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Fig. 1. stimuli of "pitch discriminétion test”
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Fig. 2. stimuli of “sound memory test”
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Table 1. Correct responses in pitch discrimination test in each subject

_ This table suggests the score of pitch discrimination test in each subject. O means _thé correct responses.

before training

after training

Sub.No. -
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 sum 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 sum
-1 O O ) o) O 5 . O O O O O 5
2 , 0. OO0 . '3 O 0O O O O 0O 0O 1 :
3 o 0 2. -0 O O O O O 6 !
4 OO0 0 00O O 0 0 9 O 0 O o) O 0 O 7 4
5 OO0 00O .00 O 8 O O 0O OO0 O O O 8 ,
6 0 O 2 O o - O O O 5 y
7T 0 O O O O O O O 8 OO O O0OO0 O 0 O 8
8 O O O O O O 6. O O 0O 0O O0OO0OO0OO0O OO0 10
9 O O o) O 4 O O OO0 O O O O 8
10 O O O O e O 6 O O ‘ O OO 5
11 o o o) O 4 OO O OO OO0 O 8
12 0 0O @) @) 4 O 0O O 0 0 0 o 1
sum - 8 6 7 6 7 3 4 9 3 8. 7 8 11 10 10 "3 7 11 7 10
' ' ' n=12
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Table 2. Correct responses in tonal memory test in each subject

- This table suggests the score of tonel memory test in each subject. O means the correct responses.

before training

after training

Sub. No.
1 2 3.4 5 6 7 8 9 10sim 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 sum
1 O O O O O 5 O OO0 OO0 O O O O-0 1w
2 0 O O O O O O &8
3 . 0 ' ' ) 0
4 O 0 O O O O & . O - 0O O O OO0 6
5 O O OO0 O O 00 O 9 OO0 00000000 .
6 O O O O O @) OO0 8 OO O O 4 |
7 O 0O OO O O 0O O - 8 O o O O O O 5
8 O 0O O O O O 6 O O O O O 0 O O 8
9 O O OO O O O O O O 10 OO O OO OO0 O0 8
0 O O -0 0 4 O O o - 3
10 O O O O 5 O O -0 O 4
i2 O O O O O O O O O 10 O O O O O 5
sum 5 7 & 6 7 10 9 7 5 7 7 7 8 6 8 7 8 T 4
' n=12
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Fig. 3 This figure suggests. the mean Fig. 4 This figure suggests the mean
of score in pitch discrimination test. of score in sound memory test.
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A Study of pitch Recognition in Infant: In a Musical Training

- Nobuko KANBAYASHI, Ryota WATANABE (Yamaguchi Junior College), Atsuko
NAMIYAMA (Nohara Kindefgarten), Junko KAWANO (Matsuyama Shinonome College)
and Issei YOSHIDA (Faculty of Education, Yamaguchi University)
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239—245

“In this study, we carried out a musical training for 12 infants, and measured the effects

EL )

with "pitch discrimination test” "sound memory test” of "music ability test”. As a result,
the score of "pitch discrimination test” increased, but the increased of a score was not
recognized on sonic stimulation with 8 degrees complete interval difference. A change _Awa{s '
not recognized in a score of "sound memory test”. About a result, we examined
circumstances of a rﬁuéical traing of infant from profile of development of pitch

affiliation.
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