T TIERFAMZERE 5375 2023

BAELRBICBTIEREFEORSOLEK

AR IEK

Comparison on the Word-final Nasals between Japanese and English
Naoya MORI
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Syllable final nasals have a language-specific duration among languages. There have been studies on syllable-final
nasals but not on word-final nasals. This paper conducted a recording experiment to calculate the durational ratio of word-
final nasals between English and Japanese. The analysis revealed that the ratio of syllable initial nasal to word-final
counterpart in English was 1:1.53 and that of Japanese was 1:2.33 and found that Japanese word-final nasals are
significantly longer than English ones. In future experiments, the recordings obtained through the current experiment are

going to be edited and used to find out the durational threshold for Japanese listeners to recognize a word-final consonant.
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1. #

AL, AAGERGEEE & WGENEEEE IS L A REET OEHIEH L FHIRD ST DR S OHIZOWTHIT 21T
ST2HDTHD.

FHOR S IIVEROMFICIN TIHEFE IR L~V OFERO—o & LTbI, HiRwRINE RO I3 D
TeOD—FHE L L TUIEANR DN TEZDR, TAAEOFOHFRCERIISHEVEmINTI ootz Ln
IR, BORISEWVIERMERBZZONTELLV b bHEFICE > THEIY 07D DE#RE 5 %
TWDAREMRIC DWW TR SN TE T D, 72 & 21X, ShoemakerV T T[.ne] D L 972 FED 7 L—ATEILD
25 un nerf (a nerve)/» Y = L CUN% un air (an air)“@ﬁaé@b ELHEBELD L9 RGAIC, SE ORI
MOYIZITH ZEDBHDHEND. LN b AARGEICKEIT S 2 EBEORIITHIT HM8IH £ 0 8%

WD EFN R R, %&%%L@%%i%ﬁm®ﬂﬁi%#f%WﬁdﬁoEikw@1%O$ﬁ@ﬁniffki
STEY, TNEH ) LIEHEORIDEFOT OBERMEOHRDIZODFHND L LTORE LY & 22 ETH
i AE — F ARG A REI T 5 72 OITHFZE S VTR ATV . b % b ITHARGRICBW TEiR S 75
RO UIIHRRE—T & LTS DBERMEDIRK & 720 K ) RBENEE LRV E PO —>THAH. HA
FEICBWTHHE 3B OBEREICSGERICFEE L TE LT 250 THY, BEVPELZ THLHDIZHLELLTHFR L
L I B AGERGEREE & > TUIN—DLETPEE THLDTHL. LI LBREGEICLE > Tho L bHER
FMEFE T o 5 955 TldAimplers/ D K 9 72 7 L— RN TEID team player T 5 D7y, F1-13m/ AL E S %
B CIMIZZAE LTz teen player T& 2% D> &N o T EREIBHMEN T AT D, Mori®@ TIX AL S OB A A AGE

RERGE DRI L KD LT 50, BHRMEOFR CTHLEROBTHEORS LHTHOR S DLENAAREDOZN
LA THIUIBHMEORR ORI D Z LN TEZD, ZORFENFILESG AR LD Tho e HaZ D
BTk D IAEN T ER O BT OME R OERZFIH L TKITRDBEO RN FEETH 72D L\ o7z Z L ANATHE
D LWEEZLTND., 2O XD ITREEUSAOFFEOM & B (28 TE A AGEREEEREE ORER ST H OFN )
D& LTHERAOHIED RO TH D, 5E L <IE Mori®Z 2R S L7z,

