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ABSTRACT

Hwang, Byeonghoo and Hyoshin Lee. 2021. The intonation of commentary
pragmatic markers of native English speakers in the Buckeye Corpus: Focused
on evidential markers. Korean Journal of English Language and Linguistics
21, 678-696.

There are few studies on the intonation of commentary pragmatic markers,
although pragmatic markers and intonation play a significant role
understanding the nature of discourse reflecting the dynamics of language. The
current study aims to describe the intonation of commentary pragmatic markers
of native English speakers using the Buckeye Corpus, chosen for its natural
interview-spoken data. Based on the frequency of appearance, two evidential
markers, definitely and obviously, were selected to be analyzed. These markers
were categorized by isolated, initial, middle, and final positions within the
utterance. Initially, the pitch contour, pitch range, and pitch length of these
markers were analyzed to describe the intonation. Next, the patterns and
aspects of intonation were analyzed in reference to the positions of these
markers. Findings show that a passive attitude with a low degree of
confidence toward the basic text message was observed in the isolated position
of utterance. Contrarily the most active attitude with a high degree of
confidence in the basic text message was observed in the initial position of
utterance. It was also found that a loose intonation pattern with the most
static was seen in the isolated position of utterance, whereas the most dynamic
intonation pattern was seen in the initial position of utterance.
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1. A2

WelatE Abole] oAb AES Fo](spoken)®t ol (written)9F 2 AFHA] dolH
et 9l Fal o] FojXth. FolE ¥ wsla 9] Ag wsleyfe] Fuky & shuke ¢ 2 A
A EFsta o, e AFAHA Ao YgALRTAA T8 AAR AAHI
ATHHHZ 2003, Coupler—Kuhlen 1986, Féry 2017, Prieto 2015). Ati¥olA AdEs=
AR o] WAE o AYEE HAE ARo R FHam 7 SHoa AA ddEE
WA A7} A wojof dh(O'Keeffe, Clancy and Adolphs 2020). o]2]d #}AeA 3H&&%

849 Aol 5H FWoA AHAl Ay wHAIAY M Fagh JTE FPFrH(Tench
2015). Qo] sF SHA WS nHshA] @& FAEE L] AMES tis el
g S @ dve "HE agete] dolE Yg=olE vjg-e gEAtE
4 sk ooks shFElof b A2 w9 F8.8h(Roach 2000).
|24 849 dY ATy FAHAE 8 wA(pragmatic markers)7F UTH A,
Zoda= o]&A 2001, Astruc—Aguilera and Nolan 2007, Romero—Trillo 2018, 2019,
Wichmann 2004). 3h& ZFA|o= FolE& S8 AAaE Al 58S u|E ddetr] o ¢
G917t o}t HEEA Vlentes Fdsts B3 G E v dth(Fraser 1996, Romero—Trillo
2019). Fraser(1996)& &3] 3 FALR QA3staL Q= certainly, definitely$t 72 o3 %
3t ¥ Ao YT =% 38 FEAo](commentary pragmatic markers)® EF3} o1,
ol tAl s&EA 7)sel wet 779 skl TR Alserith oldd =3 & zAE
Ao ouE AYaie YA, TR H AR E Al T3 W8l ek szt HJrh Q1A
SH & HEhl= EE4 7se Fdskal tH(Fraser 1996, O'Keeffe et al. 2020).

H shE mAY] g Aol #E Aol 53 JAINE = 8 xA ol EEH
7153 el #E A sl JAHA g vk AlF 9(2001)%
Astruc—Aguilera®}t Nolan(200 =% 38 ZAE EAHFAIZR A Y% AFE
sl oy, AA AA AoE gigoz g A7 ofvgt AE AFE JHATE HollA
SAIAS 7HT H2 Bl AHA e 3 EAo)e] AF AT ZH A} B2 A IS
A8 vpgo R dar QAW yvknow, I mean, well, I think®} 7S 44 38 FA oS

A7 ZE 1 Itk (Romero—Trillo 2018, 2019).
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ol I AHERE WAA dES = sFEEHSQ] Vsl Jden o] Hit
Al =3 g8 A0 o] ov] Ml T3 AT s aHdE = et =3
g ®Aole] ¥ dAgvE 2Es JFHA Fe ¥R oy APH diFEe] AY A=
A AT A F4 2skE dde® 3 A A9 e AAoln od AT BEF
AARGA o] TE wE A FEEA 245 udd = 38 ;Ao ool I wEe
FAE ZPASH. wEbd 2 AFelAs =8 38 FA oo digk Ad 54 2E ARE
ez go dorl sabse] ds BHst AA AHEEE 9ol JF ddel ¥ HRE
Asgorn Fo4os 24 225 A A gFod o 72 A85E Aestaat
gt o] sl Fol dolRl sAE] =9 g8 wAoo] wst W) YA A% A P>
ojmirbes FAHN dATEAE AAsa, AA A F44 23 A8 Buckeye
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¥ 2 (Buckeye Corpus)oll Webd Go] dolwl sxp5e] =% 3h8& HAo] ke AR}

e EAsar @t

2. o| &4 vl 73
2.1 3+8 ®A ¢

McCarthy ¢} Carter(2004)= you know, I mean, I think 55 SAFAHQl F-% <ol A wk3ly]=
Aol ofyel w3l Ao A#gle]l YEhrIE &tn, o] A AW (face), 2l (politeness),
AW 2] 7] (hedge) ot &2 &4 7|5S FdstdA st oha siqln). olfs 79 whof
el FAMA, guAQl Ve Eus 3884 Tles o TA%] Fdste AoR oF 3
TR gt AHolsFAtH(Fraser 1996, O'Keefe et al. 2020, Romero—Trillo 2019). 3}-&
FA el tiste] Okeefe et al.(2020) &9 Fxoh= AR &4 3t 7]ed
AT A2 AHostal 1o, Romero—Trillo(2019)= 543 9uE vehd= Zo] ofye
sl AR XA sES FiEtE o] welztal &9tk Fraser(1996)E 38 XA o=
@3} giEctes IR shxbe] B TE JAAEY onTF HASNE o)A Alsetal stk

5 Al(sentence adverbials)®} Z2 F7F9 dojd d9ELE 3EEH 7|5 = o=
FE 1 QtH(Fraser 1996, O'Keefe et al. 2020). Fraser(1996)+= o]#|3t dojd @ 9E =3
38 wAo g Ast 2zt xA e sl wEk 79 M TE EFRIIATHE 1).

