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Summary Acoustic analysis of the voice, as an objective, quantitative, non-invasive and reproducible method
for the evaluation of voice quality, can be used to detect and analyze the acoustic characteristics of normal, artistic
or pathological voice. With the development of medicine, physics, statistics, and artificial intelligence technology,
there are new advances in the study of voice acoustic analysis, especially in terms of acoustic parameters. In addi-
tion, artificial neural networks can be used to perform complex multi-parameter analysis, which greatly improves

the efficiency of acoustic analysis. This paper provides an overview of the methods of acoustic analysis and its lat-
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est development.
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