Y EREsEAT 20234E5H 1 H
SR HCE R
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HAGED T DR EOWIFEIZIBV TR W BARR 2B g & HEIROR S ORI OV THGECHERO T L
LEEE L7278 BAFFEAAT o 72 b DIZ Sato®DAFFED 8 5 . I DWFFED oV IZ-DOW T 2.2 BT D28, H5E
HAGEDE DR S 2RI 50 T CRHII L 72F981% Sato®LISMZ 72 <, Mori® T4 JEEO S ik &5 % HARGED
2L Jl:tﬁ L TN LT 2B O TR SN A B BT LTz, L LK ORFE Tl bkt 42
2720 Te DR —FEAP DEHI SN EHiEE L HFHIRKORTETH Y, FEERE Z 22 TIERW. AIF%E
Tm%ﬁﬁ%&xtﬂ FEWNNLFHII SN2 EHEA L FERD BT E T Sato®ZHHLTE 507, LD RITOV
THEBETIRSTHOTHD. ZITHATICIEOLHMIE, Mori®THRRHTWD K9 IZ, AAGEREE
FDE LR, R GERE D D BBEOFE O TEITIBRICSHRT 2 B2 o TV A RHEBIR 2R =& D
R IGEDOS AR LRER CIXSERICE R DN EThH 5, FFEOFEF ORLEISL categorical assimilation T &
0 DD HRRERE ST HITND L FDI D0 GERDFRNEEIZIZ- ST coarticulation (Z & % phonetic
assimilation Tdb U E DAL GEFRDRULILR & AR TRIELNTHL VD, DF V| SEEEROE DR S %5l
N5 ZET SatoINHIHFEZ R WVGERDOEIL T DR S &V ) LN BRESN-RMETOT—4 2552 L)
AR D TH D, i< & 2 B TITH DR I OEFFRICAIIL, 53 B TIIFERIZOWTHE T2 L LT 5.

2. BEORFEERS

21 BHICBTEBEORS

AREETIL, HORSITOWTEHEHRmIVELAR &ii%ﬁ@@ﬁﬁﬁ‘%%iﬁ”éﬂéfﬁ?ﬁ’%ﬁffb\ ZEéd5.

ERN BN O BRI ZBET 20 Thiu, FHIIRFEOR/NITHD. FHIXI DICHAENLRD
onset & rhyme (25771, thyme (XX 51 1%@‘51‘*“(3@%’) nucleus & B E1 5725 coda (230D, 209 HLT
WBEE 72D Dldnucleus THY, DX I BREFEOLH TR SN DFEIZUTHT=5H. O onset 372\VGE ar X°
coda 2372\ go 72 E HAFAE L, onset & coda DALEICITZNEN 3 DE TOFFT THEREIND Z 1D 5.

FEEICRBWT, HHEIlEZ A I ORI ThHDH. REEREEEE T EH ORI & & 5BE —EIRD X 5 8

ﬁﬁﬁ“(“ﬁo TV % K 95 T, vowel shortening & U 9 BIGL MR8 S 41TV 5. Vowel shortening (3 CVC (C 1L

SRS 2R T) OEEFFOTE ORRE L T CVCC OffiEZ R o5 Ei ORE OfkGeRF 238 < 72 5@ﬁ
8%5 EWNDA F A I TR ALEMFFT DTOIZZ OB NN R ENTND LT 572 51E, JEEEIZIIT 5 onset
D HEREL coda DT HEREDZNEND -5 ORI S 721 13573 onset/coda [ZFEODIAENTNTHE HE
DboLRNENZ D, 5 ThIUL, ZOMODEZED onset & coda DT HFRICEBLTND LN DA,
LR BFEED L Z A1, FERICBVWTHEHIR FHIIEHHE T LV ENE S50, 72 & 21X Figl

25D L DI, nef'net ) DFEIAT-H ] & ten['ten | DFER T H[n]|D D& T 5 &, EEIIFERDM)D SN
FEHHOZNL D T o LR RoTND Z &5,

FNLSMNT S, BEOHE RS, S5 bEZICAFHAEEN 2560 8T OfRhRMITES S1 < 25
BOZNEHEB L THFREDOLEOHN LY FORHIHNIRS 25 L ). ZOHRITOWTIL, Lehiste@7’

(EOX A I 2 TIIFEE FIEO KRB J#O'CE_ 5] EWORHAENTT, BRExiT-o7. fR, BE
EREDOHICL DIGEITEERIAES OA I X o THEMECLER OXRIT/e 5 L fEFmDO1 /2. £72 Raphael etal.?
DHEEIToT2L A, BEORES iﬁHu@%Ei D HIEREAY R EHEDO T OAFEIEICILD L F5EROT T 5.