Fraser(1996)°] o]&td -4 #H7} ## ] (assessment markers)t 3}3E Bl ~Eof o3t 314}
B 14 AH T deide 7les 8, 38 Aol (manner—of—speaking
markers)= 3tzte] ©@3} &S = A dig ojAS dERdTE. FA A o] (evidential
markers)v W3l HAEC g S He FAHo| gk gl AEE uehdth. A9
EA Y (consequent markers)= H]S2E ©3 G2EVE RbEEE= A A Fxe] ]2 A<
HAIAE w=F3dor e HAZOR HAdA HAGsteE 7|55 grh. AR ¥ A9 (hearsay
markers)=  H2EJ  digk 3ol AR X9 FIS =
¥ Ao} (mitigation markers)= A} <219 AW (face)S 4

4z ;Ao (emphasis markers)¥ $pAFo] w3 BIAEC gigh g o]

= g

off F

A
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¥ 1. Fraser(1996)9] =3 3-8 FX o] /79 oA

amazingly, incredibly, foolishly,  hopefully, ideally,
(un)luckily, naturally, significantly, wisely, happily,
remarkably, (un)fortunately, It was remarkable that, What
is more remarkable is that, .....

frankly, bluntly, briefly, generally, honestly, personally,
seriously, strictly, to be honest, roughly speaking, to
speak candidly,

certainly, clearly, conceivably, definitely, evidently, indeed,

Assessment markers

Manner—of—speaking
markers

Commen.tary Evidential markers likely, surely, possibly, undoubtedly, obviously, absolutely,
Pragmatic . . . .

It is certain that, Without question, .....
Markers

finally, eventually, lastly, overall, I repeat, by way of
explanation, to clarify, in general, ......

reportedly, allegedly, purportedly, I have heard, it appears,
it is claimed, it is reported, .......

If T may interrupt, If you don't mind, I'm no expert but,
You have a point but, That may be true but, .....

by no means, I emphasize that, I insist that, on earth, to
say the least, .....

Consequent markers

Hearsay markers

Mitigation markers

Emphasis markers

shE&EAQ FHAA =3 3} Jo17}F ARl 42 F oUle EEE EEE VR 3oR
A8 4= 9t} (Fraser 1996, O'Keefe et al. 2020). ;A EHLS BIAE 1|89 dilo|a, =3
318 RAoE ©Il "gxEls WHIRE oAAT S A FAAQ st o g AdsteE E o)
vho] wats 7hgk Zlojth =9 88 :xAo7F = ke 7 A WAAE ddsta vk

ko 2o mulo|(pitch)E HAZ 3dlaL
Aoz olsfxar 9t} Ladefoged®}t
stal k. ©, BAE EE

™, o &2 sutelel
15)< =

THAoR e Heo FxE ZE glom, HHEE = o¢F FMo g FU|E 7]EAHQ
Age] G = AHASATE. Tench(2015)= J4o] 9= &8 o9 o]4e] @3} (utterance)
o= HAAFAT, o] E ke wolo] on] FJol= s o= wo] U A (stress)Uf =39
Az AzEdE e FHA S22 £ @9 (phonological phrase) ool 9] Fyutol
A4S Vet welga & ¢ Qo

sk Aol gl #g A= 2147] o] Fo) FEE Wi Jlon FE AHAE Vo R

AT7F AP JoH(AFE 9 2001, Astruc—Aguilera and Nolan 2007, Komar 2007,
Romero—Trillo 2018, 2019, Wichmann 2004). Romero—Trillo(2018)= ZH =5 &-8351o] w3}
W] oM el well you know, I means 7]1eHE EF3te] ool YElues 9 BEXE
AT Ay, w3t SER-EoIAe oA FEVF MY Bue ARE BoFlow A9
AR wFxe wet yeEhE g |l el de A7

< A2 Romero—Trillo(2019) yeah, oh yeah, I know,
mhm vfﬂr 2 3k Aol #E do] Aol Jof shEAF FHY] A% Ml #AS EE

IL
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gol dojrlzt g5at Apelol A o] Fojxl Halrt gof Yojuls AfoJoll A o] Foixl HElol A

O

o B TR 3k 3A o vehd e A3 g S| E=g dojwl F dovlat kAt gh
F28 Aol7k eSS #E3Sth. Romero—Trillo(2018, 2019)9] A& Fo] 8hAke]
o 38 FAY AREE AsiAe ZH 20 e Al Ad ks ddeR @ A9
oS HoFy, ZHAE &83le 818 #A|o] pleases A3 Wichmann(2004)2] A4+
oJgol] sk FA Y 54 7es AgeAY Aststal AdvkeE AS FRlE Fa

3 =3 38 FTA oo B3 ook AoA Astruc—Aguilera®t Nolan(2007)& T Aol &
H2E 2 753 3 7| o® ERste] s 4% A3 g8 Vles ot =% 3E
FA oA A FAA o] %9 oWl mytolrt #EMA = oS3 A (deaccenting)  F/go]
FEYAA UYER S-S BT vk AF 9(2001)F =3 & EAole] g digh
gl gof Honle wlw AYS 3 Ay Fo] dojrlelA =3 3 FA ol FAA o]F
=90 Furol7l UehbA] &= o] 2 YBRes et o 7 Y dare A aE
7o R s 2 AF dAvete dAHE A 2

k& FAofef kel #e dFEe] H¥ A= ZHAE E&ste] AA A W As5E
o w AP JAT, AR =94 3h& FA 0 JF A= AA B3t ARTE ofd A3
ATE F8 APHJGE AS & 7 J}T = g8 EA o] Fgk AFAHQ Qo] ARE
g o ® gk ko] Rl el HEIVE do FqE5AEY =% 38 #A 5 A 4T
AE7 2 7% At AS 1dE u AA 23} dojE o w 3 =3 38 mA o] A%
A+7F 2asitt

