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D ynam ics ofthe tuning process betw een singers.
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W e presenta dynam icalm odeldescribing a predictable hum an behavior like the tuning process

between singers.Thepurpose,inspired in physiologicaland behavioralgroundsofhum an beings,is

sensitiveto allFourierspectrum ofeach sound em itted and itcontem platesan asym m etriccoupling

between individuals.W ehave recorded severaltuning exercisesand we haveconfronted the experi-

m entalevidencewith theresultsofthem odel�nding a very wellagreem entbetween calculated and

experim entalsonogram s.

Introduction. W hen we think in m usic,we com m only

do it in relation to feelings and em otions arising from

the sub-corticallim bic system ofthe brain[1]. However,

m usicorsound perception isa very com plex sequenceof

transductions,beginningwith theinputofpressurewaves

to the ear and ending with cognition operations devel-

oped in the brain’sexternalneocortex[2].Consequently,

an overallunderstanding ofwhatm usicm eansin hum an

beingsrequiresphysical,biological,neural,physiological

and behavioralgrounds[3].In thisletterwe aregoing to

focuson thetuningprocessbetween singers.Thecapabil-

ity ofhum an beingsto sing in tuneisstrongly dependent

on his naturalconditions,training and previousexperi-

ence. Then,results oftuning experim ents can be very

di�erent even for the sam e initialconditions. To avoid

subjectivity we have restricted the possible solutionsby

im parting a clearwatchword oriented to achieve tuning

in the sam e note or in an octave. In this way we were

abletoanalyzeexperim entallybasichum an behaviorand

consequently to propose a phenom enologicalm athem at-

icalm odeldescribing it. W hile there are m any works

regarding synchronization[4,5,6,7](i.e.phase adjust)

thisis,up to ourknowledge,the�rstm odelthataccount

fortheevolution ofspectra offrequenciesinteracting be-

tween them .

A m usicalnote is a com plex periodic oscillation that

can bediscom posed into a sum ofsinusoidalexcitations,

the harm onics,each one with a frequency m ultiple ofa

particularfrequency called thefundam ental.Then,if!0
isthe fundam entalfrequency,the Fourierspectrum ofa

note is com posed by peaks at !0,2!0,3!0,etc. The

pitch indicateshow high orlow isa particularnote and

islabeled with the value (ornam e)ofthe fundam ental.

The relative intensitieswhich each harm onicparticipate

in the sound de�ne itstim bre.[3]

A noise,in turn,is a sum ofexcitations withoutany

relationship between theindividualfrequenciesalthough

theboundary between m usicand noiseissubjectiveand

one can listen to m usicality in a given noise or �nd a

noisy m usicalsound. In the sam e way the idea ofcon-

sonance ordissonance isalso a subjective,even cultural,

concept. Neverthelessthere are physiologicalreasonsto

understand the consonance: the m edium earcontainsa

conductwith variabletransversalsection,thecochlea,in-

sidewhich a stationary waveisform ed.From thehydro-

dynam icalpoint ofview,the cochlea is split-up in two

channelsseparated by thebasilar m em brane.Thedi�er-

encesin pressureatboth sidesofthem em braneproduce

deform ationsresultingin aresonancepattern detected by

a seriesofthin receptors,the hair cells,which are con-

nected to neurons[2]. Thus,the electricalsignalsentto

thebrain isin facta transduction ofthegeom etricalrep-

resentation ofthe deform ation ofthe basilarm em brane.

Thesetofnodesofthestationary waveisconsistentwith

only onenote(i.e.,with only oneFourierspectrum )and

then,two noteswillbem oreconsonantasm orenodesin

com m on they have.[1]M athem atically,theconsonanceis

re
ected in a sim ple ratio between the fundam entalfre-

quenciesofeach note.Forexam ple,if!10 and !20 arethe

fundam entalsoftwo notes,a sequence from consonance

to dissonance is!20=!10 = 1;2;3=2;4=3 etc. The inter-

valsbetween !10 and !20 aredenom inated thesam enote,

octave,�fth,fourth,etc.,respectively. For the purpose

ofthis work,we de�ne tuning as the process in which

two orm ore sound em itterschange theirpitchesin way

ofequaling allorpartoftheirFourierspectra.

