1.
(G bl
cat), ‘£ (¢ > knit),
¢/ cu
(¢ > gag vs. ¢ 7 book) ( , H. Yoo 1996, P. Lee
1998), ([+coronal]) (¢ > set vs. 7
cup)( 1996, H. Kang 1996, P. Lee 1998, 2000),
¢ > make vs. ¢’ cook)( , Hirano, H.
Yoo 1996, P. Lee 1998), 1 (¢ > shock
vs. > technic)(Hirano 1994, 2000),
(released) (‘mat’[met"] vs. Pepsi [pepsi] )(H.
Kang 1996, 1996, 1999)

( )

Jun, Eun. 2002. An Experimental study of the effect of release of English
syllable final stops on vowel epenthesis in English loanwords. Studies in
Phonetics, Phonology and Morphology 8.1. 117-134. A list of 85 nonce words was
designed with 62 words presented in oral forms and 23 words in written forms to
examine the relationship between English syllable final stops and vowel epenthesis
in their Korean loanwords. The following factors were considered: release of stops,
channel (i.e. written forms or oral forms), stress of the syllable, tenseness of the
preceding vowels, type of the tense vowels, voice and place of the stops, and the
total number of the syllables of the adopted words. Questionnaires were submitted
to about 260 college students and the results were statistically analyzed. Although
all the investigated factors turned out to be statistically significant, the percentage
of vowel insertion in the released stops of oral forms and in the stops of the written
forms was very high, compared to those of other factors. Considering that syllable
final stops of the written forms are perceived as the released stops by Korean
speakers, the release of English coda stops is one of the most important factors in
vowel epenthesis in Korean loanwords. (Kunsan National University)

Keywords: release of syllable final stops, vowel epenthesis, loanwords

(2001) 400
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40 VA
( 2001:168).
2001:168).
H. Kang(1996), (1996), (1999)

(1999)

'1 p’ t’ k ¢ ’9
o, (H. Kang
1996, 1996, 1999).

! ( 2000, 2000,
1999).

banana [ ]

massage [ 1

ticket [ ]

amateur [ 1

calorie [ ]
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2.
260
(1) '
)] ( )
- 3
( .)
(2)
() ( )
?
?
b ? - B}
([+coronal]) ([-coro.nal])
t/d k/g .
park
r . r
r r
+r 2

: r Yoo(1996)
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E

f:/, ha:/, leil, lou/, /ai/, /oi/ 6
3) 23
(3) zet, zed, zek, zeg,
zait, zaid, zaik, zaig,
zark, zork, zeik, zook,
zeak, zoik, zouk
mozet, mozed, mozek, mozeg,
emozet, emozed, emozek, emozeg,
(3)
2
@) 62
@ zetec],  (zedVizaid’),  [zeK")[zeK],  [zeg")lzeg)
[zait")/[zait"],  [zaid"]/[zaid"], [za 1kh] [zaik'], [zaig"][zaig'],
[zark"[zark™],  [zork")/[zork’], [zeik")/[zeik'], [zu:k"}/[zu:k’],
[zik")/[zi:k],  [zoik")/[zoik’], [zouk™]/[zouk’]
[mbzet"]/[mdzet], [mozét"]/[mozét’]
[mbzed"])/[mdzed ], [mozéd"])/[mozéd ]
[mbzek"])/[mdzek ], [mozék"])/[mozék ]
[mdzeg"]/[mdzeg], [mozég"]/[mozég’]
[émbzet"]/[emozet ], [emozét"]/[emozét’]
[émozed"]/[emozed ], [emozéd"]/[emozéd’]
[émozek"]/[emozekT], [emozék™]/[emozék]
[émozeg"]/[emozeg ], [emozég"]/[emozég’]
85 260
2 2 1
Lee(1995) (1996) . Hirano(1994) cutter
r park r ‘art’
’ ¢ ? r
. Hirano r *Margin-R
Hirano
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SPSS(Statistical Package for Social Science) for
Windows version 10 .

3.
3.1. «( /)
3 / , / i
1
0
< 1>
< 1> /
/
15177 .5709
5165 7764
ghs HA}
( 1) / 3
t-
(p<.001). 0.78

0.57
80%

3.2 /
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< 2>
< 2> /
/
7605 .8813
7572 2591
1 0-88
0.8
0.6
0.4 0.25
O I
ot 2o
( 2) /
t-
(p<.001).
0.88
0.26
0.57 0.5
3.3.
2 Br
< 3> 4
3>

6387 .6930
2944 6162
R 1224 7402

(F(2, 10552)=35.960.
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p<.001). Tukey p<.05 , , T
{ §o 4 po {r
b3
< 4> ) Tukey
=.05
1 2 3
2944 .6162
6837 .6930
r 1224 7402
1
0.74
0.8 0-69 0.60
0.6 —
0.4 —
0.2 —
0
=22 FAESInE |22 S
( 3)(
r
LT
Lee (1995), (1996),
Hirano(1994) r
+r
< 5> )
4419 .6144
1960 .5740
R 979 .6823
(F(2, 7355)=15.135 p<.001).
Tukey { , b Ar H

p<.05
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< 6>(
1968 .8638
984 .7002
246 .9923
(F(2, 5162)=85.350 p<.001).
Tukey p<.05 { b PoAr }
A b poAr P33
9 9 r
T
100%
1.2
’
0.8 or=2s
0.6 BZIEES
0.4 — o2tz e
0.2 —
0
| g HX}
4)
34. /
< 7>( )
8076 6565
12266 6010
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(p<.01).
0.66 0.6

0.8
0.6
0.4
0.2

) /
/
< 8>
< & ( )
/
6108 .5845 p<.001
9069 5617
1968 .8801 p<.01
3198 7117
t- /

( p<.001,
p<.01).

