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Diachronic change in pitch accent and the realization patterns of
sentence temporal structure in the Southern Gyeongsang dialect”

Youngsook Yune**

College of Creative Convergence Studies, Kyungnam University, Changwon, Korea

Abstract

This study examines how the recent weakening of the lexical pitch accent in the Southern Gyeongsang dialect influences
the temporal structure of sentences, focusing on inter-generational differences. For this purpose, ten sentences, each
containing one of five lexical items whose meaning is distinguished by pitch accent in the dialect, were used as analysis
data. A total of 20 speakers (10 male and 10 female) across two age groups-20s (mean age: 20.7) and 50s-60s (mean age:
56.7)-participated in the phonological and phonetic experiment. For the phonological analysis, the lexical pitch accent
patterns of the target words were investigated, and for the phonetic analysis, acoustic metrics such as %L (rate of target
word duration), VarcoS, and nPVI S were measured. Contrasting HH and LH patterns were observed in the older
generation depending on the meaning of the minimal pairs, and clear differences were also found in the values of %L,
VarcoS, and nPVI_S. Conversely, among the younger generation, no pitch accent contrast or sentential temporal structure
contrast was observed. However, the younger generation's L tone height of the first syllable of each minimal pair differed
significantly according to their meaning. Even though this difference does not correlate with a temporal structure contrast,
it seems to imply some perceptual distinction. Therefore, although this finding should be supplemented by subsequent
perceptual experiments, the pitch accent contrast in the younger generation can be considered to be at the near-merger
stage.

Keywords: lexical pitch accent, temporal structure, diachronic changes, weakening of lexical tone, Southern Gyeongsang
dialect, near merger
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off F-ol=] a1 o] et o] 3] e BT FA =7 At
o] oeke] 1 FE7t AlghA] o]kl ghrk(Lee, 1993).

AR T A Ax AAIE ARshs #Rls
7] TFE Alzto] EAfgT slubs o] W1e o) Az AlA
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olar thE shs AX(L)9F 1xH)C] 7 /RS o3 Ax=
71k dadolth e A5 A4 % e el gk Al-A A
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Table 1. Minimal pairs for analysis

1 ©1 3] 2 o 9]

©]AHHL] moving O] AHLH] director

< 7][HL] smoke 1 7][LH] acting

31 Z[HH] struggle LA [LH] classic

-ZHHL] father-son F-ZHLH] rich man

B2 [LH]
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5 YeRdth A7) = HLR! - ‘smoke’ =, LHZE WH3}%]H
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Table 3. Distribution of tone types

YG 0G
o] 4 |_moving[HLI_|LH(7). HLG3) LH(6), HH(4)
director[LH]_|LH(8), HH(2) LH(10)
1) |_smoke[HL]_[HL(10) HL(8), HH(2)
“"'| acting [LH] [LH(4).HH(3), HL(3) [LH(10)
o | strugelelHH] [LH(S). HLG), HHQ) HH(6). HLA)LLHG)
| classic [LH] |LH(S). HH(S) LH(8), HHQ)
1, | ather-son[HL] [LH(7), HH(2). HL(1) [HH(7).HL(2). LH(1)
7| tich man[LH] [LH(6), HH(4) LH(10)
g |__sand[HL] _|LH(7), HH(2), HL(1) |HH(8).HL(1), LH(1)
we | ey after | ILHO), HH(D) LH(10)
21 o1 %] A x0] EA F2 Al 2k A 7 Ate] =
A 2 Ghek TANAAE A g 2 v wE W
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O3E B8 sds LR UEE AR 1 o3} 2
3 ol Ao ES & ATh 1T A3 LR 3

T 9.46 Q1(3.27), 2 213 8] H+ L k2 7.22 Qt(2.45)
HE HL P o7 Wale ook & o] 3] 5o] LHE &

shel 49 A 54 L 9ol LH7F ol | o359 3 4Rt
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Table 4. Durational rate of target words

o] 1 ]3] o] 27 o1 3
YG (0]€; YG oG
OJAF | moving | 16.02 | 15.86 | director | 16.14 | 16.85
A7) | smoke |23.74 | 21.42 | acting 24.54 | 23.24
34 | struggle | 22.12 | 20.93 classic 2331 | 21.94
F-2} | father-son | 21.16 | 21.39 | richman | 21.57 | 23.39
_“2:31 sand | 1651 | 16.40 |davafier- | yg4p | 1776