22 %—Eﬁﬁtgéﬁﬁcﬁﬁéﬁﬁ

HAGEIZIIT 5 EFF - BEEmITZE Tl — 7 O EENIERICRE V. =7 LITHARETIHOZ L%
5L, U XA’!\‘:Hﬁéﬁ“Léiﬂk LTIHFEL TV, =T 3 EARMICREZEE LConset IZ 1 DD F
DG SO, ENLIMIITIGED B IS T 285 ([ ) OSFEIR ST ITHY T 285 (TA)),

H(—1), “EHEREO2F—JBRERDHY, TNOIEIFFFRE—T LMHIN T HEDOATE—T D0 %
MR %, EEICHE— T ORENTNTEB Y, A LFITE D DIEFE Y TENZR LB DT
HDHIH—LFN—FT—TITHHYET D, SOIITHAELZREE L TO5EFITHEOT 2 MR ABRICE—T
EHEALE L TEZIDEHIITE2ENHO),
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Fig. 1 Duration of nasals in words net and fen

AARGECBII 2 HEORSIZONTE, E—J1F— 20— 2ORBBLZRILESZF->T5, WL
isochronous CH 25 EWV) ODBREIM TH -T2, DFV, E—TF7—D2>—DOEIDB—ETHY ZNNCV ThHh-ThH
FHRE—T ThoThA—DRIZFH-TNDLTEEXSTTHD. TOEZNEE—TEHE N, HED
MFRIC L > TEHFRFESNTE 2, Vance® TIE L LA, ZAUIMT LHIELWEFREL 2N &l RT3,

Oyakawa® 3T 24TV, FEHIZH ihéﬁ\%*5 DRI ZFP LIz, EOERITHFE—T DR IITET— TG
IZE DD K 972 isochronous & WA IZIXIEDLDENKETEL L NI LD Tho7z. ZOMIZE Fukui' 92355
DIE_EHF & PASTE OFERIC Téfﬁﬁfﬁﬁ?ﬁﬁ@ﬁé%tt?& L& 2 A 13 (50ERH-72Y, Beckman!V73MiE
HIQ/MN CV &G A FFoE— 7 LV Rt i - 720, MR L LIRS 258> CV E— 7 0357 EA{b L
TWRWCVE—TF X0 (L 25 L) #HiEE2 L TERY, Beckman!V[EE— 7 73 isochronous TH 2D &V HHE X
AT OEFTIEEELZ T DIEE LTN5.

fci DIFE—FRFUIHZE TR WEBEZTHDHDN. T—TF =D DOHRM TIXEREICZ ﬂif“l:ﬁf\“%ﬂf%k

VIEEOERHLLELTH, FBELNVLORITORK THIVULFCE—T7HOHFEOR JIHIT BT D L0
5('2)(13)(14). FNLSMNC S T— TG A R T 2 72 OICH SERIR 2 T S ToAFEn B 5%, & Eﬂ@ﬁﬁﬂgﬁk L
TEET BTz 0900 ZEFR K T X TOF R IHE L2 B iR éﬂtt WZE— T GERORILE LT
IV E VO ETH 72 IR F 51 5. L LENBIROFIINTH LD THoT-.

NSO E H 1T T, Sato®iFEF O SICRHME L7217 o 7o, M i BARGE, 3558, #EREORM CRl—
HEENTOIRE LR T EORE IO AT 72, AARGEDG A LI SULFEET H5E, WJZ_ 1X/manpai/® X 9 725
LENE I == T BED /manbai/ [ L, /~dane/ &V D 7 L—X|THIDIA TN T, F5E S EEREICB WL TR
HAGE L RIS T =~ AT 2B D BEENFIEL TORWN I &2 D, %%%ﬁmbfmﬁiﬁiﬁWWéﬂ
2. ENLIEFENENOSEOREEEEIC L > TitA ETEE SN, A7 ba 2l 7 2% #H Lot sz,
FERIXEDEFEICB VT HEHARRFITAFHAE ST ORI CIIEFPAHEORIL Y bR R VI DT ST,
itF%i@ﬁb<ﬁw1%—7&%@@%*%wfi%%£®%i& BHROBEDORSEZZNENDFHET
AL, 2R ZEholRE2FH LT, AR T %%x%ﬁﬁ@m+izwjzﬁﬁme%4ma
EFETIE 1.79:11 Tholz. 2D LMD SatoG)'C i?%fa'ﬂ@%#ﬁ%b‘ﬁ INEET—TGROFHLE T 5D
FEEL VS, CVN OFHIEEICI W TE—TROR S 25— uTé@ﬁﬁ%é&ﬁNéﬂkgiok.

