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Abstract 
 
Summary: The objective of this study was to determine the influence of fetal growth on 
the fundamental frequency (F0) of neonatal crying in a group of healthy full term infants. 
The spontaneous cries of 131 infants were audio recorded during the first week of life, 
and subsequently submitted to acoustic analyses. The individual cry utterances produced 
by each infant were measured for minimum, mean, and maximum F0. The infants were 
placed into one of three groupings (low, average, high) based on body size indices 
according to the ponderal index (PI), the ratio of body weight to body length (BW/L), and 
body weight (BW) alone. The F0 features of infants in each sub-grouping of body size 
were compared and contrasted. The results indicated that features of cry F0 were found to 
decrease marginally as a function of increased body size, with significant group 
differences confined to maximum F0. The BW index appeared to be the most sensitive 
measure in differentiating infant groups according to body size.  In general neonatal body 
size appears to have a slight, although non-significant influence on the vocal F0 of crying 
in healthy full term infants. Any body size related changes in cry F0 are likely to be found 
for maximum F0 and may reflect stress-related variations in nervous system activation. 
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Introduction 
 

       There has been a persistent conviction by researchers that an infant’s cry can provide 
the basis for early diagnosis of health abnormality.1  Well over 100 articles have been 
published since the early 1940s demonstrating that various risk factors are correlated with 
acoustic features of infant crying.2  A frequently used measure to evaluate infant crying is 
vocal fundamental frequency (F0). Vocal F0 is a measure of the general mode of vocal 
fold vibration and is assumed to be dictated by the length, mass, and stiffness of the vocal 
folds.3  The early vocal behaviors produced by young infants are predominantly 
laryngeal, with minimal supra-laryngeal involvement.4  Therefore, F0 is a suitable vocal 
parameter to evaluate during the infancy period. 
      Since F0 is inversely related to the size of the sound source, physical size presumably 
plays an important role in determining vocal F0.5 Among normally developing infants and 
children, measures of body weight and body height are found to correlate grossly with the 
F0 of their vocalizations.3  There is further evidence to suggest that the relationship 
between physical size and F0 can be found in infant crying, as well.  Infants of 
questionable health status who are of low birth weight have been found to produce cries 
with significantly higher F0 compared to healthy children of normal birth weight.6-10 Such 
findings would suggest a simple, yet robust relationship between cry F0 and basic features 
of physical size.  
       Vocal F0 can be manipulated to communicate a variety of intentions and emotions, 
and these manipulations are not simply a reflection of physical size but, rather, neuro-
physiological processes.11 While it is not surprising to find F0 manipulations in the speech 
of older children and adults, there is a growing body of research indicating that early 
infant crying involves processes of neuro-physiological control. For example, Wermke et 
al.12 found F0 variation of less than one semitone in individual infants during the first few 
months of life. The low level of variability was taken to suggest the existence of an 
already well-developed kinesthetic/auditory-motor feedback system to control processes 
in F0 production. Gilbert and Robb13 performed a longitudinal examination of hunger 
cries in four healthy infants across the first 12 months of life. The researchers identified a 
slight increase in cry F0 during the course of the study. The monthly rise in F0 was 
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assumed to reflect a child’s gradual control over crying to signal needs and wants (e.g., 
food). In spite of a presumably increasing size of laryngeal anatomy, which would tend to 
favor a lowering in F0, infants used an elevated F0. Lind and Wermke14 examined natural 
spontaneous cries in one healthy infant across the first 3 months of life. Based on weekly 
sampling of the infant’s cries, the researchers found minimal change in F0. Lind and 
Wermke suggested that the lack of change in F0 during the period of observation was a 
result of neuro-physiological influences, whereby infants maintain control over F0, in 
spite of changes in laryngeal growth. Finally, Baeck and de Souza15 recently examined 
the hunger cries of 30 healthy infants between the period of birth and 6 months of life and 
found essentially no change in F0. The researchers stated that although both anatomical 
