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            Abstract
          
        

        
          It has been proposed that content words are more likely to be prosodically prominent than function words. Such a binary distinction in word classes (content words versus function words) has been considered insufficient to predict the occurrence of prosodic prominence in more recent research. This study investigates the effects of (1) word classes and (2) parts of speech on prosodic prominence by native English speakers and Korean learners of English in silent reading of public speech. Results showed that Korean learners of English were more likely than native English speakers to assign prosodic prominence on content words as well as function words. The difference was greatest for verb for content words and determiner for function words. Also, Korean learners of English tended to show coarser mapping between prosodic prominence and parts of speech than native English speakers. In particular, native English speakers favored pronoun, among function words, which may convey co-referential information in discourse context, but this part of speech was treated equally with other function words by Korean learners of English. Based on the results, we propose a hierarchy of (sentence-level) stressability. These results are not identical to those from the previous studies on perception of prosodic prominence, suggesting a weak perception-production link of prosodic prominence. Overall, the present study expands our understanding of (a) the relationship between prosodic prominence and word classes/parts of speech and (b) the perception-production link of the suprasegmental feature in L2.
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