2ol $ A wate] A Aol YA
%+ A (Silent pause)®] g3

}_8:] Al

o=

Laboratoire Parole et Langage CNRS UMR 6057
Université de Provence, Aix en Provence
{hyongsil.cho@lpl.univ-aix.fr}

Abstract

This paper discusses the importance of silent pauses
in the perception of prosodic boundaries in Korean
speech. It 1s suggested that in speech in general, and
in particular in spontaneous speech, silent pauses are
neither necessary nor sufficient for the perception of
prosodic boundaries. In read speech, however, there
is a high correlation between the presence of a pause
and the perception of a boundary. An experiment was
carried out to determine whether removing the silent
boundary from an extract of speech had a significant
effect on the perception of boundaries in Korean read
speech. Results suggest that while the presence of a
silent boundary slightly reinforces the perception of a
prosodic boundary, subjects are in general capable of
perceiving the boundary without the silent pause.
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PVR 0,229| 0,145 t0 0,312 (significant)
PVvN 0,795| 0,723 to0 0,868 (significant)
RVvN 0,567 | 0,494 t0 0,639 (significant)
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