and neurological factors affecting F0 are active during infant development, neurological 
influences were most dominant. Studies such as those profiled above imply that cry F0 is 
relatively independent of various human body size (i.e., anthropometric) indices of infant 
growth and reflects a unique physiological behavior for establishing the building blocks 
of later, meaningful communication. 
      In spite of the evidence suggesting that F0 may not be linked exclusively to physical 
size, there is limited research directly examining the relationship between cry F0 of 
healthy neonates and basic anthropometric indices of human growth. Over 25 years ago, 
Zeskind and Lester16 examined the crying behavior of neonates with differential fetal 
growth in response to a painful stimulus. A total of 57 healthy, full term 2-day-old 
neonates were sampled and characterized by their body proportion using the Ponderal 
index (PI). The PI is based on the Rohrer17 index that quantifies the relationship between 
the amount of soft tissue mass to skeletal development by calculating the ratio of birth 
weight to birth length cubed.18 Popularized by Miller and Hassanein,19 this index has 
been used to characterize fetal growth and to identify growth retarded neonates in clinical 
practice.18, 20-22 Neonates yielding a very low or high PI are assumed to show asymmetric 
fetal growth, with birth weight and/or birth length affected.23 A normal PI is indicative of 
symmetrical growth in both weight and height.         
       Zeskind and Lester16 found infants at the low and high ranges of PI to produce pain 
cries with a significantly higher mean F0 compared to infants in the average PI range. 
Both low and high PI infant groups produced an almost identical mean F0 (low PI = 665 
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Hz, high PI = 664 Hz), which was approximately 177 Hz above the F0 value of the 
average PI group. A similar result was reported by Zeskind,24 who investigated the non-
pain cries of 39 two-day-old healthy neonates undergoing Neonatal Behavioral 
Assessment Scale25 examination. The infants were also categorized according to PI. The 
infants in the low and high PI groups were found to produce a maximum F0 that was 
twice as high as that of the average PI group (about 1000 Hz in both extreme groups 
compared to the average group F0 of 524 Hz). The conclusion reached in both of these 
studies was that cries with an unusually high F0 could serve as a risk marker for infants 
showing anthropometric signs of either retarded or accelerated fetal growth. However the 
conclusion reached by these researchers appears to disregard the possible relationship 
between vocal F0 and body size, at least in regard to the low PI infants. The high mean F0 
demonstrated by the low PI group is perhaps not surprising when considering these 
infants were likely to have the smallest overall vocal anatomy. Therefore, it is difficult to 
assign an at-risk status to these infants. On the other hand, the high F0 demonstrated by 
the high PI group is unusual because these infants likely possessed a large vocal anatomy. 
The findings for the high PI group support the suggestion that F0 may not be linked 
exclusively to body size.  
         The relationship between infant cry and physical size is far from clear.  It is 
important to clarify this relationship, especially when considering that a number of infant 
behavioral assessment scoring systems involve the collection of cries (e.g., CRIES26; 
NIPS27; NAPI28; PAIN29; Bernese Pain Scale for Neonates30). Newborns possess a rich 
and complex set of behaviors for regulating their internal biological state, as well as for 
exchanges with their environment. Although infants may not begin producing language 
until their first birthday, they are born ready to communicate with a rich vocabulary of 
body movements, visual responses, and cries.  If the pitch (i.e., F0) of cries is to be used 
as a key parameter in infant behavioral assessment, it is imperative to determine whether 
features of an infant’s body size affect cry F0.  
      Past research suggesting independence in cry F0 from anthropometric indices has 
been based on examining infants across broad age spans, ranging from two weeks of life 
to 12 months of age.13-15 None of these studies exclusively examined the cries of neonates 
during the first week of life. In addition, these past studies have not directly examined the 
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relationship between body size and cry F0. Accordingly, the present study was designed 
to perform a large scale evaluation of the F0 of spontaneous cries produced by healthy full 
term neonates during the first week of life. The research question posed in this study was, 
Is the F0 of spontaneous cries is affected by features of body size? 

