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Abstract To investigate how paralinguistic information are carried by Fj characteristics in 2 morae word /ee/
which has polysemy, we synthsied 75 speeches those had different Fj in each mora. We made a listening experiment
with the synthesized speeches. In the experiment, each subject evaluated 45 speeches. And subjects gave scores
for 24 impression words in each speech. Based on the result of the experiment, we investigated what kind of par-
alinguistic information was carried by Fj characteristics. As the result, we got 6 groups of impression words in a
qualitative classification based on Fj characteristics. We made cluster analysis as a quantitative classification. We
got similer groups and clusters those we got in qualitative classification and quantitative classification generally.
Key words Paralanguage, Fj, Emotion, Intention, Attitude
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