3. AT WHE
3.1 A 4 Buckeye ¥ X

oA AFRH &4 RAFEE Buckeye FH ¥ 2A(Buckeye Corpus) Version 2.0 Ho|HE
Ao 2 39 thl Buckeye I AE na 935t0] 9 FYH Ul (Ohio State University)oll A Pitt
T AT AR B H F2e] A sl 34 3 2otk Buckeye ZH 2 SA AR
HL 200080l o] Foixan, ks SOl WEk AR A S hEste]l 2005d0] A
ZA1 ¥ A tH(Kiesling, Dilley and Raymond 2006). Buckeye ¥Z=:= ¢F 300,000719] whof
T (tokens) ek °F 13,0007H¢] wo] F&H(types)oz2 49 QIEF FAY AA 23 4
Ztsolth. AHFE 235tele FHUstue] AT A MR on, WsAEL FHErto]AE

4 R 2

A8 A, W, X i 5 YA FAlel Wi} eE AR, Buckeve
Fw s WEAE BE 4090R Wl FAFoln, esoleFedA HoldAL 104 ool

o[Ab 2 7ol Oﬂ‘jrﬂ‘ﬂr wafate] F7FAQ1 AH = Hol(old; 404 ©14F, young; 304 ©]sh)<}t
49 (male, female)ol wel =¥~ wjFde] AA o] gt}
B A47E JolE AMLEE AW 7F Bl AT old o] dojwle] FH&

B

o] ofo

ftlo

1 www.buckeyecorpus.osu.edu
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Aehe Aolmw SEAe] F4 ARRU= do] dowl 4 AE<Q Buckeye AHATE #
Aol A Ametar & A £, 2 ATE s 4 AR ofyg 23
2AHER 88, FOET Praat AZEol® AYS EAT Al YAEIE(x TextGrid)
sdo] Agsivte S neld W SA49d, w3 23HE, ZF do] 3 SIS dAA
Holl= 9dS AlFstar = Buckeye ¥|a= AEAQ SHA 2 Aol v #F83
ARz F8d 5 AT dol7t v A ATl AREHI o] vdd qdol S
el o Buckeye AHA7E Qo] e A8 FAkFol vA =g £ ARThE oA ti
Aol Aol & ¢ doeu ofHE Fol 23|y PolE EIolE ARgshE AES A4
e oS AT LR S AvfR Aol AEE ARE 28d ¢ sy

3.2 A5 3

AY dele VIR er dHE B SAEAY x2S BEUR st e, oA x5 1
@491 712 o2 37]%E ghth(Roca and Johnson 1999, Tench 2015). & A7ol4+ Buckeye
s zol] yehd = 88 FA o] FollA 7P WE=FE A vl T Ule] S ZAE
THoR Y A& APt A8 £ AAHS v

g 8 A AN =" & ZA9 FEEH Ted o HItlMe= g
T84S ko] Fraser(1996)9] =% 318 ZA 9] £/FE 7|Wtez o] FdT A
TEE AEesith F 19 Fraser(1996)7F AIA G o8] Aof5e] FH 725 U8t &7
Ao st "ojz FAE dHE oAl AElste] 29 o]l =1 38 BAoE
A2 skl

¥ 2. Fraser(1996)9] 3 ©oj2 FAH =% 3& EX o

EA of A
amazingly, incredibly, foolishly, hopefully, ideally, (un)luckily, naturally,
significantly, wisely, happily, remarkably, (un)fortunately

Assessment markers

Manner of speaking

frankly, bluntly, briefly, generally, honestly, personally, seriously, strictly
markers

certainly, clearly, conceivably, definitely, evidently, indeed, likely, surely,

Evidential markers possibly, undoubtedly, obviously, absolutely

Consequent markers finally, eventually, lastly, overall
Hearsay markers reportedly, allegedly, purportedly
Emphasis makers -

& GAE  AntConcdEe AT EYO]E  ALL3de]  Buckeye YA S ATste=
H2E (xtxt) P2 9] 8l 2IHEE FA 5] ® 2014 A =9 38 ZAojEY HEFE
golst & ¥ 39 A¥E =Z3 . AntConc: Laurence Anthony”Z} 2002wde] 7§kl F3 2~
B zzagdoz QYA Fuz gaert 715stY, 2ERAELS 44 o]fE £ Y=
AAEJT. ES AntConc= QFo], gh=o], dio], Foojet e ot Qdojs A3
o] theol mE A FACE ug- f&eth(AY S, FAT 2012). - A4 = AntConc

© 2021 KASELL All rights reserved 683
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Version 3.5.8% A}g3Ft}.

k& Ao Ed Wk #3 FonAES Foste VIes Bt A dd A=
7ol AAFgk Aol EHE%?:Q ATolAM = AFolA &S HolE FolA WEFETE H=S
FA s Aeste] A8 Aol th(McCarthy, Carter 2004, Norrick 2009, Romero—Trillo
2019). & AFeME 7P RI=s7F 22 FA0E 2 AT dwoi AAslth & 3 %
2014 AAIgE EA) 59 Buckeye #¥ 2 ulo] W4 Aijolrt 1 3904 7P @e WES
UEld ¥ A o+= deﬁm'te]yﬂ- obviously= 27+ 923], 8932 7} EE dHixSo Ay}
e o™ o] £ FAoe B T mAofd &gtk w2 AFedAE TPE =2
NErE Vel =7 TX0]9 definitely®y obviouslyE 41 Qo2 A Aty

r

FH

+

¥ 3. Buckeye ZH 29| Ueld =% 38 FX o] HlEF

=3 38 3A N =% 38 %A H=4
definitely 92 briefly 3
obviously 89 strictly 3
(un)fortunately 35 ideally 2
personally 34 significantly 2
finally 32 amazingly 1
honestly 28 foolishly 1
eventually 28 wisely 1
hopefully 24 happily 1
certainly 23 remarkably 1
generally 17 allegedly 1
absolutely 17 conceivably 1
possibly 12 evidently 1
incredibly 9 indeed 1
likely 8 surely 1
(un)luckily 7 undoubtedly 1
seriously 6 bluntly 0
clearly 6 reportedly 0
overall 4 lastly 0
naturally 3 purportedly 0
frankly 3