l
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SatoIZfR 5T, SREM CTEO R INERD LWV O MEE T 78XV < D FEL T D, 72 & 21, Hamann
Sennema®Z BN TIE KA ViEE N B —FEOHRBEA, MBILOWD SFEIIBWTEOEIZEL TR,
BN B D TIlE T TRB E REHEHR 02N H D Z L 2R L TWA. 20 Z L3S FERRICE U5 2 #
OBETHHOTHEESQREDHETEEBICLIVRESAERLZLEZRLTEY, WBAOMNEHELRETEOESD
SHEATHLZLETRELTND. FHIZOFFEMOENH E I IZBBWITEL T\DH Z & % Mori®@i3ts
FWLTW5.

Sato DFEIZH & SN TEHEIDPGEEN N FEITH7e 5, BAFEOFHEE L FERAFTOLRIITGEDZN LY
BoNDTHAIKERRENVE NI ZLITRhD. HOIRELEOKMANKRL —T 52 LR SRS,

O3 H 3 ETIE, HrEaik LFERICOW TR T 5. ZOERTIT Sato® T S i RIS E, 55
Kb & BHITA 75 CHEL L THREROFE RN 2 B D DDWRGEEEAT O .

L

3. % B

3.1 B

SatoNZ BT TON T FEBR AR THA SNIZNFITIEFICER BN TH 0, B &FITktd 2 FEBRE %
727 7a—FThotz. LLdH < ETI0FEFOERTH Y, S5 IESHIITIES O TEEDT ¥4 LR
WA TFEEZAWCEREITHIZIGAFHRNTEX N E I MDICOWTHRAMER H D EE 2 7. B,
Mori® TIT O T TERCE R T O D LR A T 5 D6 2 a3 D MEN O H T2 OB RICF LT 7 e —
FTIHTONT, BRICHETHE & R—RENICH DRI OFER & %2 T 2 BRIO 720 Otk LI XER S
72. LLF 32 Tlikded B SCoEM, 3.3 TIEBeE, 3.4 THECOWT, 3.5 TOMEERICOWTRERT 5.

32 BAHLIFX

ARFIE TR S -me s BT SUIAARFE L FREO —S5EH 5. AARFEDR A LT SUTB W TiIm/)® onset 125
FNDFE T —T THDOHNDEGEINDRED 2FFEOGENMEDIIZ HARGEO SINER Sz, 72 & 20, —&F
ENBDFNS TS X, LWVWHLETIE, —&FD Al & (D) OFFETH D[]SR L LT CEICE
FNTWE., FNLLUSNCT 4 F—& LTI E DS % 8 tr e — T A 0B L BT — T Th A Q)% 5

NTEFEDPMEDITZ BAGEO L BERR S 7z, W2 A0 T 54 H0 A AGED SCEPIER STV 5.

H AGEDFiA FIF TN IGE Tt B SCMER S 7z, SiED R4 BT SUTIE onset 13/n/D3F E41 5 HHHi
ZEoRh & BIERRISINE ENDFEPME DI SCEIMER S vz, B 2L, 1 heard the queen decided what to wear
for tonight’s dinner. &9 LEIZIBWNTIL queen DFERD/N & tonight’s DS s, 2SN
7 47— LTCERDONPEENTWDEEDHLDILE L, onset (TP EENDEHZGLREOH NG ENDHLE
HIER S, 2TT 124 HOCEBMER S .