 

Method 
Participants 
       A total of 131 healthy full term neonates (59 females, 72 males) served as the sample 
of participants. All infants were born at the Children’s Hospital Lindenhof in Berlin, 
Germany spanning period of 2-years. The major inclusion criteria were, no prenatal 
complications, a normal birth history and delivery, gestational age range from 37 to 42 
weeks, and normal Apgar scores. The mean Apgar scores ranged from 8-10 at one-minute 
and from 8-10 at five-minutes. Healthy neonates who were either small for gestational 
age (SGA) (i.e., below the 10th percentile of birth weight-for-gestational age) or large for 
gestational age (LGA) (i.e., above the 90th percentile) were included to ensure that a wide 
range of fetal growth was sampled. From the sample of 131 neonates, 19 were SGA (10 
females, 9 males) and 3 were LGA (all males).  Subsequent data analysis involved 
examining the group of neonates both with and without the SGA and LGA neonates 
included. Anthropometric features of body length (cm), body weight (gm) and head 
circumference (cm) were obtained for each infant at the time of birth. The same 
pediatrician was involved in making the measurements for each infant so as to ensure 
consistency in data collection. The local hospital institutional review board approved the 
study an informed consent was obtained from each of the 131 mothers. 
 

Body size indices (BI) 
       To allow for close inspection between cry F0 and body size, three indices of body 
composition and fetal growth were calculated for each neonate.  

(1)  Ponderal Index (PI) – defined as the ratio of body weight (g) to the cube of body 
length (cm3) x 100.17 The formula for calculation of PI was the same used by 
Zeskind and Lester16 and Zeskind,24 which allowed for post hoc comparison to the 
present findings.  
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(2) Birth Weight:Length Ratio (BW/L) – defined as the simple ratio of birth weight 
(g) to length (cm). The BW/L ratio has been advocated by Schneider and 
Schneider31 and Tsou Yau and Chang32 as being more reliable than PI to indicate 
body fatness and fetal growth retardation. 

(3)  Birth Weight (BW) – defined as the weight (g) of the neonate at the time of 
delivery.  Haggarty et al.33 demonstrated that body weight alone was a better 
predictor of anthropometric ratios and organ asymmetry than PI, and, moreover, 
that the inclusion of any other power of body length term generally did not 
improve on the use of weight alone.  

     On the basis of the various BI calculations, neonates were placed into one of three 
percentile sub-groupings, grossly reflecting low, average, and high fetal growth.  In each 
of the three BI measures, the low subgroup consisted of neonates who yielded a score 
below the 25th percentile. The high subgroup contained neonates who yielded a BI score 
above the 75th percentile. Infants whose BI score fell within the range of the 25th to 75th 
percentile were classified as average. The percentile ranks for all three BIs were 
determined by normative percentiles for German neonates between 37-42 weeks 
gestational age, established by Landmann et al.22 for PI, and by Voigt et al.,34 for BW/L 
and BW, respectively.  
 
Cry recording and signal analysis 
       Digital cry recordings were made an isolated carpeted room in a quiet environment 
within the hospital during the first week of life. The noise level in the room was 
perceptually judged to be low in ambient noise and acceptable for audio recording. The 
cry recordings were made using a DAT-recorder (SONY TCD-D3) coupled to a handheld 
directional microphone (SONY S220). Cry recording began when an infant started to fuss 
or at a time when the mother would normally feed the child. None of the cries were 
associated with the administration of a painful stimulus to the infant. Sampling frequency 
was 48 kHz and the dynamic range was 16 bits. The microphone was positioned 
approximately 10 cm from the infant’s mouth. Only non-pain, spontaneous cries were 
considered in the analysis. Lester35 defines spontaneous cries as a subset of hunger cries 
that are not restricted to an elicitation by hunger. The average duration of each infant’s 



                                                                                                   Cry F0 and body size   9 

   

