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Fig. 1 Schematic illustration of midsagittal
sensor placement constellation (T1, T2, T3:
tongue, UL: upper lip, Ul: upper incisor, LI:

lower incisor).
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* Articulatory effects of attaching EMA sensors: Effects of difference of sensor wires.
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Fig. 2 The number of replaced syllables in
evaluation by a speech therapist.
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Fig. 3 Evaluation results of participants’

speech on a 7-grade ascending distortion scale.
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