33 &mE

SINFILFEA BT XD EFEZ L1200 T, BAGEORHEA B Ui 6 A HAGERGEGE, J55EI2IX6 AD
PRERGEREE BN LTz, #6132 20 ROF— AN32, 30 DB L— A2, 50 LB LZ— AT
DThH-o7z. ZIUFROCB LB TOT — X DR ZRIEL ATV AERHIZDO/HETHS. BMEDH b,
AAGERGESE OB MEDIFE A LIIEARHE Th o /2. FEERFEFEIIETT A W AREHT THY, £
BERFERY AL E A AR L T,

SINE DFEIZ BTz > UIEH LERZOMIRERIC L 2FE LT, MEICIIEO /N2 L 2R S
7= b CHEEL T T,

34 Fi&

BINEIIBE RN TR AZEEY , ~A 7 OBFNCE-S T iPad ICE R SN AARGED U < ITRFEO L E A B 5
FEFE D S THite L 5 \TH/R Sz, ~ A 7 13 audio technical AT4040, 4~—F ( A A % —7 = — A% Roland Quad
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Capture, PC % Macbook Pro 16 inch (2021) T > 7 b 7 = 7 1% audacity 2 L7=. #3513 96kHz 24 bit TFT
ZAbE L, TR S .

35 SMBLUHER

SHTIEHAGE & HGE & ZNENOBINEP DE LN ERE Z R L LT/, HASEREESINE G LN
T8 B (AT BAEED T, 52 5050 P h BEEE O XK ORI & /2375 Th 5E— 7 5 5 [n] DR
B 22 ENE 0N Y 7 b Praat®Z2#EH L CHHIL, #5 & onset D/n/DREGEIRF D LR 2 £ 38550 B R
L7z, FERERERGEE D> DG DAV ERE (BL T J5GERE) b [AERIC Praat®V 2 H U CRERD/MM/DE EAL TV DD H[n)
DRERER] & FEIFAD /& B Le3ED> B [n] OAKFERFRI S FHI S 4, BHEEDFEAR & B HIFAD [n)DOAKEERERH] D LR
BHS, 2 2 CEBUCH SRR IR EERHW LR TV D DI, EEEOIHGEA B — RXZ D
LEEETHEDD F L TROME LR TIIRELELDENRHHT-OTHD. TOT-OHMEINTZHERTH
TUEE 2 DIZ DS E B BE T D0E T, M T EOREI)EH RS SN EEHEA T LV RV &
a— NMEESNTEME CTHEZIT ) 2 N TE S, BT —Z BIER DA IZHES TV 5 D> Shapiro-Wilk O FE#L
PEDMIEZRIT o7& 2 A, BEEOHENLELNZ O AREDOFEENLEONT-HLOL &6 5 B IEHRSAIC
> TWieinoTo. (G5 p<.001, HAEE p<.001) LLFD Fig. 2 38X O Fig. 3 @ Q-Q Plot A ffEad LT IE#L
DAL TND LTS VENEE X B0 T, Mann-Whitney @ U BREIZL D/ 2 RT A N v IV REEITVE
FEIRI TG =N B DR ST, T ORER, AAGERO T NIGEREL U bR EWE W O AR
FERIG BT, (U=28001, p<.001, 7 =.45) LLF® Table | ITfFHHERE £ L DT-HDOTHD. AWIRIZIBNT
HAGERE OB &L ST HOLFEOHFIEIX 2.33:1 TH Y, KEEFEOFERE 75 & HHISHE 75 O RO il X
1.53:1 Thoto. ZNENOMEIT SatoP DR LD L 7o TWDHD, HARGEHEO FRFGEERE L TR 15 %
FRELRENRENE D) RIZBW I L TEY, FECER LIZitA LT SRR > T THERNHITX
TeWnWx 57259,

Normal G-Q Plot

Normal Q-Q Plot

Sample Quantiles
Sample Quantiles

Fig. 2 SFEREOIERIME Q-Q 71w b

Table 1 Statistical Analysis Result
ERE on FYy UME SD o RoME O ROKfE BEE

%.\_
s
o

o
il
i

ll]
p=110)

HLEERE 236 1.78 1.56 093 0.54 5.46 1.79 343
<.001 **

HAGERE 545 247 233 0.76 0.22 5.58 1.1 1.93
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Fig. 4 & SREOFONTI L O DA (1=505E88E, 2=HAGER)