crying episode was approximately 2-minutes. Individual cry utterances comprising the 
crying episode were measured for F0. A cry utterance was defined as the acoustic activity 
occurring on a single expiration. Cry utterances that contained harmonic distortions 
and/or phonatory noise (dysphonation) were excluded from the analysis to avoid artefacts 
in F0 determination. A total of 1350 cry utterances obtained across the 131 infants were 
acoustically analyzed. 
      Measurement of cry F0 was carried out using a CSL-Speech 4400/ MDVP acoustic 
analysis system (KAY Elemetrics Corp. /USA). Cry sequences were displayed on a 
computer monitor and the onset and offset of single expiratory cry utterances were 
demarcated using a pair of vertical cursors. The cry utterances were then low-pass filtered 
(Gaussian-filter) with a cut-off frequency of 40 Hz to eliminate outliers and artefacts (for 
details see Wermke et al.12).  Following the filtering procedure, narrowband spectrograms 
were produced for all recorded cries. To avoid artifacts because of errors in pitch 
determination of noisy segments, the statistical data of the cry parameters were calculated 
only for harmonic signals. A vertical cursor was tracked across the harmonic structure of 
each cry utterance and the CSL software provided the the minimum, maximum, and mean 
F0. Each measure was considered important in the present analysis to investigate whether 
cry F0 is linked to body size, particularly F0 values reflecting end-points of the crying 
continuum. Specifically, minimum F0 is known to closely correspond to the general size 
characteristics of the larynx, particularly the length of the vocal folds.36,37 Accordingly, 
minimum F0 was assumed to most likely be affected by differences in body size 
corresponding to laryngeal size. Maximum F0 is thought to be linked to neurological 
control that coordinates respiratory-phonatory activity, in addition to vocal fold size. 
There are several reports which tend to confirm that conditions involving neurological 
dysfunction/damage in infants result in an unusually high maximum F0.38-42 Therefore, if 
maximum F0 was found to significantly differ between neonates of various body sizes, 
while minimum F0 was fairly constant, it was assumed that mechanisms primarily related 
to nervous system functioning were involved.  
 

Statistical analysis 
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       In order to determine whether F0 differed according to body size, a series of one-way 
analysis of variance (ANOVA) tests were performed for the three fetal growth subgroups 
comprising each BI. The data for the significance testing were based on first averaging 
the F0 values of each infant’s individual cry utterances. An infant’s mean values were 
then averaged for the entire group of infants belonging to each BI sub-grouping.  Separate 
ANOVAs were performed for each acoustic measure (minimum, mean, maximum F0) for 
all three body size indices. In addition, ANOVAs were performed for each of the 
individual anthropometric features to determine whether they differed according to BI 
grouping. Instances when a significant result occurred were accompanied by follow-up 
paired t-tests or Mann-Whitney U tests, depending on distributional characteristics of the 
data. 

Results 
Anthropometric measures 
       The values for the various anthropometric measures, organized according to the three 
body size indices, are listed in Table 1. The calculated BI values established for the low, 
average, and high sub-groupings were found to differ significantly for each of the body 
size indices (p< .01).  Birth weight was also found to differ significantly across each sub-
grouping according to each BI (p<.05). Birth length differed significantly between the 
average and high sub-groups for both PI and BW/L groupings, and differed significantly 
between all three sub-groups for BW. Head circumference differed significantly between 
neonates in the three sub-groups for BW/L and for BW (p<.05), and differed between the 
low and high PI sub-groups. The significant differences in BI values were taken as 
confirmation that the fetal growth of the infants comprising each sub-grouping was 
sufficiently different to allow for examination of cry F0. 
 

 
F0 measures 
      The values for each F0 measure according to BI are listed in Table 2. The results for 
minimum F0 indicated a slight pattern of decreasing F0 as a function of increasing body 
size. However, ANOVA testing for minimum F0 indicated no significant difference 
across the low, average, and high sub-groupings for each body size index. The minimum 
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F0 data were reanalyzed upon removal of the SGA and LGA neonates, and resulted in 
similar ANOVA findings.  A pattern of decreasing F0 according to body size was also 
found for mean F0. Results of ANOVA testing for mean F0 closely paralleled those for 
minimum F0, with the exception of the BW index, whereby low BW neonates had a 
significantly higher mean F0 compared to high BW neonates (p<.05). The same results 
were obtained upon removal of the mean F0 results for SGA and LGA neonates. The 
most marked difference between neonates was in regard to maximum F0. For both BW/L 
and BW indices, neonates in the low group had a significantly higher F0 compared to the 
high group (p<.05). The maximum F0 of the high group was also significantly higher 
compared to the average group according to the BW index (p<.05). Similar overall results 
were obtained for maximum F0 when the results for the SGA and LGA neonates were 
removed from the data set.  
 
