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Abstract

Pronunciation, as a crucial part in English speaking instruction, has long been discussed regarding
its teaching method. One of the most compelling topics being debated is the selection of either
segmental or suprasegmental features in pronunciation instruction. Viewing from perspectives
like teaching effectiveness, learner difference, and intelligibility, most previous studies tend to
support the importance of one over the other. Although these points are tenable to a degree, they
simply take the binary opposition between segment and suprasegment for granted and ignore the
interaction between them. Through pointing out the two-way nature of pronunciation intelligibil-
ity and elaborating prosodic hierarchyj, it is highlighted that segmental and suprasegmental fea-
tures are not exclusively established but interact with each other strongly. Therefore, in pronun-
ciation instruction, it is important to help students to understand pronunciation system as a whole
rather than teach segment and suprasegment as isolated features.
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YENIE S R RIERECER . —, 1B (pronunciation) 7E 115 22 b A P8 45 A A S8 ZE A A o A2 002 T
Kt 1HE RS RN N AL 2 LLACSCA J@ P, TR AROWL 2 T bk, 1 3 D) B OG- o 13 1) W] R AR
BIRE V2 FCsm R MBS A s R B, (R AN e IR TR & T ER AR, TR TC R
SR, UGS TN TABE ARG P EZEMERA KRRV, EZ I 758 B 5 8E RIS #UE X —
) REUAFE 1 22 40 (1] AEADGTH IR, — MR iU o] AR 215 5 R G A o 7E1E & #
NASFIE L EM . XL 2, 5 B (segment) FITHE & B (suprasegment) 2 [8] (] — JeRF 3 B A H 4
ANIEH .

ERESEEBREESHEEERRTHWREARATER, REETREMANTENKESHEZ, EELTRIX
— I FEATFLLTE R[] A R TR TR KA LRI 48 2 B S8 — 3 7E 95iE 41 E (ESL & EFL)#%
RS R TIF[2]. S BLA)— 7, HLln Fraser (2001) 1 Chela-Flores (2001)%5 A\ it 3 B i) B %
PELE T BT S R B FE R 520 52K [3] [4]. T 53— 771, 14 Collins and Mees (2013)iX #F: )27 A
N BT A AR 0 (5] o TR X B i 2 Hp, A AR X A WAE [RIRE 51N B WA, Bl Saito
(2012) 47 H B 4 45 T 9 3 A R R 2802 HL A [6]

T Jok [ A ik A SR DA R R B S BURRIE Z B A B R R, AR IR BRI — @ T
Z A ot JERE R B8 RA B AFLES M A, 1835 FCF E AR PR R IS AR DR e e A1 2 18]
A LA FH A1 20583 1R B AR R

2. SR EBER M= TIL

K2R IZ — 1) AT W8 B SR AT DUACEL,  AATEAT @ I s A — Bk B — R i3 okt
PSR E BB & B I 2 — o ORI S R A T R
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2.1 BFEHR

A REA A E YA B NIRRT B S B BB M E Z A . RS, SRS EER
FEHUE I 0 2002 28 R D A W7 L 75 B B (R A o A — A H e, BRORAFAE 1R Saito (2012)
KRR A8 —— AN E B RS (R ST 22 A X0 5 Bl o BURF AL (0 48— —(ER 48 K 2 B 7 4 it
[ T SCHF P R AR — 7 s TR IR SCHR 2 b, BT SR 5 BOE R 5 #0 5 SR M P B A7 42 (W0 Levis,
2005) [6] [7], Sl BEACABCRELF I 1724 fltn, £ Derwing <5(1998) W /i, BT 12
SEW IR T =M AL AR O B E BURFAE B, 1 53 A AL s B e AL
AR R TIEF A8 )G, T IHHBARR, B 12l o ZoR 20 L 5 I A 4
RS GRER, WASKRAME RS E SIEE T EME EG 7 e T i, RATiEE BALE
P R S5 AT B TR B L S A AT B 1Y) 22 42T . Gordon and Darcy (2012)i
RLE R T T BON B BUSEE B AT T, SRRIUE & MR RO FTIERTE P 2 2 (9]

22. ¥IEER

AT BRI SR T —— ) ONiE & AR R e b ey T E B S S BUh B 2 ———1F 2%
B AR AT AT BAR TG SURERI A fa 2 B0 LK. Ll Saito (2012, p. 850)EIAY “ UM A N4
P NGBS BUZ AR BRI I BeA 8 5 Se ook AL, AATTR 242 24 A 138 5 KPS
3 H B VAL BETE T SRR R N 2 3 115 5 RFAIE[6] -