3.3 A8 4
3.3.1 &7 {EAole] A 4

Crystal(1975)2 22 Q3 F3] gelet strjete Bshde] welAe] Ao weps o
oJokol omel 71%Fo] trErial 33tk Romero—Trillo(2018)E 31§ ®A|o]e w3l fxE=
olFel siEld Fel thEs glsklvh. fA AAe A9 st Wel you know, I mean,
7o w MAAsta, FA oW wskE g9k Fe

Wk oF, $3, A RS
S AAE Frhste] BF Ul A AAE AAsklth Cruttenden(1994)2 shute] o 7}
2 F dx 99E FAHES(syntactic) WAozm FEIH. F2 H(clause) 99, =]
FoIH-, ol F & sl g @eE FE Aolnh Y A 22 2T 99k

© 2021 KASELL All rights reserved 684
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shite] =9 o @97 2 5 Aok ekl
woATe EAUER] A BA definitely®t obviously®l 1XE A7) & 7]E A
sl ge] 9xE o, 3, vHAMew dAsta, aelal =3 38 gAoe AR s
HAAE dged 4= Jub= Fraser(1996)9F O'Keefe et al.(2020)9] +3& AR T
sEAoRke] W3}t FheAdS AAste] & 47HA Ao fIx st ¢, b, wbAE, i @
ot-5 AAsilv dAl= obgiel 2ok
<Al >
a. <SIL> definitely <LAUGH> <IVER> definitely <IVER>
b. <IVER>definitely and it really makes you aware of your own mortality
c. that 1 know so it's obviously a lot more build up it's gotten
d. they got a girlfriend so obviously <SIL> yknow and i feel
el AAE dal= S FACe 1A A9 dAlE BT k. (a)v O L3R A
gupde] el F3rol definitelyRte LElelE AS HAFa ow (b)E Adulre] wshrt
2y 5 ksl QPR EA definitely7t A= RS HAFEH (09 AT w3t F1bel
AAs= S G 7 AL, (D G B3 3ol HEAF so obviously ©]F= tha WEtE
AZo] Hojop apx|ut, okzke] FA|ef A EFE FHAL, tHA] yknow andE AFFOE TR
Wt E AlAElAL OB R obviously®] 1AE E3F mpA e 1A= EA 5

3.3.2 =7 TAle ok BA

7 ®A 9 s ATsly] Y8 Praato]lghs AZEYOE Fgale] v G oo
S SHel I WHelel Hols: AT Praate TH AR T2
AZEOIEHN  FY2~(Unix), W(Mac), A= & st HFH AHAA EHA FE=2
them=sto] AREE 4 Utk E3k SA Y flolB 9y AFAER R S0 4 glon,
239 ¥RFE(formant) #¥ 49 A 9 91X 4% 7EFHRF(FOE SHL & Ae
o9 83k SAEA mFolt}, B o A= Praat Version 6.0.392 AR&&}It)

AA 2 FH4E A7) Aol IEe] HE IA FAY FEE ARG A=
Z|EH o2 Fo] wyols Walke oW, 59 A5 S 1 7o R gt weka s
st 7 el 9X o] & Aoli, o|RE &St Ae-dstA, s -dse £ 4
AEAQl A o] vyebd & vk 2Elal &9 Fmutolvt fle sExe AR A4s B o5
At 2y FHxzo ddo] o iAo} £ syl XA EAUA grE ALst=
ooke] 3 W9elxE ool REEAA T, FHLe EII AFoMde FHRY ¥H A4S
ojekol 3 welg2 FFFEEta At AlE 2009, Romero—Trillo 2018, 2019, Tench 2015). ¥
AT E 71ES] wdY ATE AR oRE AE, s, Asstd, s, R oA e
2 49 s BEslon oF ofdf 1§l 13 #Zo] A[Ztststgitt.
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N NS —

falling rising rising—falling falling—rising level

Iy 1. 718 915 A

Therom okl SATA ARl 9 A ook 9A deolE AT Féry(2017)E IA
el ok FAd A Fogke] Wl AEAIRHduration) k= Y AT FLT FA
Q4% ST Roach(2000)E 23l whejol]l vehvbs ] 9ol dojo] upeba] da}ate
A4 Aeiet w=rF ttEA m@Eva a8k T4 EA O] definitelySt obviously W7 71
WA A gk sRake] gl g dgdhs Vles FAsth weba o] ©@8k o yreRd
71 ®A O definitely$t obviously®l F AT Al A A3} FA A Wl o] =
T3 4 aclolgta & 4 gtk

92 WYE EFo45(F0)st #ee] gtk B E Praat AT EYO]E Al&ate] iy
FEAo] 77kl HAL FOogkast #HA Fogks 78he] L zbol& 9]x W9z AAgnt 94 343
A WeE BAsks B4 pitch spikett sharp edgeot #2 92 =49 oF & AA
wo R skl AAS stAA T FAHR SukE Fogtel o3 ¥A MAE etk 9%

Aol EF Praate o]&ste] s Aol TRbe] sl A& ZH(duration)S FAske] 2
dolE 2433tk Buckeye I¥2olli= £47]%, o] dAsbd, Wl A HESH G A8
HEA A YA gHEold T8 WA i (breathy), 2Hd (whisper) 7HJ (falsetto),
W A7 d (creaky), X¥(imitation)?t T Tspape] Folojghaql w3k eagk AARAE7E
sojglolA ol gt el siFets AT EAIAAA At 1 A3} definitely<t
obviously®] 247t A2 A @3 2AHECA 92709k 89709 FEAo] FellA AF Al
AHEE A o= 22 78709 72707 H S