4o o
0x 0z

| Ees H A}
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3.5. /
/
< o>
< 9> /
/
3918 .5472
3901 5158
/ t-
(p<.01).
0.55 0.52
1
0.8 0.55
0.6 : 0.52
0.4
0.2
0
PALIE ZM 2
( 7) /
3.6.
1 , 2 , 3
< 10>
< 10>( )
1 10555 .6770
2 4891 .5835
r 4896 .5462
(F(2, 20339)=33.669,
p<.001). Tukey p<.05 1 , , 3
; {r niz L 3
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< 11> Tukey
=.05
1 2 3
3 4896 .5462
2 4891 5835
1 10555 .6770
1
0.8 0-68
0.58
0.6 0.55
0.4
0.2
0
123 2= 353
8)
1 R 2 , 3
< 12> (
1 7358 6127
2 3907 5516
3 3912 S115
(F(2, 15174)=55.774 p<.001). Tukey
p<.05 {r {2 L{$ 3}
< 13>
1 3198 .8243
2 984 7104
3 984 .6839
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(F(2, 5162)=54.399 p<.001). Tukey

p<.05 1 ({1 1, 2
3 2 .3 P .
1
1
0.8 oOi12=
0.6 .2;;{
0.4 O3S %
0.2
0
A Ele=) E=PN;
( 9) - ’ s
3.7.
i/, lou/, /oi/, /ai/, leil, lu:/
< 14>
< 14>
I 985 5574
ei 736 7446
u: 493 9574
ou 492 .6280
ai 2941 6977
oi 740 .6703
(F(5, 6381)=46.512 p<.001). Tukey p<.05

{i:}, {ou, oi}, {ai, ei}, {u:} 4
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15> Tukey
=.05
1 2 3 4

i: 985 .5574

ou 492 .6280

oi 740 .6703

al 2941 .6977

el 736 7446

u 493 9574
15> /iz/ 0.56

/- 0.98 1

Jow/, foi/, /ail, e/
fa:/ i/

( 10)
3.8.

. k, g

t,d .

16> )

td 5868 0.5285
d p<.001
kg 9309 0.5976
t,d 1968 0.7922 05
kg 3198 0.7658 p=
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0.8
0.6 dt/d
0.4 Bk/g
0.2
0
HMil  we  m=m
< 17>( )
td 1959 0.5748
| p<.001
kg 5399 0.6264
) td 1958 0.5393
kg 1949 0.5639
td 1991 0.4710
3 d p<.001
K g 1961 0.5518
t, d ,
3
< 18> ( /
d 083 0.5992
<
. t 976 0.5502 p<05
o 737 0.6594
k 4662 0.6212 p<05
d 1223 0.6443
5 T 735 0.3646 p=001
o 970 0.5619
K 979 0.5659
] 1218 0.5230
3 i 733 0.3847 p<001
o 977 0.5374
K 084 0.5661
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1 d g t, k
2 3 t Tk
Q  :/d 064, [t 036). /
< 19>
td 2041 0.8592
kg 4664 0.8952 p=.001
td 2007 0.1961
kg 4645 0.2983 p=.001
t d
td
< 200( )
1 td 084 0.8425
ko 214 0.8162
td 492 0.7459
2 kg 492 0.6748 p=01
t.d 492 0.7378
3 ko 492 0.6301 p=001
t,
< 2s( ) /
d 492 0.0878
| ¢ 492 0.6972 p=.001
g 492 0.8455
K 1722 0.8078 p<03
d 246 0.9593
5 i 246 05325 p<-001
o 246 0.7561
K 246 0.5935 p<-001
d 246 0.9390
; ¢ 246 0.5366 p=.001
g 246 0.7195 =001
k 246 0.5407




< 21> ,
d 2
1
g 1
K 1
t k t d
t 13 b
’d (3 b
4.
A
5 / 5 / 5 /9 )
( 88%, 26%),
C  57% 77%)
Cc  74%, 69%, 62%), a
68%, 2 58%, 3 54%), ( 66%,  60%)
( 55%,
52%).
( ik g5%% t,d53%,  :k g76%, t d79%).r
T +r
f:/ u:/
(fiz/ 56% /u:/ 96%).
;o ;o
, (
61%, 57%, 86%, 70%), (
58%, 56%, 88%, 77%), 1 23
1 61%2  55%3 5%, -1 82%2  71%,3
68%)
C 7 )

‘gag
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