 

Discussion 
        In general, the anthropometric measures obtained for the neonates, organized 
according to the three body size indices were indicative of clear difference between the 
subgroups of children. Among the three BI measures, BW appeared to be the strongest 
indicator of growth differences across low, average, and high fetal growths. Birth length 
and head circumference were also found to clearly differ between all three fetal growth 
groups according to the BW index. While the PI and BW/L indices were useful in 
differentiating neonates according to body weight, they were less useful separating 
neonates according to birth length and head circumference. The conclusion that the BW 
index provided the best overall classification of body size supports the results of previous 
researchers, who have found the Rohrer PI to provide a less-than-ideal classification of 
growth symmetry compared to a simple ratio of body weight to body length.33, 43-46 Still, 
others have questioned whether the inclusion of any power of body length term (e.g., 
BW/L) improves in differentiating fetal growth compared to the use of birth weight 
alone.33 Our results are in good agreement with the suggestion that BW is sufficient for 
differentiating neonates of varying fetal growth. 
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       The F0 results obtained for the neonates according to PI indicated no statistical 
differences in any of the cry measures, although there was a noticeable trend towards 
decreasing F0 with increasing fetal growth. The present findings differ from Zeskind and 
Lester16 and Zeskind,24 who found low and high PI neonates to produce cries with a 
significantly higher F0 compared to neonates with an average PI. The researchers 
concluded that the F0 of cries may reflect the risk status of neonates with signs of retarded 
or accelerated fetal growth. A likely reason for the difference between the present study 
and these past studies concerns the fetal growth characteristics comprising the low and 
high PI groups. The mean PI values reported by Zeskind and Lester16 for their low and 
high subgroups were 2.05 and 3.07, respectively. The PI values of the present group of 
neonates in the low and high subgroups were 2.21 and 2.76 respectively. The PI 
categorization used by Zeskind and Lester16 (as well as Zeskind24) falls well outside the 
cut-off levels (PI <2.2 &  >3.0) recommended by Miller and Hassanein19 for acceptable 
fetal growth. There is considerable evidence to suggest that infants whose PI falls within 
the extreme ranges of fetal growth are likely to be at high risk of neuro-developmental 
deficits.47-49 Thus, one cannot rule-out the possibility that the high F0 demonstrated by 
infants in these earlier studies was indicative of existing neuro-developmental problems. 
Further evidence of this likelihood can be garnered by examining the F0 variability results 
reported by Zeskind and Lester16 and Zeskind.24 The standard deviation surrounding the 
mean and maximum F0 values for the low and high PI infants exceeded 200 Hz, and in 
some cases exceeded 600 Hz, which is the same order of magnitude as the mean F0 
values. The neonates investigated in our study were all healthy and selected on the basis 
of medical inclusion criteria of prenatal and postnatal development. None of the neonates 
showed signs of developmental disorder. As shown by the present results, healthy 
neonates of differential growth (according to PI) do not necessarily differ in regard to the 
F0 of their cries. If they do, the trend is toward a simple (inverse) relationship between F0 
and body size.  
      It is interesting to consider the F0 results in regard to the BW classification scheme. 
While the BW index appeared to provide the most sensitivity in differentiating various 
features of fetal growth, the index also provided the most sensitivity in regard to cry F0. 
Specifically, maximum F0 was found to differ significantly according to BW. Neonates of 
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high fetal growth produced cries that were significantly lower in maximum F0 compared 
to neonates of low and average fetal growth. While this finding appears to support the 
suggestion that body size has an influence on the F0 of neonatal crying, it is important to 
consider these results in comparison to those for minimum F0. Recall that minimum F0 
closely corresponds to the general size characteristics of the larynx.36,37 Therefore, 
minimum F0 was assumed to most likely be affected by differences in body size 
corresponding to laryngeal size. This was not the case in the present study. The effect of 
decreasing F0 with increasing body size was least robust for minimum F0.  Thus, the 
observed differences in maximum F0 between infants of differing fetal growth may be 
linked to processes of nervous system functioning, in addition to anatomical size. 
Furlow40 and others41,42,50,51 have inferred that crying maximum F0 is reflective of neuro-
physiological processes regulating vocal fold vibratory behavior. Accordingly, the large 
F0 differences observed across the neonates of differing fetal growth could indicate 
possible differences in nervous system activity controlling cry. That is, neonates of 
smaller body size may simply have experienced more stress during the crying episode 
compared to larger neonates. The increase in stress was reflected in their crying as a high 
maximum F0. 
       In summary, past cry studies have suggested that healthy, full term infants exhibit 
neuro-physiological control over cry F0, in spite of developmental changes in laryngeal 
growth.12-15 These studies are based on systematic examination of infants between the 
ages of two-weeks and 12-months of life. The present study was confined to the crying 
behavior demonstrated by neonates during the first week of life. Across the group of 
neonates, the relationship between body size and F0 was not strong, and therefore 
provides marginal support for the original prediction that F0 features of neonatal crying 
may be affected by physical size. Only upon consideration of the extreme range of 
crying, namely maximum F0, can neonates be clearly differentiated on the basis of body 
size. For now, we feel that F0 measures can be applied to the cries of full term neonates 
without running the risk of data misinterpretation resulting from body size differences. 
However, researchers who use cry F0 to examine infants of unusual body size (e.g., 
preterm, very low birth weight), should take caution, so as to avoid confusing simple 
growth influences on cry F0 from possible nervous system disturbances.  