A

4. A7 A% R =9
41 948 92 34

uet vEbeE 1% 349 FEE BHAF
T2 Seetd ’by%é‘}%}ﬂ shzel ¥x el HAl 39.7%° HER

| 5 SARYG B 56.4%9 &S AAsHh 1ElaL
a’efzmte/yA A BExX=e 23t ) T JAAMTE 69.2% % Fe B[S AL agla
S ®EAO definitely®] 91AE A FAe] ARAHE SAANOE AFEY] HE wAHEA]
AAIgE A3 Fisher 844 p=0.078, F< 0.055 7|TOo=2 definitely®] X4 3
2o APAL EAHOT o o Aoz et

RS
o~
aly

flo o\
)
==
)
2
&
=
S
3
=
)
o

o

Lo
=)
ol
o
)
52
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¥ 4. definitely® 99XE X JFH nAF

g x] 24 A7 Fisher
ki e B v = A 3844 (p)
. N 0 1 6 0 7
- % 0.0 1.3 7.7 0.0 9.0
o N 1 0 2 5 8
914 % 1.3 0.0 2.6 6.4 10.3
— N 3 2 28 16 54 0.078
o % 10.3 2.6 35.9 20.5 69.2 :
- N 0 0 8 1 9
= % 0.0 0.0 10.3 1.3 11.5
47 N 9 3 44 22 78
% 11.5 3.8 56.4 28.2 100.0

¥*p < 0.05, #xp < 0.01, *=+xp < 0.001

Os 3% 55 A XA obviouslydl tigh FAE I x| FHe] BEE HAFET obviouslye]
W2 A% definitely$t vIRIZMA R ety A
&= Yeston, $£3xo 1z 54
SR AN 55.6%2] AA Auro]
3

obviously®] AAE I FAHel AAALS AFSr] s wAHEAS A

= —
ASAY p = 0.006, FolFE 0018 7SR obviously®] AAE A o] AWAdLS
AR vig- Fevd Aow yeyit 23 o A= st AA 54 E2F
Rm7b sgan, B8 3 Ao A= FHx] v S Fdo] 5T wEt

gz 234 A4 Fisher
Sl S = e 55 A &7 = 4334 (p)
gs 0 1 1 0 2
% 0.0 1.4 1.4 0.0 2.8
o N 0 0 4 14 18
2 - % 0.0 0.0 5.6 19.4 25.0
A N 4 3 21 12 40
=3 .

B % 56 ) 29.2 16.7 55.6 0.006+
ﬂ N 3 1 5 3 12
= % 4.2 1.4 6.9 4.2 16.7
A N 7 5 31 29 72
% 9.7 6.9 43.1 40.3 100.0

#*p < 0.05, #xp < 0.01, *=+xp < 0.001

42 9128 3R ¥ do]
gge A wAole el te S5 54 WA Welsh HA Dolol t@ Aoy,

% 62 A EAO definitely$t obviously®l A Wfle} I x| Aolof gt AyXE HojFa
gk A4 F BXo] 1 H 9X W= definitely’} obviouslyRTF 22.6Hz T & ZAo=
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SR 4= A i lOM AAE 9= Wele] HS AHEW definitely] 75 #3} o A}
Wl mpxEp Ro el mA] M9 Hito] tha EA dEYA e AE B o v
obviously= ‘?—iﬁ} o] A9 24Hze] it A WHSE YERRAIRE HEFTE 29 2SS
aEsbd om7p glo] Btk ey wsk o, 3, e BE R 9F 31Hz BEE HA
Iz ;e7F 2 Aol 7t gl Ao E YErT

T EAY] 1+ ¥X Aolx definitely’} 512.5ms©]il  obviously7} 480.6msZ  UEF O
definitely®] B+ TA| Hol7} 31.9ms Y A YERRTE 7 ZA 9 A 9 x] Zo]9
ZpolE AR w3l dmow AXFUS Wl definitely$t  obviously ZVZr 682.4ms$}
567.0ms= i 32 Ao|7t AA YeRd AL A = ok Egh 33 R A eSS
ul 3t 9 X] Ao|7t Z}2F 459.7ms9t 447.3ms®E 7P S Aol YEhd AL B

X 6. definitely & obviously 9AE T X H$ S} X Ao

v %] W2 (Hz) 3] 2] Zo](ms)
F Ao CE N oot E=9x} 4t EE=Axt

i 7 51.0 14.8 682.4 153.4

£ 8 61.2 51.4 459.7 150.4

definitely s 54 52.1 41.2 490.3 167.2

= 9 57.6 49.5 560.5 118.5

A 78 53.6 41.1 512.5 167.7

o= 2 24.0 7.0 567.0 186.6

& 18 31.7 21.0 447.3 84.2

obviously s 40 31.0 21.0 457.8 119.6

= 12 31.0 18.8 592.5 123.7

A 72 31.0 20.1 480.6 123.8

a8 25 ZE7A ZAY definitelyt obviouslye] ¥z WEet ¥x ZAolE agi==E el

Folty, % gzt I W, LEE agxrt Ix dolE RoFa v Ix WY

JWEE W definitely® T X W7V obviouslyR Tl Iz WU RE YR 2 AS

AlZpA o w Seld 4 gl agar ¥x] Aol Zﬂﬁﬁoﬂfﬂb definitely$} obviously?t 3% 2.2

el AR Ho 9x] dolo] Zv] Wshrt dAghs &1 4 Qlnh sk, A EA o4

st Aot x| HYeF x| dolo] B4 Azfo] it TAZK FodsS ASSIH ey #st

TS A Ao HE Ut AL AAR w3 Ao uigh I X et 1% dol9]
He 2olE AT & Ak

750

50 N 700 +——sdefinitely
=0 650

600

=
= 550

= n
=3 =
= 1‘5 s00
rgl 30
mo Ml as0
=1
20 ao0
+——edefinitely 50
10 .
‘@—eobvious Ty “00
o 250
ol s ot o s st opxl 2y EE R EE = EE gy EE R e
=l Sl

3% 2. definitely & obviously X8 ¥ HL <} ¥ X ZAo]
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4.3 AAE A% Ad R FE