4. % i

A RO TR T HAGERED A LI S DG LN 81 LS OLROPRIEIX 1233 TH Y, JGER
NHELN- BRI T LERE T FOMEORRIMEIT 1:1.53 Thotz. Zib “HRMICITFHFNEEERH
0, BAFEREDDEONIERO T NEN -T2 Z EIHMRUTHZHEA L — RBFE U EE LI HAERSE TSN EAR
REOFNENE WS Z EIZ725. ZDZ &1L Sato® THLNTFERIZHIN->TERY, HAGE L RFECIIHHIR
WUITRER S T HEOREINREL-TEY, TNENOEINAATA—4—L L TSERATHDLEV->THEWN
7259, 202 &1 Mori® T HiEH S CE Y, Hamman* Sennema®)7s ECHIEf ST/~ ey —FH 74 5.
KEETH BN R -7 K ) IC B ARFEREESZ I35 L0 25 LR S 2R o RER0EHiR T ORFTEEZ LT
WAHZ L, TNHDRT A= BRI L TWASAMREMEZ R LTS, 1)@ 5Ei 0ROV T R
ZFRIIEFETONIN L EHOREDMR & H RO 2 WHIHNZEE U HGERR AT TnD EB X TN5.
ZDOET VBNV TEFEBSORR TOHEDRENEDORDRTIE LY KT LR, TN EEifEomRE
WHRIFICHE L TWDH EEZ2 NS, ZOZ LAVRT O, 16k H RGEREEE 13— 7 2 S BRONLE B &
LTHRTDHEIICHKET D EINTELN, ERIITEHLETRO L~V TLMY) LA L TWDHDTIE
ROINEWVWS ZETHD. bebé, THEBIIARBLELDT S L AABICLEHIIFEL TS, mExiE, &
AL VI FEIX [san] WO FFIZ/RY CVC OfEEZ O —FHIOHFEL WD Z &1270 5. Fig S ITHAGEICBT
HEEEERLZLOTHY, ol3FH, pldt—72EIH5Thos.

0
SaN
A
o o
sa N

g A

Fig. 5 Syllable Structure in Japanese
Fig. 5 TiE, & A 3san/l LT2E—F02 CVC iiEZ O 1 FTHIOHETHH L5125, ARFEICET

HEEITEBROEFEDOR TEREIND Z LT LA ERVN, PR OTG CIFBEIND Z E03h 5.
7z& Z21F, Vance®T VNSWEKADIT T2 OEFHII W TIENMNS ABHOT T DFITE ANTERFA—DL
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DEIVIRONTWRNZ AR L TRY, TN AARGEICBIT 5 EHN Y ALAOHA & U RS TWDEE
EREELTWD., SRIOMERITIZNE TOT— T MOk & FET AR TITRL, E5I1Ia3)DOHH
ML TEZD L, HAGERGEEE ISR D/ — 7 MRITZFOE EFEEHEDOMT LD EEZTHLRVOD
TIERWEA D I, ZHUTHOWTE, TWVFR L 000 EZDTDIZT VA v SNTERZITH 2 &L THRIEETT
HYZ L LT B,

AR TITH - HRERDEE & X —7 v MZ LT2/HT T Sato® & FIEROFE R NG DLz 2 L IXA % ORI B W
TREREWRZFFO. SBRIOFFRERSE SN EHEORTHE LD 2B EOREIZFF->THY, HiETIX1.53 1%
ThbH I EBHLNT/R o7z, Mori® Tl H ARFERERGE 23 H AGED G DFEROE RO EZ LI L TEF
WERAAT 5 DT, WBEOEHE CIEHAEREEZESIC L > CEEROEOEROENET X CE AN AIT 2 7200
ELTWE, BV UE, HAGERGEEE ICITRERE DN RRT— T O N ER#ET 20— EDLFL Lo
HEMERLEEEZONDEEHIZETHD. AllEb) Rt COBEREHLFERETDHE E@%éﬂﬁgﬂt_&
T, FEROMIE TIZARIOMIE T LN EE b Sl 22379, HARERGREGE DNIGEDOE &
MR BERCGERE CTH D LR T 270D, DFEVITFERFE THD ERHT 272D DRIEBENERE S
WZOWTERRZE LRELZTT) TETHD.

| 3
AWFFEITHFEAE P0G A 5 FiTbhizc. £1FERIIH I L T ES o1 BMEOERRIZIZZ
Ltk THEULH LS 5.
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