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Prosodic aspects of structural ambiguous sentences in Korean produced

by Japanese intermediate Korean learners.

)
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Yune, YoungSook

ABSTRACT

The aim of this study is to investigate the prosodic aspects of structural ambiguous sentences in Korean produced by

Japanese Korean learners and the influence of their first language prosody. Previous studies reported that structural ambiguous

sentences in Korean are different especially in prosodic phrasing. So we examined whether Japanese Korean leaners can also

distinguish, in production, between two types of structural ambiguous sentences on the basis of prosodic features. For this

purpose 4 Korean native speakers and 8 Japanese Korean learners participated in the production test. Analysis materials are 6

sentences where a relative clause modify either NP1 or NP1+NP2. The results show that Korean native speakers produced

ambiguous sentences by different prosodic structure depending on their semantic and syntactic structure (left branching or

right branching sentence). Japanese speakers also show distinct prosodic structure for two types of ambiguous sentences in

most cases, but they have more errors in producing left branching sentences than right branching sentences. In addition to

that, interference of Japanese pitch accent in the production of Korean ambiguous sentences was observed.

Keywords: Japanese Korean leamers, structural ambiguity, right branching sentence, left branching sentence. prosodic phrasing.
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HL%, LHL%, HLH%, HLHL%, LHLH%, LHLHL% 5 97§ A
Z3o] §)al(Jun, 2000) ¥Eo= H%, LH%, (L)HL%S 3719
T ol P AANEE B

Azgo] Ath(Venditti, 2005). F
frAHg o] Bk weba dEojo A

Apololl = w-skal FEld

ol PETH AP AANA T A 28T A= A%

& 9k
Bo] 72A F
&7 AARZ WS

BARE 3 EASE

APZA A KSE HE A3 &

A &

R4 T BARE AE F

Table 4. Realization of prosodic phrases boundary tones

o] ] AA| wslell A KSoF JSO &
¥ ApeolE AW E7] A3 AP P9
40 AANHAF. 5

b 6LI%E LE AAT

KS IS

L 60(37.3%) 164(67.5%)

AP H 101(62.7%) 79(32.5%)
& A 161 243

L% - 42.3%)

H% 36(52.2%) 19(10.7%)

P LH% - 58(32.6%)

HL% 28(40.6%) 72(40.4%)

LHL% 5(7.2%) 25(14.0%)
& A 69 178
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373%KETE E=rh 7 4§k JSe] A9 LE AdE" AUt <
67.5%% HE A3H 32.5%Kct 4314 Yebgo
IPﬁﬂH 45, KSellMe 2B H%(52.2%)7F WH

EUE HL%(40.4%), LHL%(14%) BTt 2434 —?r—fi—
TE Holzd IS Ag 2EFAA H%(10.7%)4+ LH%
(32.6%) = 23l= OTPJ:} YWEI3He 2 b= HL%(40.4%),
LHL%(14%)% A3d" A97t o 52 ¥YEE Bttt 4344
o2 EE&T AAE KS«I AL o8I oR JSY AL Ud
TH0E IANE HE 6 2 AL & F o APAHA
A maole gEke BET 4 ok

e
O
HU

r_.

B AoAs AA SAEstelA KSoF IS7) 2aEket T4
B2ro] RCSF NP1, NP2/} o &3 E2 Adsy L9 &
£ Ao/} oWl okabo 7 e} gx 2] HES Ed
A RgiT) dhrois}l Yio] LAY TP 2 Aol ¥
A ES] EA| o Folth F|AHAE Aofd]l d&ol= TX|¢}
AE F7ol meh &7 A ee] AAHm A2HHQ 2
= fdnh JE(EE)] AATE ofFe) wx oAl
E 7ol wel HL L% & H- L% 422 Adssd ¥
]

A M EM*L)7t E3E z}xﬂ%—b— A 2 WA Ae HE
o] SHIEE W= weto] £ REoA A&tEE 243 Fo &
7o) YERATH Venditti, 2005).
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1% 10, YRojo] HHIE Hol(9m)e} WX eHIE
(2 2E) 9] I X4 (Venditti, 2005, 173%)
Picture 10. Pitch contours of unaccented(left) and

accented(right) word in Japanese(Venditti, 2005, p. 173)