4.3.1 &3} @5 914

w4 = 38 EXoE v Wivozn WAXE HET /eSS VE EdY AN
gol3t g th(Fraser 1996, O'Keeffe et al. 2020). ¥ AFoAE w3t 94 s w3}o
W=7 BEEQC.  definitely= 73], obviouslys= 232 1 HEFE UE QFAY
Wt Avt, 22245 AA 24 dateA] =3 k8 xAo]9] geEFd T4 xA o7t
T st o 2 AR Addstal vk dAIE 0 Blol| ojm7t ki & 4 QT o}
% 32 definitely®} obviously7t T HIE S A9 I FAo FAAY AEH TS
HolFE ~aygEl), aglal 27 39 9% definitely7} T W A% & wralE 9otk
olgf & AAHEA WElA=s T W A definitelyHS L3EPAAN HAIX S Agsta glow,
92 FAAE QW definitelye] TA FAE HERA Folw, FHx] 93X FAE 1T F
Atk obefe] ~AYECS] OW definitely= H3pAre} el S0l THE FatololA 4
el Al Al 19 39 L EF-2 obviouslyZt T ISR VeSS W] 91X 329

A Ewe] AgHES BRojFa gth

definitely: obwviously:

oh <SIL> @definitely <LAUGH> <IVER>
@definitely <IVER>

1 think it was more just a family

know why there's much of a union for
that but <VOCNOISE> yeah <SIL>
obviously the <IVER>

preference 1 1 preferred family um

a9 3. 9E 23 ANAAY A EAe WX TAT 23YE Al

o dbste]l Ag 9A FAAL definitely7t Gt 13, FEE 632 AEHAL
obviously= A 13, FHz 132 #ZFHAJY. o oAl A= definitelyS:
obviously's @5 Wste A9 FHzY A FiHo] FE #HFHJOU, FH HNESFTL BAE
gokrh. e v Weler X Aol w3l dhEo] A oA AdnkE A3rE dEET 19X
W] A5 definitely?t obviously EF st T YA A X WHLTE thE f1X| ol A KT}
AT o= &9 wutolrl tE w3t A A ET FA FAdE HAAF s As
omlgty. 1eup ¥ Aol A9 w3t wE QAo s dA dEEAY. FEE 2
definitely$} obviously®] 735 T s}sh= A9 IO XA 4% vhE w3 A A HTh
=9 wutolrt Aom ux] dol= o3|y 7 A YEwTh olAE FAF FA7E RIA gAY
ko)Al AL wdsy] 98] viA Y 3HS AA Eojmal= 435 (lengthening) @S <1/
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st @M1 (2009)7 Crystal(1975)2 fr‘*ézﬂ s FHASAY AFIAY FAVE
gylati= ou2A 7S dvhal AT 5, definitelyd obviously= T EEE SR 7R
A A e tgk b AFA 0 e Ee} f‘“JJ L7} ofelths Als HoFa vt & 4 it
L AFNM = definitely®t obviously &= L3Ee] WlgTE vrola o] & 7o R TheFgh =9 e}

S Shed SHAIHe] AN, B F qfEe A sl AEE ugew QIHF 4SS
Sk ohefgk Eulol A S8y T A OIEY v #sl A ok 'l @ el #e S

-

i} & definitely?t @estd 13], 798 23], Jsstido] 53 & e
om opviously= T8 43], G 14319 A 4] 7 BEAHAT 23} ShelAE F
Hzxol 9 A Hoh @Esh Ay Fsetd ) 2 st xR Fae] o B uEE yEhgen,
53] Tt En Aeetdd Sadel o wel #REAY. 1% 4= definitely®t obvisouly7} 7|
o AIA] gke f1R|Ete] Wl = A9 9x] FAH ws ~a9EE HoFa gk ¥ 4
of Q&L definitely®] L3t Sk f1A A 9] 9A] A} B3} ~2AHEE HAFI Q) A%
ot ~AHENA o] w3} olFo definitelys WA 3t F wAAE TSt Qlth
A% o] gy IX A Jo| obviouslyet PFATIAR F7EA| o] o et A w249
S BoFa vk a9 LEELS obviouslye] A FA} wrslt ~IHE Gt QLEF o}
Y ~IAHEANA U= Z obviously LollA 248 FA7te]l FX(pause) T2l obviouslyE
ekl $ giE mAAE Dkt dvh o] shbe] kst Tl el A st skol]l f1x|etE A
Qo) Q&2 9o U FHoA obviouslye] FAA o]F ThA] A5stgltirt s dstE 91X
TS BoFa gl

definitely: obviously: 3

<SIL> well <LAUGH> <SIL> obviously
you're not looking too close <SIL> at

<SIL> me<SIL> because 1 said yknow

oh yeah <IVER>
yeah <IVER>
definitely so my daughter

mother nature ...

a9 4. 23 & JANAY Z7 EXo] WA FHH 2AHE A

=7 FAol= 93 "AE B3I Fate] FA|Y Al AR
Oiolﬁ}(Fraser 1996). @<=l 7bo] vz 24
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2 ARE AT o Yepds JgFsolti (M 2009, Crystal 1975, Roach 2000). °]&
Higr o 2 o] Yojul 5L whal H-Fo| A definitelySt obviouslys 3}t 749 o] ¥ Ao
o] thgell ue H2E WA Ao ok ek Galejuy Fxe] Vo wH destdit st
ptze] g oA wsksta &S ovlety, 23 dEow wEtd AF9-ohs d2Al
s FRAE 7 Avk A Hefe] A wE kol definitelye] B A W7 7S A
A vebds = F A obviously®l 735 &3 T AXU mpA R iAo A B froju]EkAl 3
A W7t AA BREAE FAAN, v 2 wE) kR RolA ¥ A Wt b A BEE
Ak Wit X dole] A F wA o] BF s} okt MY &S 91X dolg Kol
ATt o= At A FAdI A Ul A Tl TP AEA] HA FHYE BT
Athe A3 7] WA Aol digh skxke] A=Al el 9124 gl Frrt Asitke As 9
mEk7) = gkt

el S YA T oEAe] BT UM Ee WESrE #EFAT 9 FAe A
definitely = &<estid 83], Wi 23], 8 283], A5t 163, obviously= ekt 43,
g 33, £ 213, st 12312 YEbWth ol OAl definitelys @edh )
Agarel azel WA Fdo| 243011, obviouslyc Ve AT Asadel dpzel 94
4ol 16312 gofst o Qlvh. =, w3l T3k AR A = st xet £z A 4ol Hlzgh
HE2 e sS4 Ak JA wek 9A Holo Aew st SHEEo A"
AFAQ e sFo] IAHA Fevhis AL IA A 2 25 T AT F Q)

definitely®} obviously 5 FTA 19l W3} F7F Ao & S F o AA3] AHHT
skl 7 FAY AAE AF 49 A wLe HolE AT B 7S fAEHE

