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Kim, Sung-A. 2008. Hypotheses on the Timing of Tonal Targets
Revisited: in Relation to Pitch Accent Timing. 7The Linguistic
Association of Korea Journal, 16(4), 43-61. This paper addresses the issue
of two hypotheses on the timing or alignment of tonal targets: colleague
interaction hypothesis and segment anchoring hypothesis. The first predicts
that tonal targets may align with respect to one another. The second
assumes that tonal targets may have a constant temporal co—ordination with
segmental strings. After reviewing the two hypotheses presented in the
literature, an experiment was conducted in order to systematically examine
the two hypotheses. The target language was Hamkyeong Korean, a pitch
accent language in Korea. In the experiment, the left-hand environment of
H* was manipulated by systematically increasing the number of pre Hsx
syllables and 2 native speakers of Hamkyeong Korean were asked to
naturally read the experimental sentences. Experimental results revealed that
the FO contour was quasi-flat and the FO did not interpolate toward the
following H=* unlike the predictions born out of colleague interaction
hypotheses. In addition, FO rise turned out to be constantly timed with the
onset of H* bearing syllable in Hamkyeong Korean. This provides evidence
supporting segment anchoring hypothesis.

F Aol (Key Words): pitch accent timing, colleague interaction hypothesis,
segment anchoring hypothesis, Hamkyeong Korean
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(tone stability)o] ZEEWA Az} ¥z AAE 2 2EPLE
(suprasegmentals)©] EALoA =A< o] 947 7IFER0 & Ao
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Az g BE A (alignment of tonal targets)el 3t d+=
olgt #ARE Ml T AT EofelA FAH ST A WA &
Pierrehumbert(1980)°] 7]z 34 ToBl(Beckman & Ayers, 1997, Beckman
& Hirschberg, 1997) 2 @A A %32 £ (Intonational Phonology)elt. <3
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Zojut od A9uz WA AHEE Ve &7
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Hxo} L+H*9| o] 7 ¥ HAE {3Ho FR2 9
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upebA Az Az Al A iz =
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FO rise-segment
alignment

Languages Accent/tone type

Greek (Arvaniti et al, 1995)
Dutch (Ladd et al, 2000)

Northern German
(Atterer & Ladd, 2004)

Mandarin (Xu, 1998, 1999)
Spanish (Prieto et al, 2007)

Prenuclear rising

Prenuclear rising
Prenuclear rising

Rising tone
Prenuclear rising

Onset of accented syll
Onset of accented syll

Onset of accented syll

Tone-bearing vowel
Accented vowel
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