Ueolsl AR} ¥4 okst AR} Fok

r_u

s o}ﬂ" EOIE AT

KS9} JS7F #slet Zo)d £49] RCY NP1, NP2 /4%
AE e BEA3) 98] RCSF NPI, NP29] whx|et AA|S
AL A g SA9] Fxolet 2 BA] Hi %09

ot 95

21015 l/dtone o2 33t FHFS FeRh KSeoF ISy &
3gk AEA B4 82 £49 RC, NP1, NP29] B4 &%
a8 113} 1290 AAEJ

o=

Qt RC NP1 NP2

Y 1. #HEA B B AAFA
Picture 11 Pitch contours of left branching sentences

Qt RC NP1 NP2

a9 12, $EA

w4 B 9434

Picture 12. Pitch contours of right branching sentences

-4 KS9} 1S7F A4S RC, NP1, NP29| I X]FAo)A ¢
A 4] NP1& AlQstd 2t &9 Fej7t Akl vEr
He g otk & 7 2 Ao E 7 UelY F oA &
oA Hi SEol7t AAHM olF AA & SH7A o]
Ae A 574 FEE F Aok 2Hy FZAdA s E Aol

7} YEbdth KS7F w3lkst 99 ES Hugo] AdsEe F
A 2AdA HAHo| AP AA & SA7A vwF &
Tt W3S HolA Tk JSY &8T5 HuHo| dEle F
HA £ARE AA & SA7A WS JHeEA sk
ot olEe I FEA EAY SEA %9 RC, NP,
NPZO}WE SYsH Yehed g0l FXQET} Rt
ol FX|FA FARE FElE Bog mare] mx]9t
*ﬂEﬂ Aojd Aoz #Adgd & 9ok
KS$} ISollA #EE+E RC, NP1, NP29) % 27} H9jv]

A thEA AuRr] 98] RC, NP1, NP22| HIH(F WA
s AZHCA @ S el AHQE TE F =

3) 87 AA% RCY BELEoldld HA SAe AAY &
Aol ohd 1 24 gAeltt. ol 7842 74 RCAA
AA o] AARRE A WAl £Ho) AAHE A7t W
Wel e] dEeld A7 ¢ SAsel At HE 1Q



= 5o ANHREE A
¥ & Qo 2 E ATE AR
H SAE e sha Aol e HTEL o] el
ggoms Avte] Yukshs wFF oo} & Zlolth

X 5. &F0] Aold| g FAEA
Table 5. Results of statistic analysis on pitch range.

HEA 7=

RC t= -4.801, df=178, p=.000
NP1 t= -8.791, df=178, p=.000
NP2 t= -6.531, df=178, p=.000

$8A 72
t= -6.922, df=178, p=.000
t= -14.220, df=178, p=.000
t= -4.162, df=178, p=.000

4. AE

B dAFolMe I8 TF AFofsgAEe o] 7=
Z Fol4 B U= E Aty HxFAe HuHS
A Fo4 B #olA YehbE Bao] &89 Aol
PdS AT EYT

4 An d=lgAse HEA 24 5AE- A ¢
AL NI E&TRE LIBIAAT $FEA EFLS RC,
NP1, NP2 7t & $AVF AYEA g THAAR #3lst=
7o) Al Uelgth dEAstGAE] A HEA| 9} ¢
B2 24 25 BAbou] F2E &7 Fd wgshs Aol
TRAAZ delshe AFRT =4 eyt & #HEX 9 ¢
A ZAA oF 35%] AT FHAAR U EHA=
STRAAZ w3te Bo] $EA L2E AAHE AT U
ong ARHo R FHEA EFA dUFHoR & 277}
B0 = ﬂ%fﬁg} °‘i°1h T3 294 EZ T4 3

4 Aoln

oo} thEo] F=ol To B4 WA BEof 289
A= AL o AT RC2H NP NP29 J|A| I E
7b FEel e E SFo HAHAYD ATt AgT
AR ZE AHAIME d=oishate e ol HEH U

oled FAAIE LEATdFAE F=o] 72 oA
o] W3 ST oFf ¢S ekl Fems T2
o B4 wolA Aol & 847t BolUA FET
F A ok FolEg FAR WIS felie LA} ¢
A 23 ouigk LEFEHE AATIE ol dasn

nRkol it} whebA RCO &3-2 KSe FU3H RCO =
A S BA o S A A= ZA s

o
s
o
o
D
0x
&J

et M7& M3 (2015)

g fo) RS o S £ e
= el Aol 2o A, A8 5% ge ne W
Soje] 45AE D HeAHge] e BAjo] olfolx)
A gk wehd E AT AnE QuEslds Felr)
= F4 A7E 5ol ne Holof & oItk
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