7 v (P&LE 7 v ) LI K&, Kameoka and KuriyamaX°
Sethares’s EEB DOWNREBIRALETVERELTE
D, TALDETNWVERAVWAE=ZMFOTFH T TV A,

IIAR[14] 6 1%, ITEE T VIEERE R L T DREE D &K
TR S TV 5 E(static) s FRRO AN HBAE % HEE ¥
52EMTELN, BFCHALTOLRAKDOZ EHTES
EVIRER BV ERNTV S, T OHIH T OREIT
IRIEAR 2T TR, RG24 B0 2 L2,
AT 35\ CIFRRMBT 2INEE 7 /v OFRE L 72
WY G2 HMREESDH B LEL TV S,
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3.3 EXETIL IPEM Toolbox [15][16]

IPEM Toolbox(%, MatlabT 7" 1 25 3 v 7" & AL/ JEs
TETNICELBERGMNM Y 2T & TH b Auditory
Peripheral Module(APM)!%, Van Immerseel and Martens
[I7IC & > THAZ SN, HEARIC L > THEELERZHE
ELTWwb, wav? 7 A VEICEZFT—2IC/LT, M
BE LU voF, AR BTOHE, SaR
e EDQHIFISHHLT B EEREARBES W TV B,

Auditory Peripheral Module & Roughness Module D #E% %
M2127R3 o HULEER O R 5 40T Rz F
N2 7 4 vE (BPF) OF + 4 /v(channel) DfE 5%, iRk
A v 2B EL S 1, Roughness Module D AJJ & 72 5,
Roughness Module % i# L Tchannel D BA%L (EHEE) % /-
(FframeN & 2 %0 (Bin No.) D BI% & L Troughness® 2
N7 BB LNDB D, HRAAIICKET #roughness & L T
VBB RN P NVOREBER SN TR,

BPF |—>{ HCM [>{ LpF |e—m>
1

BPF [—>| HCM [—>| LPF |e—m>
2
BPF [—>| HCM [—>| LPF

Roughness
sty |Module

—>{ LPF

s(t)

BPF |—>| HCM [—>{ LPF o

B2 Auditory Peripheral Module & Roughness Module

3.4 RIEEEDRELUE

Gill and Purves [18]l%, A TIALHFHSA TV 5 HFH
13, TNEMEL T LEROT DR~ bvnsiHiR]
LECHNLTYWA6DTHE I LERLI, HEEDOH
EIEIZDWTIL, 22 DFDBFE PRI O e KAKIEL
TEF S M 5584300 A5 (complete harmonic series)D %L
RS, 220 SR O EHBEEEOB 25 F L LT
R—+ 7 — (percentage similarity) TZHRIT 5,

FE(dyad) D20 DFE I Tl BRI ERX—F %
WE Y FEEET S ET, =fMFMaj, Min, Dim,
Aug)DF v & v ZFHIBEWERSE NS,

3.5 fHDRLBIRERETIL
1) v FEHF M (salience)

Bidelman and Heinz [19]id, BERE T v > TIEH B
S OBEHBEECOWTY I 2r— T4 2 L THRCHET
LA E RN B DG % 9L L 7o % 6 lddyad & triad %
ST B 729 ICBER £ 7 v iCauditory-nerve (AN) % {#
L, €26y I — P3N MitE5% AT Cheat
(roughness) & v F B M(salience) D R EET R % 1T -
f2o Z DFERANLY NV T, RiGRIER/MFICHLT
WAER/MEF A L Y ROFRE L » F(neural pitch)DBHZE
W25 &ML . WA/ ARFFEM I, roughnessT i3 7z
<, FIBMO vy FREEFM % REICHBE %27~ L 7.

2) Z“ES vt 28

Johnson-Laird [20]1%, —E 7wt 2¥iaZ2EEL TL
%o AAOOLHFEH L~ /v 4 & vV (Helmholtz) IS
BEV, IR O R A O B A IR L W (GEAR
R I35 E) CRE R IEL, Th & kREmMIS, v
2O AT 2 SRS T 5 6D &
L, MO FEEDOF IZroughness % W IAA IZ —HEH 7
vt Z #EE(dual-process theory) Z 25 L T\ %,
3) Mc Dermott [21]1DIEFHFIC & 2 A igFn

T EFEORMFIEHEICKE Bbeat T EHK T 5 L ILFR 5
T, 220FIT L > THEBS N bbeatlIFD 22 b i
T 5. chW2IC, BEMTHrAORLELIZLEND
o XHRRYIS, SRR B fR D FIR 3 hh & AL
BURMRICIZ & A ERFE L 20 /ow & O RZERIC F 23808 1
B A TREMED D B MO, A ANEIERTIE R %
T 3 5HFOMAEDFICERATAZEZRBLTWVAS
LOMAERL TV S,