                                                                                                   Cry F0 and body size   14 

   

 
 

Acknowledgement 
The anthropometric values were kindly provided by Volker Hesse, head of the paediatric 
clinic of the Krankenhaus Lichtenberg, teaching hospital of the Charité, Berlin. The data 
were collected within the framework of an ongoing long-term project. He provided 
resources and manpower for the recruitment of subjects. 



                                                                                                   Cry F0 and body size   15 

   

References 
 
 
1. Baken RJ, Orlikoff RF. Clinical Measurement of Speech and Voice. 2nd ed. San 

Diego, CA: Singular Publishing Group, Thompson Learning; 2000. 
2. Soltis J. The signal functions of early infant crying. Behav Brain Sci. 

2004;27:443-490. 
3. Titze I.  Principles of voice production. Englewood Cliffs, NJ:Prentice-Hall; 

1994. 
4. Oller DK.  The emergence of the speech capacity. London: Lawrence Erlbaum 

Associates; 2000. 
5. Kent RD.  Anatomical and neuromuscular maturation of the speech mechanism: 

Evidence from acoustic studies. J Speech Hear Res. 1976;19:421-447. 
6. Colton R, Steinschneider A, Black L, Gleason J. The newborn infant cry: Its 

potential implications for development and SIDS. In: Lester B, Boukydis C. eds. 
Infant crying: Theoretical and research perspectives. New York: Plenum Press; 
1985. 

7. Michelsson K. Cry analyses of symptomless low birth weight neonates and of 
asphyxiated newborn infants. Acta Paediatr Scand Suppl. 1971;216:9-45. 

8. Lester B. The organization of crying in the neonate. J PediatrPsychol.1978;3:122-
130. 

9. Lester B, Tronick E, LaGasse L, Seifer R, Bauer C, Shankaran S, Bada H., et al. 
The maternal lifestyle study: Effects of substance exposure during pregnancy on 
neurodevelopmental outcome in 1-month-old infants. Pediatr. 2002;110:1182-
1192. 

10. Rautava L, Lempinen A, Ojala S, Parkkola R, Rikalainen H, Lapinleimu H, et al. 
Acoustic quality of cry in very-low-birthweight infants at the age of 1 ½ years. 
Early Hum Dev. 2007;83:5-12. 

11. Boone D, McFarlane S, Von Berg S. The voice and voice therapy. 7th ed. Boston: 
Pearson; 2005. 



                                                                                                   Cry F0 and body size   16 

   

12. Wermke K, Mende W, Manfredi C, Bruscaglioni P. Developmental aspects of 
infant’s cry melody and formants. Med Eng Phys. 2002;24:501-514. 