=} 7
e 3R]0 S xet = T
AR A= wEatdolvt Adsede] b HA FAdo] AEEA ol o] Aol A
Aesrlct. el F3b AAA BREHAE "deEdse 93 AR sHEr oflE=
AL/, 7L definitely®y obviously BT dFFA el ¥ WHUF FHZFA O ¥ A
HART AA Yehd RS BHoErh, 43t F3F AR A definitely= dHFF] 3A] WHL 7Y
66.08Hz=, W3} oF x| A 9] stitxo] 9x| W9 71.67Hz Huhe= ZHA Yepstet. 9% Ao]¢]

AS- shdxe X dolrt 491.54ms=E L3 dRFoAMe FAFE 421.67msEt AA
HEEH AT o= ZE xR Y Fdolgt striet: s o Aol AR T Wt Flol A 9
=9 JEAe FA%e] o Aves As st ok A4S s}t Shol A o] st u |7}t
sl FAARY o 2 AS AZetd Fws FEF 7 Aok W obviouslye s}
Sl Ao aAxe] FA WH9E 41.38Hz=E, W3} FEFAAA shtxel x| W
36.07HzE S =A Y

YA}, obviously= SHFZS A w3 oA E
Uehtes oz yehdth $8ze 49 2388 wal 23 XelAlel 9x Wy}t gl o
Aol A Fzel WA Wuck o 2 .

i
B
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T3 AN e] Fo] FH Yol A w9 Ae A = A

X 7. 94 2 X 48 X He 9% do)
= HE(Hz) %] dol(ms)

21X HA % I N o E=Hz) 3+ EFHA}
definitely = 6 71.67 56.04 421.67 102.26
S BN 2 30.00 14.14 574.00 267.28
= . A= 14 36.07 21.91 458.36 90.145
obviously B 4 16.50 5.9 408.75 49.311
definitely AF= 24 66.08 46.67 491.54 158.68
@3 27 e B 28 39.07 30.21 469.75 124.86
b viousl AF= 16 41.38 21.89 450.94 112.04
obviously S 21 20.05 12.22 464.57 121.05

definitely dz 1 66.00 429.00

. BN 8 56.63 52.82 577.00 115.25
. = 6 20.80 16.00 560.50 167.59
obviously FAx 5 41.50 17.83 612.40 53.48

u :
S 3 2 ugw, de 9AdAE adeRel, +9xs dgxe A
el A4 wol RAUAT, WA Weleh WA Aol ZWlNL definitelye] AS 23
SrnRuth oo g19lo] tha FHOAT, obviouslye A% e & gAMLY 03 2
go &

=
5% definitely®t obviouslyd W3 W F7F 9=

498 nAFm ek 1Y ER
e 91X 349 497 AAYEE RFR Atk A%E definitelye] A5 oA
9A FAe welFm Ak aem 9% obde wah AAPEA wah ul F3 ANYL
3% 5 Ak FAA olFel T AESATF SAsE FAH $492

9]
Ol a8 59 LEZEL opviouslyd H =
2~AHE|t}, obviouslyd X FAA AL Yot ¥XF AL pitch edgeyt pitch spikedl
s, dAQl 9x FHo] ofymE AL, vl dxEE I X F4d9

[e]
™
otk E 7% 19 5elA mkEel, wak F3 AAelAE EAEE 77
o
™

definitely: u obviously; I

sinister group than the other that i know
there there were definitely times when i <IVER> 1 mean obviously everyone has
was teaching when i would have their dark side but i'd say
<CUTOFF—nm=?> <VOCNOISE>

a9 5. 93 F7 XA HA F4F} LIHE AL
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wsl FRrelM e ezt stz EF HES BUE FraAl: sEx 2F P& 9
B2 S e o qdvh vk, s} ok Aol e =3 vlEol ¥ A4 yEhva
Aok webA o] WEA oM eFzkel Apol7} Q) ADARE st T

[e)

4.3.4 23} vpAul 9%

ksl wpx ek Aol ¥ A FAME definitelys 8 83), A%E i} 132 BEEJL
obviously= @b 33, @At 18], ¥ 53], A 332 YElWY. definitely=
[ S R B 1P IR ) B B | F2 YUetal, obviously= 'E3F wpAEE 9] x|l A
FHzo] X A FA sHFxe FA FHAE Hzg vEE Ve 4] He o) ol A
definitely®} obviously =5 ¥ W7 st b AAERT X H7E HAAT, Ls)
S HT BA= gFdth 9 Aol 7 Ao BT Es; wpx )k 91X A 31X Hol7t ¢
AA veps

aF 62 s mpA ) fF|oA o] 1A HdE HolErh ¢
o] oF7he] AbZ: 3 AT} definitely= @3 wpA 9
Ao A HFE o 2 R AT obviously®] 735 L3
Ak iX|o| A FHxet tEo] FAA olF tA] sttt sk dA Hde BHoFal
AT}, definitelySt obviously®] W3l wpAE IRl 5L x| Holrt Aot A
FE dovt Ao ¥ 69 SE8F obviously®] I Aol Y-S B viXdt BS fiy/9]
A &AIZre] AA G Aes B 7 Ak ¥ 69 9% definitely®] A5 3+ ol FHH

% Qo] a9 definitely®] A
(o)

