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Positive and negative transfer of first language in producing second language
- Focusing on Japanese learners of Korean -
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Abstract

The purpose of this study is to investigate the effect of Japanese(LL1) on the production of Korean accentual phrases(L2).
Korean and Japanese have a similar prosodic structure. But different from Korean, Japanese is a pitch accent language. So
each word has its own pitch accent. And pitch accents are maintained in the sentence intonation. This difference will have
a negative influence on the production of Korean sentence intonation. For this study 4 Korean natives speakers and 10
advanced Japanese learners of Korean participated in the production test. The material analysed constituted 11 Korean
sentences, six of which contain formally identical Sino-Korean and Sino-Japanese words. The results show that the initial
pitch pattern of Korean accentual phrases was affected by Japanese pitch accent types and this interference was greater for
formally identical Sino-Korean and Sino-Japanese words. But besides initial tones of accentual phrase, some positive
interference was observed in the internal tonal pattern of accentual phrase. In the phonetic realization, the internal pitch
range and initial pitch rising of accentual phrases was greater for Japanese learners of Korean than native speakers of
Korean.

Keywords: accentual phrase, positive transfer, negative transfer, pitch accent, interference.
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Figure 1. Pitch contour of Japanese pitch accent.
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Figure 2. Pitch contour of target accentual phrase: KS

~ L\\,/M e 5
a9 3. 24 A THERE2) TA=4: KS
Figure 3. Pitch contour of target accentual phrase: KS

TR
34, T3 ZAF(EA27h ) T X4 KS
Figure 4. Pitch contour of target accentual phrase: KS

NEEE S

HHLL LH%

BT ol 3718 A2 AR dollE UEUA] g A4 ad

Yune, Youngsook / Phonetics and Speech Sciences Vol.8 No.4 (2016) 71-78 75



I3 5. F2 AT b IAFA: TS
Figure 5. Pitch contour of target accentual phrase: JS
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