Looking for the m odel.In orderto elaboratea m athe-

m aticalm odelwhich representsthe m ain featuresofthe

tuning process,we are going to extractbasic ideasfrom

som e well-known responses ofthe auditory system and

also from prototypeexperim ents:

(i) The interaction term have to be a function which

goesto zero when theratio between frequenciesisa sim -

ple fraction.In thisway,we coverthe physiologicaland

m athem aticalgroundsofconsonance.

(ii) Two com plex tones with the sam e Fourierfam ily

butdi�ering only in thatoneofthem hasthefundam en-

talm issing,willbe listened by the singer as the sam e

pitch. This ability ofhum an beings was characterized

and explained through the conceptofvirtualpitch per-
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ception introduced by E.Terhardt[8,9]. W e have ver-

i�ed this response doing severalexperim ents requesting

to thesingerto tunea guitar’ssound which wassequen-

tially �ltered in its lower harm onics. In consequence,

thefunctionalresponseshould beproportionalto allthe

spectrum m orethan a single frequency.

(iii) The point ofsubjectivity of"how Ilisten to m y

partnerand how predisposed Iam to interactwith him "

can yieldsdi�erent�nalresultsoftuning exerciseseven

forthe sam e couple ofsingersand with the sam e initial

condition.Them odelm ustcontem platethispossibility.

(iv) Finally,and with the aim to de�ne term inology,

it is usefulto analyze a very sim ple tuning exercise: a

singer is asked to m aintain his pitch while the partner

ism oved untilboth are tuned. None ofthem know the

initialnote ofthe other. The sonogram (tem poralevo-

lution ofthe Fourierspectrum )ofthisexerciseisshown

in Fig 1. At the beginning there is a briefintervalof

about0.2 sin which the singerslocate theirinitialnote

then,an period ofapproxim ately onesecond lapses,and

�nally they e�ectively start the exercise. W e interpret

the �rstintervalasthe necessary tim e to accom m odate

the singing apparatus(vocalcords,resonators,airem is-

sion,etc.) to produce a m usicalsound. The tim e spent

in thisaction can be reduced with training.The second

stage isnecessary to perform the cognitive operation to

listen to allthenotesem itted and to takethedecision to

m ovethepitch up ordown to tune.Therem aining tim e

isdedicated to feedback in orderto achieve tuning. W e

aregoing to nam ethislaststageasdynam icaltuning.In

the exam ple ofFig. 1,and because the watchword im -

parted,one ofthem actslike ifhe doesnotlisten to the

other. In other words,there is an asym m etric coupling

between them .
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FIG .1: Sonogram corresponding to a singer tuning a note

em itted and m aintained by othersinger.

K eeping in m ind these precepts,we propose the fol-

lowing setofequationsdescribing thecoupled dynam ical

evolution ofcom plex tonesem itted by N singers:

d!i0

dt
=

1

N

X

j

X

�

K ijIj� sin(2m �
!j�

!i0
);i= 1;:::;N :

(1)

!j� is the frequency ofthe �th harm onic ofthe jth

individualwithin the group,Ij� isthe relative intensity

ofthe corresponding harm onic in the Fourierexpansion

de�ning the tim bre ofthe sound,K ij is an o�-diagonal

m atrix (K ii = 0)representing the e�ectiverelativem ag-

nitude ofthe coupling between pairsofsingersand m is

an integerconstant.

Thesineargum entistheresponsibletodrivethestabil-

ityoftheequationssincewhen therelationship m !j�=!i0
is a integer,the tem poralderivative goes to zero. This

sine function isindeed the key pointofthe m odel. The

condition fortherootsworksasthem athem aticalrepre-

sentation ofthe naturalbehaviorofsingersto m axim ize

the coincidence ofnodesin the resonancepattern ofthe

basilarm em brane.In thissense,thegoodnessofthesine-

like interaction isindependentofm since regardlessthe

particular value ofm ,this functionalresponse �ts the

requirem ents ofpoint (i). In a m ore generalapproach,

the setofEqs. (1)should include a sum overm but,as

we are going to see later,the trends ofthe experim en-

talrecords can be reproduced with only one fam ily of

m � likefunctions.