221 BSKFE

Zhang (2009) 1A N5 A (R SIS 5 7K ¥ 02 200 FH SR PP HIE — AN B R AIE 75 2 AE 280 v Al i i (1 B 22
FEAR[10]o fh I, (GABLER; A5 5 &1 RN HD BRI 5 S E A R (R 2 i B e 2 e g iR S
TS B HER 2R, TR T AT 5 B U B SN I AR B s S R, AR 2
BFEEPRENTEE RGA — € W IRI R 7 2] F A58 & BT TH I AR e s B & 3 THbAT D 15 A
H AR,

222 £—iEE

BES AR AMEEERNEIFEER. BT ARES ZWERREERRE, G0 Sh
T35 B S BURHE 7 TR DS E #0140 BEilt, T A — BB 3 IARAR . ELl, Deterding (2006) %31,
T2 ST SR (U REE R U, 35 BUREAE 1 342 L 3 BURRAE S B PR M [10] . AR AE & OB h 2
K 13 BT E I SR IUES . BT TR DG, MR EE I T 12 TS HE S
R E L R BNE R T . BT NE R BB B . ML T, EEBREmR
PR R 2, USRI RS X . WX 45 R R DU S oo T o [ 9
SESIHMTE, AGVET 2O T 0 5 22 M0 0R [ 35 R AE 7T AE AE 08 S8 ROR MR THBA 110 15 R f . 7 — i
HUIX, AZIX R FL A RHE T 5tk e W8 — P AIE 2 24 W ) JB B L 28 DR T e s . R
Moedjito (2009)FI2E, 7F E[1EE J& 76 M F) — V5 B0 20 rh TE VR 3 T 2 2 A 0 o B 00N 96 o5 2027 ST 1
L HTE 7 BORRAE (i G 2 RV ) 2 (12 T 8 B R R T 2 2 DR M AT A R A AT T B B R 345
2 A e 7 T 25 K
2.3. AJIEMERE

B 1 LR AR Ah, 30— RGN B B A O SN A RS 2N B R A A —— R AT
BRARIEE oK o WX — A B R (15 3 3 D D P — T8 B R A 75 2 2 AR L 11 0 1 5 f) ] 2
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fif A B s — 2 AR, IR A IR 1B S R PR T A B A IR K SLbrE . AT 5
R B BURFAE S T 5 o] BRAARE I AT T YF 2090, X Lemt s R 2 H08 2 Wi TR B S
HMEB P E 2 —. %6 =, Rogersand Dalby (2005)%5 ! 1 7o & & AER LN 4418 S v B I B
S 5y—7J51H, Benrabah (1997) W1 ik 45 H AN 1F A 25 35 67 B 060 T I P 11 451 35 oK SRR 5 BURRAE I
HEME[13] [14]. MEAMEER MRICAFAESR —IATHE T B3R o0 S IR0 R & RGUEHATHR BT IR 72 . 451
1 Munro 1 Derwing (2006) A 4e T~ Bt 58 & BURFIEE AN RS, 1245 1 W K 2845 73 BB BRI 71y
o3 FEARE E AT D e & (function load)—— B 1 25 m] 5L FE 1R 52 i R 52— — SR PP B AT T B 42 [15]
X — R A AT DA AR 2 B R R SRR S R TN B B B TR A I BB AR 4 48 v a4 e AT ]
573 TR /N B IR — RV (1 7 1R AT BRI T
3. SEIRBI =TI AL

M T SRR BB AT AT LAE B, R S A S S AN [F] A A R PR ) 2 B 5 B B
B, HEARTT S 35 BRI 5 BOA A A AN LI H R B, 1008 T AT E B et b (i
IR R IE T X R0, T2, PR 9 A 1 5 L 2% A7 S P 7 X6 ST THT PR 0 A B LT st (B AR
JREEN .

3.1 B FEREAN AT

—LERF ST (N Zielinski, 2008) T4 4 Hi 15 ] BR AR AL A 5T bR FA XA 1 i ——H0 5 — BO il AT
FRARREIY, W A A4 B A 2] K PPRIE B RO — AU R R e, BRATATEL
W VUITE R RINF R I A B, S RE T “ FRA A Bn] B A 7 1) R & 75 SR B RE 2
WA A ERX A KE” » MBI ERE, HAWET B3 S A ? iRATTEE, 2
MRLEAFRAE R IE S B S X — 10?7 .