13. Gilbert H, Robb M. Vocal fundamental frequency characteristics of infant hunger 
cries: Birth to 12 months. Int J Pediatr Otorhinolaryngol. 1996;34: 237-243. 

14. Lind K, Wermke K. Development of the vocal fundamental frequency of 
spontaneous cries during the first 3 months of life. Int J Pediatr Otorhinolaryngol. 
2002;64:97-104. 

15. Baeck H, de Souza M. Longitudinal study of the fundamental frequency of hunger 
cries along the first 6 months of healthy babies. J Voice. 2007;21: 551-559. 

16. Zeskind P, Lester B.  Analysis of cry features in newborns with differential fetal 
growth. Child Dev. 1981;52:207-212. 

17. Rohrer F. Der Index der Körperfülle als Maß des Ernährungszustandes. [Index of 
corpulence as a measure of nutritional status.] Münch Med Wschr. 1921;68:580-
582.  

18. Khoury M, Berg C, Calle E. The ponderal index in term newborn siblings. Am J 
Epidem. 1990:132:576-583. 

19. Miller HC, Hassanein K.  Diagnosis of impaired fetal growth in newborn infants. 
Pediatrics. 1971;48:511-522. 

20. Vik T, Vatten L, Jacobsen G, Bakketeig L. Prenatal growth in symmetric and 
asymmetric small-for-gestational-age infants. Early Hum Dev. 1997;48:167-176. 

21. Roje D, Ivo B,  Ivica T, Mirjana V, Vesna C,  Aljosa B, Marko V, Zoran M, 
Marko M,  Tomislav M.  Gestational age - the most important factor of neonatal 
ponderal index. Yonsei Med J., 2004;45:273-280.   

22. Landmann E, Reiss I, Misselwitz B, Gortner L. Ponderal index for discrimination 
between symmetric and asymmetric growth restriction: Percentiles for neonates 
from 30 weeks to 43 weeks gestation.  J Maternal-Fetal Neonatal Med. 
2006;19:157-160. 

23. Villar J, Belizan J. The timing factor in the pathophysiology of intrauterine 
growth retardation syndrome. Obstet Gynecol Surv. 1982;37:499-506. 

24. Zeskind P. Behavioral dimensions and cry sounds of infants of differential fetal 
growth. Infant Behav Dev. 1981;4:297-306. 



                                                                                                   Cry F0 and body size   17 

   

25. Brazelton T, Nugent J.  Neonatal Behavioral Assessment Scale. 3rd ed. Clinics in 
Developmental Medicine, No. 137, London: MacKeith Press; 1995. 

26. Krechel S, Bildner J. CRIES: a new neonatal postoperative pain measurement 
score: initial testing of validity and reliability. Paediatr Anesth. 1995;5:53-61.  

27. Lawrence J, Alcock D, McGrath P, Kay J, MacMurray S. The development of a 
tool to assess neonatal pain. Neonatal Network. 1993;12:59-66. 

28. Schade J, Joyce B, Gerkensmeyer J, Keck J. Comparison of three preverbal scales 
for postoperative pain assessment in a diverse pediatric sample. J Pain Sympt 
Manag. 1996;12:348-359.  

29. Hudson-Barr D, Capper-Michel B, Lambert S, Palmero T, Morbeto K, Lombardo 
S. Validation of the Pain Assessment in Neonates (PAIN) scale with the Neonatal 
Infant Pain Scale (NIPS). Neonatal Network. 2002;21:15-21. 

30. Cignacco E, Mueller R, Hamers J, Gessler P. Pain assessment in the neonate using 
the Bernese Pain Scale for Neonates. Early Human Dev. 2004;78:125-131. 

31. Schneider H, Schneider KTM. Intrauterine Wachstumsretardierung (IUWR), 
[Intrauterine Growth Retardation (IUGR)], Kap. 28, In: Schneider,H, Husslein P, 
Schneider KTM. eds. Geburtshilfe. Berlin:Springer-Verlag; 2004. 

32. Tsou Yau KI, Chang MH. Indices of body proportionality in neonates. Zhonghua 
Min Guo Xiao Er Ke Yi Xue Hui Za Zhi. 1993;34:98-104. 