Theabsolutem agnitudeofthecoupling isgiven by all

therightsideofEq.1 and theproductK � I de�nesthe

tem poralscaleoftheprocess.A couplingproportionalto

allIj� guaranteesa responseto the Fourierfam ily m ore

than a frequency in particular [point (ii)]. K ij can be

thoughtin zero orderapproxim ation as a m agnitude of

the volum e ofthe em ission,butasthis m atrix isasym -

m etric in general(K ij 6= K ji),it can contem plate the

alternativethatoneofthesingersem itsalwaysthesam e

pitch independently ofthem ovem entoftherest.K ij = 0

m eans"the i-singerisnotcoupled with the j-singer" ei-

ther because he does not listen to the group or he has

decided not to change his pitch. By adopting di�erent

valuesforK ij wecan obtain di�erent�nalresultsforthe

sam e pair ofsingers and starting with the sam e notes

respectively [point(iii)].

By construction,thism odelisoriented to describethe

dynam icaltuning,i. e.,when the singersstartto m ove

theirfrequenciesby interaction.

Resultsand Discussion.Theindividualsselected to all

the experiences were non-professionalsingers but m ost

ofthem have orhad som e training in collective singing.

W e form ed 24 pairs of singers and we recorded m ore

than one hundred experiences. The exerciseswere sim -

ple: �rstly the initialnote is indicated;each singer lis-

tens to only his own note. Then,they sim ultaneously
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startand change theirpitchesuntilto �nd tuning. The

watchword was"to arrive to the sam e note" ,which for

a m edium -trained singercoversthepossibility to tunein

an octave. This lastalternative is m ore probable when

theseparation between theinitialpitchesislargeand/or

when we treatwith a fem ale-m ale couple. W e have not

taken into accountthoserecordsin which thewatchword

wasnotproperly understood.W e also discarded records

in which oneofthesingerisneartothelim itofhisrange.

The num erical resolution of the system of equa-

tions was done through an one step solver based on a

Dorm and-Prince-Runge-K utta form ula[10]in which the

frequencieswere assum ed constantsin the briefinterval

corresponding to the discretization adopted (’ 1 m s).

The num ericalabsolute error for the fundam entalfre-

quencies was 10�5 Hz. The initialvalues offundam en-

talfrequencies and harm onic intensities were extracted

from an Fourieranalysisofa sm allinitialintervalofthe

experim entalsonogram . Strictly,the harm onic intensi-

tieschangewith the frequency [I = I(!)].Howeverthis

!� dependence is noticeable only when the pitch ofthe

sound em itted iscloseto theboundariesoftherange(es-

pecially upper lim it). Therefore,considering that m ost

oftheexercisesim ply pitchesin them edium region ofthe

range,we assum e the harm onic intensities as constants

[I 6= I(!)].

Figure 2 shows results for typical exam ples of tun-

ing exercisesand itscorresponding sim ulation.W e have

drawn on left panelthe experim entalsonogram ofthe

dynam icaltuning and on right panelthe results ofthe

m odelgiven by Eqs. 1. Fig. 2a correspondsto a bari-

toneand a m ezzo-soprano who startwith relatively near

pitches(!10 = 187 Hz and !20 = 258 Hz)and after2.5

sthey convergein a com m on note ofinterm ediate value

(! = 219 Hz).Both experim entaland theoreticalresults

show an asym m etric dynam icalevolution ofeach spec-

trum in spite ofthe coupling is sym m etric in this case

(K 21=K 12 = 1). In Fig 2b the exercise for two tenors

is drawn,one ofthem practically m aintaining (by own

decision)hispitch.Herewecan observeastheinitialin-

tervalm eansa typeofconsonancesincethereisa coinci-

dencein harm onicsofhigh order(!20=!10 = 220 Hz=185

Hz’ 6=5)butastheinstruction istom ovetowardstothe

sam enoteoneofthesingerschangeshispitch up to lock

allthespectrum with theother.In thiscasewereproduce

the experim entalevolution by adopting an asym m etric

coupling (K 21=K 12 = 25). Figure 2c isan exam ple ofa

tuning in an octave fora baritone-soprano couple. The

initialintervalisa�fth (!20=!10 = 272Hz=181Hz’ 3=2)

and afterthe dynam icaltuning they converge to an oc-

tave with fundam entalfrequency of!10 = 146 Hz for

thebaritone.In thisexam pletheratio between e�ective

couplings is K 21=K 12 = � 1. In allthe cases the tim e

required forthedynam icaltuning isabout1.5 s-2 sin-

dependently ofthe training orthe quality ofthe singer.