FATAT LB BOE — A BARI 5RO EIRHESEE — 4> TSI AR - Deterding (2006) 3L A [ 51
S H A N S VOSR]I IC T, B AnTESE R s dl i) B i T — S e
Ial[11]o M5 LL T 15

(1) Please wear skirt and black shoes.

K

*Please wear skirt and a black shoes.

R ER — A [H 915 2 o) F B Bk A, A AT Re At/ A 2 AE B 1A “and” S EA N — AN E
I H R AR lendo/ o WAL — K7 DARRHE T 200 S5 15 & B AT M52 I SE BRE A ok ix — Bk, A
TRA W REX FJUE AR (L)l “* 7 AR RIS TG UM 2R 4 FRATTAIZ bR e P PRI AR 71 oK 73 ik 58
AR, AR AR HME V375 R X 17 B AR 5 ) R 9T A2 A S T BRI IO A2 3 BURMIE: I E L AR
AR ACE N Y 8 T8 BURHE—— R o & o B U FE 14l & /d/ (W J5 T . 8777, AR4E Hansen (2001)
BRI AL, FRATT AT DA IR — 4 % R 8 7 AR 1 3 0 1) S ERUAR R B AE T35 188 1 1) 38 15 S5 R AN Fo Vi £ B 7 1) 1
B I R B E [16] o X — B R R & S bR EARI 1 1 BEE AR TR R G — N TS A i e A,
B2 BAMBE A B IR PR EE S OB B S B2 B ZE R sAh, WIrE AN S, RAReiXE—
AR R E WK R — AN FIME I EE, Bk “and” Witk “anda” o XZHTFEX—
S, NGNS T G R S A B, X — SRR AT RE SO BT OB . X ek, AT
BHIAERE, PO LR SR RAA T LR E T B 82, EREGIREITER T 1
e L, BB ] A A A SR FRATIAR A ] B by — i 5 AR JH 28 T B 5 B
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32. ERSBERZENEEER

VB B B B AR AR SE I E Ao R, [FE R T — AN s S, RS
B B 2 AR RBE HL P 2 ) (W AH B4 2 5 B0 & i T BRAR A . 5 O — L SCikde H 11X
— M HEAER AEAE . 140, Weismer and Martin (1992, p. 83) ik 5 i 35 BURRE 11 2 A8 2 5 i )8 3 B -
CHETE I B BORFAE A IR SR . R BORRE A0 B8 AN £ B B 0o H A B PR
[Fi) o A ] R 5 ) 150 1 3 U R R B R S R I AR [17] 6

Rk, HHBET IR S B SEEBAEARAE, X 2 0 B AR R A BRI AT IR A T R &
s A=, FEAIX RS B RATAE — AN w1 2 kb A I o 7 80 v A A
3.3 —HEESMNEA

NTRBE—NBEN ARG TSR SEEBRAHE, AMEEH T 2FMA, Exiiiy d, £
N “HIRES” (prosodic hierarchy) (BRI AR H , 158 1. X —REAY (12 4% 32 B — & T 4
AP T BT AL G, X T B BT FH SRR FHE R 45 18] BRI &, BA—AMaiE A, &2 h
R JUAN SR () B B -

Table 1. The prosodic structure

F 1 BEER

Phonological phrase % )45 i&

Levels above the word

. i Leve
Intonationalphrase 1% i 55 1% FiE R

Utterance i) 2H.

Foot i G
Levels below the word
T
Mora &%

X R (1 8 451 BT LA 2% Zielinski (2008, p. 7) [2]. 40 2 AR,

Table 2. An example of using the prosodic structure (“s” and “w” stand for “strong”
and “weak” respectively)
=2 BEEREZMEALAI “s” 1 “w” FRIRKESES)

Hierarchy level Example
Phonological utterance Some students have to study agricultural economics
Intonational phrase have to study agricultural economics
Phonologicalphrase agricultural economics
Prosodic word ecoNOmics
Foot [NOmics]
(s w)
Syllable mics
Mora mi