94 45 538 32 AU(YG) 2 AN 0G) 7 8}t 13
013, = 7]E4 ° & HH/HLE A @ F ojof sh= o] 3]3r2] Ao
Hrh LHE A# s olof b= o) o] o7k AAIH = 52
HEE AAHUSTE & Atk 5 olab, A7), <z,
Zp 7} 242} “director’, ‘rich man’2] 2Jn| & 23}
= ] ‘moving’, ‘smoke’, ‘struggle’, ‘father-son’ ©. % 32 w1

‘acting’, ‘calssic’,

o} 52 o] u]&& Btk ‘R el me e AL w2
Zo] v)Fo] &=}, upbA FHA digge] onrt o3 Az
TFZAME g4 BA ol &S & 5 ST

oo} 2 A 3239 o3 A gl Ao A= AL
2 Rt} o] Az elA LHY Bl&o] & o]Fre] Aol
7} HHY HLZ A @ o 3ol v] 8] =2 Zo] v]&-& HolY]
wliEolth d 237 1 T AR A d ol st A ATE
B 929} 248 7 GAaAS B sk gk = dukr oz
G2 425 VM o] 2 AZXE VP ARG 7 o=
AH H k= A o] th(Faytak & Yu, 2011).

% 2% 17 ©13|(HH, HL)$} 27 A13I(LH)2] ¥4 W H
Zo] v-&g vepdct 32 Aldle] 1727} 27 o3| 2] F 4
o] Hl&-& Z+7} 20.11(3.25)%, 20.53(3.80)% % Wi-$- A3 i}°1
2 2 ©]3]9 vlE&o] =A dERdth RPA FAIOe] A
19.19(3.13)%9} 20.64(3.32) 2 Bt} g &at o 2= Bl
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AL Bl Al ok A o] i shtel|l A vEh 5 s
staf] Belrk &2 Aol A=
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7} 23k BT 0 o3y} Y g 7S H WE Lo 2
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& 747+ 30.29(6.11) 9 29.82(6.31) & 17~ o] Fol| A W EFo] =7
YR o] Z48 Xpolt) 7 vk Aol & 17 27

o137} 23w EA &d HEASE S T35 g E o)
ok 17 ol 3] 9} 27 ]3] 2] S VarcoS 72 212} 29.44(5.43)
7} 32.51(4.96) % 13of] H]3) 27 ©13], S LHE . & 35 dho]
oA el wgEo] EA YeRdT) wheba] FA el A= & A
Hao] T3t T4 AZF 22 Bl gt oy xE
skatal Qltk & H Aol 23k 4] on] tjxE 9%
w4 WEe] W9l T AdelA #E dert vEva & ¢
ATk & AgellA] vERd Al 7 58 W o] 99ls HA
o542 ﬁxﬂ o Ak Bl R TR & 5 3
o7 EO]

<] M XPOP 1015 | dopraiat o A

rtesty AA BT FAIT 2] A5 170 3 & 23 g 2
o35 2 T AWM F ATE 9|
tH1(49)=4.773, p<.001]. T2} &2 Al
7F HERA] 2L THA(49)=—.986, p=.329].

3.5.nPVI S(1A =4 WAF A
# 2 o] Efﬁ% 7} Eoll A 91 5 1k dele WE

= R R TA 72 o)u]of whE AIZE
zo o9 o—"—*—iﬁm%@ “715* HPE} o] nPVI_S+= ;ﬁ}
&9} ) 7 WS At
=43k %):Oiz«abﬂ 275 A4 —%Zej
7P ZJ_OH WH5Fo] Atk 21g ow|git). 7 Aol A veht
L nPVI S 7S 19 59 a9 6ol AAE AT 18 5= 2e
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L= i =1 R P ot B e 4 o il e e A e e =
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Figure 5. Values of nPVI S (YG)
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Sentences for analysis
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