4., KREBRCEE

4.1 REBEOBH
Bin No.{ll%> & roughness 2~ 2 b Vi EZBIZ L, =R
HEO7 vy I ENS L THUEOFEEEZRANS,

42 EET—42

F ORI E (Pure Tone), #EF(Complex Tone),
Piano, OrganD4fE HDwavy — & # AE L 126

ERETOE%#C4(262H2)E LT, LoFEZThLTH
Db4, D4, Eb4, E4, F4, Gb4, G4, Ab4, A4, Bb4,
B4, Coxflg®12@EO T -2 2HEL

=F%F(Chord)12C4(262(Hz)) Z R F (root) & T 3
Major(Maj), Minor(Min), Diminished(Dim),
Augmented(Aug) DATEIHD 7 — % # HE L 1o,

4.3 KROT-BHDFEI%E

IPEM Toolbox(3.Channelfll £ Bin No.fll 2> &6 @ 2 <X 2
NWBEE B TITEETH %5 Bin No.fill 5> 5 roughness 2 X 7 b v
DisER % &£, =HIH Droughness 2~ 2 + v (Maj,
Min, Dim, Aug) CTZHA TR IMEICERZE — 22
HBT 2, COE—2DREIETI»6RB=MFOS v+~
I 0 A, BATHISEC & H B & D (Zroughness— D
DORRIZT T2, MOBRLEEDE THNE/ A HAE
FEZTHRDBIEICLI,

4.4 percentage similarity®iRsd

percentage similarity (ZIPEM Toolbox%°Sethares¥® 7 /v
EWEHERBES R L, Tho D=ZMFOIEMSR 7 I
B L THh 5B &L, percentage similaritylEAug23iRFE Y D Z
VE VW, B BREMAD D, roughness 2R 2 b
nDERE— 27 FEE (Bin No.) 2SHHERIIEL->TH



248 |

WESE £ 7 v % 0 12388 DAL AN B3 5 £%2

b, TIICHLUENDLOTREVNEE X,

4.5 FEMEEHDZT-HDEHFT

Bin No.fll Droughness 2~ 27 b VIEMIREAL v 2056
Hitshiczx2 b vT, TORBEMBEZ RS DS
percentage similarityD T ELHIAR TE X 2l Az, E
BLDELEELL, BEHAMTOREZANTORT
(262(Hz)) 1I2£25< 6 D%5E (1), Pure Tone®Maj T
Droughness 227 b vip GHIHIL 72 b D2 EE (2) &
Lz 2f8 % HEL 2

4.6 FHLUMEICET HREBRER

Eh (1) ORI, Organds ) £ { WiE i h> o F2e —H,
EE (2) DAL, Pure Tone, Complex Tone, Piano,
OrganDHAHETEMBTD F v & v 7D WSFER & 72 - 1

Compare of Roughness

28
—~ 26
=24
222
w )
N = [ILIre_tone
c 18
=16 piano_gelec
= ]; =—g—(Organ_glec
1
Maj Min Dim Aug
Chords
B3 25 (1)
Compare of Roughness
28
—~26
= 24
A 4
w g === pLre_tone
=18 piano_elec
=16
S 14 == organ_elec
o« 1-% =i complex_tone
Maj Min Dim Aug
Chords
B4 RB (2)

4.7 SetharesETILDBERADIRF

C4, E4, GAD3F T S N AMajloxt L, E4%FF
T, C4, E4b, G4D3F THERL S N5 DA Min TMaj &
D RBREMS L2 b, S 61CG4%FE T IFC4, Edb,
G4b D3IF TR SN B DHDImT, G475G4b 27k 5
& TMinlix L TABRES AL Enss, & 2505,
MajDG4 % EF L 72 & DHSAugTH % 75, GAMGA#IZ 7
52 ETRBRENDLTAY, BEDESIIMaj < Aug
LR b,

4.8 percentage similarity® =f1EFADERA

Maj & Min® percentage similarityld, MajD C-E(& 3 &),
E-G(%H 3 &) £ MinDC-D#/Eb (45 3 &), D#/Eb-G(E 3
E)EFEPANED LT OR UMAEDRICKL D2

EASFECIC% 5,

5. #&

HAMITDEER (2) T, =FHEPure Tone, Complex
Tone, Piano, Organ)® 5 ¥ ¥ ¥ 2 23U SFERASE L 1,
roughness 2 X 27 b VIZHHLIMEA D 5 & & DSHERR S fL7zs
3 512, rougheness2 X727 b VI OFMHEE 2RO &
M5y h o foe ¥ 72, roughness & percentage similaritylZ (3
MM 2BERSAH Y, ThENBHT=MEFDOF v+ 7
(ZH#ETH 5, Johnson-LairdD —H 7’1t 2HFHD & 5
BEAMWA D =X L 2R BKRTHA S Z LT, roughness
2~ 2 b v Epercentage similarity & % FHA VLA A D
BB AE/ AR AEZ AR T 24583 H5 L vHER

IZE - T2,
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