BT ERBA, Demuth (2009) U NFE— ARG F AR, R B R AL 05 P FoAh B vy i
fRZ F T B RFAE[19] . Zielinski (2008) W FEATL, 54 2 HAIARERBIAR, WK IEEE)FH R E
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BE“economics” 5 AN E M AESE =AN2]. BARIX —HHR B L RAL A K A TE 11210, Schiering, Bickel,
and Hildebrandt (2010)A1\ & )2 0 _E BT 28— A 538 R Tl BT 28 al——E 17— 5
T E AR C[20] . FH T DA, R AN URSZ HRRE AR “ 550 (R PR I K e, BRI AR
X — Z2 45 bk e 1) DR 2 ) AR T REREIX — 2 B T B 1A “economics” AR A T AR BIR i 1 7E B JE T L
B FEHEAN T —— X (G AT Al “eCOnoMIcs” GELERIPIAS “ 55 - sl ).

IR, X — AR AT ARG TR 3.1 ARRuT i BB 1 R 6. fE—Haii, xa)iEd
[ S ROZAE T “skirt” Al “BET7 RPN AW b, FUTE S 20 FIXA)TER 3 14E “Please
wear skirt and black shoes” ; [FB, YEA—NAEERFIDIREMERIT, “and” 1R WTREH T B H ) “in
2R AL S Eleen/ o AR H T s Y B R, o I D 2 ) AR AT Re AE 1A R A S i B — A
Kot E. Slentitl, RN IGE SR IR SRR T fendo IXFE 2 &1k, WNER BE, X—&
R SCE 2 kAP “and” HWARER SRS EE, TEELK, MR SEEEAN)FETHET
R EE AT AT R, & BE T E R R 2 5 SO A B 2 B R 1 e
AR, TR L B vy JE R AR 5O TT g 0 R R AT B AR AR N A S BRI OCER, RO e R AL
ORI 2 18] R4 5 S BR Rt o O T U & 1 8 Y S 2]

MIXFE—FHEE S VLA R & B S & BURHAE, TRATTREE 15— S B J #F I E 7R B,
AR TANAN ST AR EL b ST B — 4 52 (3 S5 R AE O B B A Y A AR 22 TR A TELAE Y DA B 3 b 1
FREFERTEMEE AR s LR REIM S, UM B2 5 A U B A MR I G A2 A 5
Wi 38 1) FREAR B AR, T AN A B B B SR A A R XA Bl o Rkt AL, FOTHE 2R BT
B AT 2 TR R R 22 S R X 5 B RAR KB B [RIRELL “and” S, 0mn] LA 2248 7R
JUA BA/dr4s R 3SR IR 5| S22 R B A R S C L 2 [ B 2 5. M2 R BRI R IR BiA B A & 1
FAEZ G, ZOMA] LAgE— D R 2% A 3 tH — 6 B A [R] M o 1) 91 B B “just” A “read” o fEIXZ
S5, AENRIRE A, ZOMET L) 2 AR 6 B A R s o6 Th BE MR R A S AT R IR I S . X — %
07 R EIE B 7 T2 2R BB T Mt A8 2 A5 R AR AR R LA B3 KRB BB R Z RIMAHEAER .
RFE—K, AR F R NESENHE B E S5, AU — NN 1 3 Bk
T BRI ) BT i TR R 5 7 AL gk AT 5 2]

4. G5VE

AR CEE BT 1 HSeE Bl BRI R & 2 EEE I 4ig . ARSCIRI B § A2 — 4
Wt E LT A TEAR A, BHCRROR . A HE R USOT R . A X =AM
St IO R AT e — s IRE R, (ER BTN — A 5 2R BRAE T3 S B & B 5 & B2 IR G 37 OR R T
B RN Z LA fFBE&E X AR R, AR I — KA DSKRK $ SEhr R A —
MR REL ) —oeR Lz b BRAh, ARSGEEE AR IR UM TS RS A F RS Ry
FE AT HEAT R ELAE P DR S2 00 255 5 i T BAR B o X —AH AR HIMGB R 5 v [ 1 27 S 3 B ) 1 b 45 3
T EARIERE . SRR A SOGETHE TR — B AU R RATRT DR 8 & #erJ 5

B, HBSEE BURHEAEE S B Th e A O, T EHAN, MRS AR EAIZ
AR AE ELAE AT S R AN Bk . (R, A T RESHE— 20 X — RS B S RS, AR
BIF T SRR X — T VA AR S B 2 M SIEER IF PR T AR P LA B AN R BEE T IR 5 2 2

&E 3k
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