Theoreticalresultsshown in Fig.2 arevery encourag-
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FIG .2: Tuning at the sam e note. Left panel: Experim en-

talsonogram corresponding to the dynam icaltuning. Sam e

colorm ap as in Fig. 1. Right panel: Results ofthe m odel

given by Eq. (1) with m = 1. The value ofthe fundam en-

talfrequencies and the relative intensities ofthe harm onics

are taken from the FourierAnalysisofthe interval0s -0.5s.

The drawing of sim ulations does not take into account the

Fourierintensities. (a)a baritone and a m ezzo-soprano with

K 21=K 12 = 1. (b) The sam e as (a) for two tenors with

K 21=K 12 = 25. (c) The sam e as (a) for a baritone and a

soprano with K 21=K 12 = � 1.

ingsincethey reproducealm ostexactly theexperim ental

recordsbutitisworth tom ention aword ofcaution.The

m inussign in the relation between e�ective couplingsof

the sim ulation presented in Fig. 2c seem sto be non in-

tuitive. However it is not a conceptualbarrier since in

this case we need that the fundam entalfrequencies go

away one ofanother in orderto tune in an octave. So,
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FIG .3: A tenorand a m ezzo-soprano tuning in consonance.

Left panel: Experim entalsonogram . Sam e colorm ap as in

Fig. 1. Right panel: Results ofthe m odelgiven by Eq. (1)

with m = 2.Thefundam entalfrequenciesand therelativein-

tensitiesoftheharm onicsaretaken from theFourierAnalysis

ofthe interval0s-0.2s.In thiscase K 21=K 12 = � 0:15.

them inussign changesthedirection ofthederivativefa-

cilitating the m ovem ent offundam entals in the correct

sense.W e rem ark thatwe havewanted to �tthe exper-

im entalrecordswith only one type ofm � like functions.

In the contextofthispaper,the constantm worksasa

degree offreedom ofthe m odel. In m any cases-m ainly

when there is not tuning at the sam e pitch-the m odel

with m = 1 is not able to reproduce the experim ental

evidence although by �xing m = 2 we recover a good

agreem ent. Clearly, the stability dom ains in the tim e

scaleselected fortheequation system changewith m and

then itisnecessarytoanalyzewhatisthepropervalueof

m foreach case.Thisadditionaldegreeoffreedom allow

us to explore other possible solutions. Figure 3 shows

an interesting situation in which we have changed the

watchword asking to the singers"to arrive to a pleasant

sensation". Here we can study whatconsonance m eans

for each couple since the watchword can be interpreted

in a m oresubjectivefashion.Theexam pleshown in Fig.

3 is part of an exercise lasting 12 s approxim ately in

which the singerscrossseveralstagesofdynam icaltun-

ing. The sequence was �rstly a fourth and then three

di�erent �fths, each one in a m ore com fortable sector

oftheir ranges. W e selected the �rst m ovem entfrom a

fourth (!20=!10 = 420 Hz=319 Hz’ 4=3)towardsa �fth

(!20=!10 = 425 Hz=283 Hz’ 3=2). The record was re-

produced by taking K 21=K 12 = � 0:15 and m = 2. W e

noticethatbecausehissubjectivity theresultsem erging

from thissecond watchword werediverseand verysinger-

dependentand wenotalwaysreached a good sim ulation.

Conclusions. Asa sum m ary,in thiswork we propose

a m odeldescribing a particular and predictable hum an

behavior like the tuning process between singers. The

calculationsweredonetakingasinputparam eterstheex-

perim entalvaluesofinitialfundam entalfrequenciesand

harm onic intensities. W e were able to reproduce alm ost

exactlythedynam icalevolutionforseveralsituationsand

webelievethatthism odelcontainingthem ain featuresof

thetuning processcould bethestarting pointto further

investigationsin this�eld.
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