33. Haggarty P, Campbell D, Bendomir A, Gray E, Abramovich D. Ponderal index is 
a poor predictor of in utero growth retardation. BJOG. 2004;111:113-119. 

34. Voigt M, Schneider KTM, Jährig K. Analyse des Geburtengutes des Jahrgangs 
1992 der Bundesrepublik Deutschland. [Analysis of a 1992 birth sample in 
Germany. 1: New percentile values of the body weight of newborn infants] 
Geburtshilfe Frauenheilkd. 1996;56:550-558. 

35. Lester B.  Spectrum analysis of the cry sound of well-nourished and malnourished 
infants. Child Dev. 1976;47:237-241. 

36. Ey E, Pfefferle D, Fischer J. Do age- and sex-related variations reflect body size 
in non-human primate vocalizations. Primates. 2007;48:253-267. 

37. Weeg M, Land B, Bass A. Vocal pathways modulate efferent neurons to the inner 
ear and lateral line. J Neurosci. 2005;25:5967-5974. 



                                                                                                   Cry F0 and body size   18 

   

38. Wasz-Hockert O, Mchelsson K, Lind J. Twenty-five years of Scandinavian cry 
research. In: Lester B, Boukydis C. eds. Infant crying: Theoretical and research 
perspectives. New York:Plenum Press; 1985. 

39. Lester B, Boukydis C.  Infant crying: Theoretical and research perspectives.  
New York: Plenum Press; 1985. 

40. Furlow F. Human neonatal cry as an honest signal of fitness. Evol Hum Behav. 
1997;18:175-193. 

41. Newman J. Crying in infants. In: Oski F, DeAngelis S, Feigin R, Mc Millan J, 
Warshow J. eds. Principles and Practice of Pediatrics. 2nd ed. Baltimore: 
Lippincott; 1994. 

42. Michelsson K, Michelsson O. Phonation in newborn infant cry. Int J Pediatr 
Otorhinolaryngol. 1999;49:297-301. 

43. Beck E, Bittl A, Koller S, Merkle E, Katalinic A, Jäger W, Lang N.  Erfassung der 
fetalen Retadierung mittels Ponderal Index und Gewichtsperzentilen. [Assessment 
of Fetal Retardation via Ponderal Index and Weight Percentiles.] Geburtsh 
Frauenheilk. 1999;5:62-69. 

44. Burkhardt T, Schäffer L, Zimmermann R, Kurmanavicius J. Newborn weight 
charts underestimate the incidence of low birthweight in preterm infants. Am J 
Obstet Gynecol. 2008;March:1-6. 

45. Voigt M, Friese K, Schneider K, Joch G, Hesse V. Kurzmitteilung zu den 
Perzentilwerten zu den Körpermaßen Neugeborener. [Short information about 
percentile values of body measures of new-born babies.] Geburtsh Frauenheilk. 
2002;62:274-276. 

46. Voigt M, Jährig K, Fusch C, Olbertz D, Schneider K, Krentz H.  Analyse des 
Neugeborenenkollektivs der Bundesrepublik Deutschland.[Analysis of the 
Neonatal Collective of the Federal Republic of Germany] Geburtsh Frauenheilk. 
2007;67:256-260. 

47. Kisilvesky B, Davies G. Auditory processing deficits in growth restricted fetuses 
affect later language development. Med Hypoth. 2007;68:620-628. 

48. Low J.  Prenatal growth and postnatal development. In: H. Kalter H. ed. Issues 
and reviews in teratology. New York: Plenum Press; 1994. 



                                                                                                   Cry F0 and body size   19 

   

49. Patterson R, Pouliot R. (1987), Neonatal morphometrics and perinatal outcome: 
Who is growth retarded? Am J Obstet Gynecol. 1987;157:691-693. 

50. Newman J. Infant crying and colic: What lies beneath. Behav Brain Sci. 
2004;27:470-471.  

51. Mende W, Wermke K, Schindler S, Wilzopolski K, Hoeck S. Variability of the 
cry melody and the melody spectrum as indicators for certain CNS disorders. 
Early Child Dev Care. 1990;65:95-107. 


