vl de ol

HX Mol o

o2

=
=1 (=] L |

A=*

L K EEEL

Analysis of Lexical Effect on Spoken Word Recognition Test
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Abstract

The aim of this paper was to analyze the lexical
effects on spoken word recognition of Korean
monosyllabic word. The lexical factors chosen in
this paper was frequency, density and lexical
familiarity of words. Result of the analysis was as
follows; frequency was the significant factor to
predict  spoken word  recognition score of
monosyllabic word. The other factors were not
significant. This result suggest that word frequency
should be considered in speech perception test.
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