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Acoustic Analysis of Chinese Declarative

Sentences Produced by Leaners

LIU Yi
(Department of Chinese and Bilingual Studies Hong Kong Polytechnic University Hong Kong )

Abstract As the phonemic form associated with oral expression intonation is one of the most diffi—
culties issues in teaching Chinese to learners. By analyzing the designed declarative sentences the
paper aims to examine the differences between native speakers and learners in terms of full range
sub-range pitch of syllables intonation pattern and gender and discuss the acquisition of Chinese in—
tonation. We further propose the methods and strategy in Chinese intonation teaching.
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