_V}i

MAREEZE A HHA AR I/AREE S /\:‘“E"‘q"] BE&/iy/eF 22 S Ueida b
=, sk N/ fiy/e] TS eHA & WEketal Atk AL ¢ 5 Ak o] A® ™ 59
a3 6ol A definitely®} obviously= L3} U}X] b Q1A A wiA e S-S AA HSes 53 0]

UERstaL o)== 3} v fj Ao A v x| dol7t Aojx= fjlem vpepe = QU

'”\'
n’l{ h

g’ ::{'m.,’

, 411“‘
ahn ih l

obviously:

definitely:

<VOCNOISE> and uh <VOCNOISE> ah it

<VOCNOISE> just anything <IVER> ) )
seems like there's a lot more to do in

that'd be great <LAUGH> i would do it

columbus obviously <VOCNOISE> but
definitely <IVER>

<IVER>

39 6. U w1 WX FH} 2TYE Al
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5. 8 4 HE

2 A5+ Buckeye IZHAE E&sto] Jo] dofwl sApe] Al wEo A AREE =3 3HE-
‘A FoA THE WEFTE A e A 32A0 Y] A e S BAE Aoth
T A ool He ZAoE dAsSH] flske] Fraser(1996)¢] 38 xA[ole] ER/E
ZFharete] =3 g8 FAolol| et FAE B F AntConcE: &-&afA 7 FA0¢
NEFE Bt 71 Wit 58 S XA definitely?y obviouslyZS A3 Ay, 18]
sl dejeA o] Ao YA E wis sl dbsl oF, wbst F3E, st mpA e REoR TlEs
AAeto] ZF A1 AAE EAst e, ke HHE A e7] flél Praats &-&ste] 17
A3 ko] SA4TH 54 HA WL X Hols At A AR, definitely®t
obviously®] T FAO1e] f1A ExLe w3 F3 fACNAMe] Bx Rl TP w2

o] 3

A Bsanel ARz

S N LY

o] 7 wol #E AT
=]

1o,
oft
fuj
rlr
ey
&
ol
ol

AAE Ak e st wis XA FH o o HiHle] FE HFEIL, T

7 Asktom, Hx ol b AQdnh W E st oF A|olA st Adsstit e
shdzxel ofek s wlgo] HA Uetwon, X WHelE @3t koA s mgkon,
Uz dol= 7Hg #Al #AFEHJG B T AAdA = F xAY] BT spdEet FExo
vz FAde] 7pE Wol uyetwkew dz wHejel ¥ Aol FWolA vdd 59 A<l
AR AT 3w B miA e SAS AA dEehs das ddo]l #EEAT
TR HE sz IA Fdo] AA|EhE vlEo] wsl SF XA TP =A UER
Holth, ol o] oWl FAEo| definitelyS}y obviouslyE

d

= 3T
grE wAAe] g A BEyg e JES HolFu g ov

oL
2 0 Lo ood &
@ Ui 4o Tl

o} =44 il olsldE 4 Stk

A1 E Eg o] dojwl IRELS =A F A definitely®t obviously W3 Al &3 oF
A A go] Fyto] Wgle] Fo] Etom, oA o] Yofwl FAEo] o] BAES V|
H2E AR <ol fX|ste] dElgls w 7]E wAR Y gigt 7Y 5210 Fale] AR

T8 RYFE Ao Jdvta FEE F Qv |, B A e 2E ds Y AdA e HxgTt
Hojxl =ole} M-S dutslel= Wl SAZE AJANH AHA A ESfA A definitelyst
obviously= = LERIORE wAXE At Qe QIR Al owrh lva &
o)

AN .

2 ATE ZHEE 835t Al A Aol ARE vtgoR JYs ATtk wekA
Aofstdl  FHoA B AFE I Aofste] WHES o]&ste HAA w3l A8E
AT HolA] o]l AE Aot tE ATHola AAZQ A Ayl & 4
SgoojgrEel #AHoA o3 HAFH A= definitelySt obviously7t B F7olv w3}
FrolAe] AEe} F5S HojA HAAR ofHl wigoa] AR EHI EA o] gk H8H<Q
A7 7127 4 F IS AR Vg
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2 R A ds =
definitely®} obviously®] <ol o
o2 =3 318 1A o

F7F A7 Bast

[
o
oz
oz
S
2
ol
X
r2
e
2
e
B
=
X
v}
o2
ol
X
i
o
rr
)

A

A5 - APB(Kwon, H. and C. Jung). 2012. [=mH A Aojst A&, ([ntroduction of Corpus
Linguistics). A-&: =3t AHSeoul: Hangukmumhwasa).

W3 (Kim, M.). 2003. 9o} & wal=ut 3¢ (The illocutionary function of English
intonation). < AW w|E> ( The Journal of Modern British & American Language &
Literature) 21(2), 77—98.

QAZE(Oh, S.). 2009. Tdo] Aok 7] EAAG A el (Problems and Solutions of
English Intonation Representation). *2: 3¥=3t&AH(5)(Seoul: Korean Studies
Information, Co., Ltd).

QAT - FPS - ] &A(Oh, S, Y. Jang and Y. Lee). 2001. ol FFFAb] Yepd @<l
o] AJUEA B4 message—oriented HAIES FAH S Z(A study on the intonation of

)

Korean speakers in English sentence adverbials: focused on message—oriented
adverbials). <& 33> (Speech Sciences) 8(2), 119—131.

Astruc—Aguilera, L. and F. Nolan. 2007. Variation in the intonation of sentential adverbs in
English and Catalan. Zones and Tunes 1, 233—262.

Couper—Kuhlen, E. 1986. An Introduction to English Prosody. London: Edward Arnold.

Cruttenden, A. 1994. Gimson’s Pronunciation of English, 5th ed. London: Edward Arnold.

Crystal, D. 1975. The English Tone of Voice. London: Edward Arnold.

Fery, C. 2017. Intonation and Prosodic Structure. London: Cambridge University Press.

Fraser, B. 1996. Pragmatic markers. Pragmatics 6(2), 167—190.
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