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A Study of Perception and Production of English Sibilants by Korean Learners of English

7 3 e

Hee-San Koo

ABSTRACT

The aim of this study was to identify pronunciation difficulties of Korean learners of English
in their articulation of English sibilants /&, 3, z/. Forty—five syllables were produced five times
by twelve college students. Test scores were measured from the score board made by FluSpeak,
a speech training software program, which was designed for English pronunciation practice and
improvement. Results show that 1) the subjects had lower scores in producing /3/ than /d&3/ and
/z/ from all positions, and 2) subjects had lower scores in inter-vocalic position than in pre-vocalic
position and in post-vocalic position when they produced /&/, /3/, and /z/. The results suggest
that on the whole Korean learners have much difficulty in producing /3/, and they also have more
auditory and articulatory problems in intervocalic than in the other positions when they produce
these sibilants.

Keywords: sibilants, Koreans’ English pronunciation, intervocalic, articulation
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a2 Ak AR, A A5 /7, /3, /B TN FHA GotEAEe] Jojdoiwl
S0z e B3-S E3 wdt gl b oy e oW AL =AM, 4 54

= 5 B pre-vocalic), E& F(post-vocalic), 25 ZH(inter-vocalic)ell
upe} DA do| =7t GEfA=rF? B AT ATe ol wSS e JojuAtEelA Hu
A5 2 3ogE A

2. 9o AFFY 54

Gol g AANA ABeE AWHOD WHEE /5, 7, [, 5/ HES /f, §/F TFste] o]
A Aol Ao 224, £FH a3 P44 5YS Avnd et g

d A7 RS Jz/5 BT W 719 gFo] A & AlelelA] FAH = At uhet
37} &el7hs ol thsith Ui e AH X4 Atolol A ¢EHS FAS AT ojH
A Adat A7 Atolol A &S FAE ek & 3 2/ & BT W THE 8] TYe
2 37 BERE & FAIIE ST A 9], 1998:72).

8 BTN AR w2 3/ B Jz/ B o WA Akt T EEol & A7 A
o el k3 o FHZFolA FAEY, TG Fol /Bt o 9 YA wE X At e
T o] HH, go] oy ghom b el g ¥ th(Hardcastle & Laver, 1997:613;

22 %4 2 37H 54

AREE 3 FATAN A2 FILF FEAA DGR 4§ RA 0 A AALE A
%, SUA SR S AR S WA A A, ARIRE 5, SE A A

WE ufZ &N E 1 912 7sta §A JWX% vepdth ela A XA B ehEE /),
3/ mhEuE A3 TUE vh2 A7bA] WAl ZdA B A veRd DM 2| A /s, z/ H 4,000Hz
FRA Ha = Fuo A oux 7t JEAh XAF2E /L, 3, &, /5 A AFel nFus
el A 7 7] g F o w2 oA A E = b= 3500 Hzol 54 Foh di9 &S P43
W, B s 6,500 Hzoll A 4 T3kt & 844 $vh(Singh & Singh, 1976:71; Olive 9], 1993:182).
olgfet 2t F o] nFgule] HFH FFA YA HAAH R S xert B s dEY
ojt}. ThAl wal| 919} oo o] Atole] F& BE& BalA VIV wpEAS Yo wrEox 7] Wi
of 2 Fol =i A3t “H” 27t HEAA= AoltH(Borden 9, 1994:123).
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3. Methods
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34 A% AA

SRR AE ARE ol ghol Al 1 ¥ BHTEG} 2AERIPLS WU B A%
S A, A 2 % WA B AR Solzk goleln Weg RaAR Aol wE AYAE
45 el Folml $A)E 5 84 En S Stk BHE W) Wrhs wye] BubAulx
2 7] vhol e et 9894 nadel Brh A56E 10 4 wE00 B /S
Su% stk a2 9 Amis ANOVA 57 Azglow Aelstel B, A3, 2 AFaZS
A A EHe T,

E L4 540 4 94X Hads 2 1At
Variables _v V_ V_V Total Total
A& Mean SD. Mean SD. Mean SD. N Mean S.D.
/d3/ 5.8 16 45 1.6 4.7 1.9 60 5.0 1.8
/3/ 4.7 2.1 49 2.1 4.0 2.5 60 45 2.3
/z/ 6.5 1.6 o1 1.7 5.0 2.1 60 56 1.9
Total 5.7 19 49 1.8 4.6 2.2 180 5.0 2.0

<E >3 <a¥ 1>olA BojFEZo] AA HHFL 5009, /z/7F 56, /&/7F 50, 283 /3/7}
452 YEGTh S 2 o eAE AEUR 2/, /K, /el S 7 RS EAE e
ololA /z3/ Aol 7P oy O thFo] /dz/o & UEth Al §4 TeAME 7/ B4l AT
= Az Hfag 4 g

Zh Sa7F Aol whet A o] dol =Tt of B A vEhEAE Golr W, <2¥ 2-a>olA &
AFel _V XA Jjz/e) B AEHFIE 65013, 1 thgo] /B/E 5801H, 7Y 2 A
/3/9] ATt} Yol dEol HBR /3/ /&, /2/ w0l Hol, /3/7F /M wAEIIVE olH 1
5ol /oI, /z/= ol Al FolA F 4% Holghal & ¢ vk

<Y 2-b>E V_ YAeA |
I ool /3/2 490, M e A
L Vo SR A = /Ay B0l 7 o |

I~

T
L
L

LI

L, /z/ BAgo] oFZk A& Ao R Helth
a3l <Y 2-c>E V_VHARAA HEEFEE BoFu vt /M =2 2L /z/2 50011,
o= eME /3, /&, /2 &2 e

T ggol /R 47013, A RS AL /3/
V_V 1A X = /3/ %o] A% g3, 1
<Y 3> A A AHER A ] A
A A A ERE A6 7 oE e 9
£AE dolR® _VE 5701, 7 te V_ YA7} 490]3, V_V X7} 468 7 wr) o)

=

EAE V.V AN A o3, 1 theo] V_ 1A, Ve RelA okt A& Ao
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df F Eta® p
A 2 13.7 .09 .00=
&4 2 17.0 .08 .00
YA * SA4 4 3.7 28 01
Error 531 (3.7
Zogte] Fx&= 249 Hir 253 *p<.05

<HE 2> ANOVA A% A3tz Al 7b 1283} Al 74H g2 7ol WEee nelFi 3
QU BE folv] @ Ao vehh F, AAWE Aolvk gom, $aMRE Fol7k gk Ao
2 vtk & 9S4 el E frelud Aolsh g Ao vk,
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¥ 3 &4 =71 719 Tukey AHSAS
Comparison Mean Difference Standard Error p
/&l vs. /3] 05 0.2 03*
/3] vs. /z/ -1.1 0.2 .00*
/&g vs. /z/ -0.5 0.2 02%
*p<.05

<E 3> 74 A e sk =dE el ek ko] Fon @ Aelrh SheA HEEH] SlE
A o
=

Turkey AF3AZS AAIZ Zlog 7

¥ 4. 1A 7+9] Tukey A3 S

Comparison Mean Difference Standard Error p
-V vs. V- 0.8 0.2 00*
V- vs. V-V 0.3 0.2 34
-V vs. V-V 1.1 0.2 00*

*p<.05

N

A A7) A SAA e

GE 4> ke 2ds el g ke {om@k Apelrh Sl
V ol V_V zbel= fojugh Aolzt flot, Vo o

»—IZ‘ A
Tukey A% #HZ3 Az _V of V- 343}
V_V ztoll= Fom 3k 2pol7} Holx| gkgkt),

<
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