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Figure 1. Visual display of the pitch contour of yes/ns questions that were produced by Student #4
compated to the native speaker’s model

S \/
- . a
- — - - -~ 75 He
2 s3mR 1 1042999 =
T Viaklo pan 1.56:4500 secores 3564550 0063
Is that ok? Is that ok? Are you ready? Is that ok?
(Pre-test) (Post-test 1) (Post-test 2) (NS model)

< Substantial Improvement OERED & T >

Figure 5. Visual display of the pitch contour ofje.r/:w questions produced by Student #2 compared to
the native speaker’s model

o 1 |
500 Hx

—_— -~ /M,/‘/(\/”\/.

—TN

75 HE

In v—ug"% s0cons AOé
Is that ok? Is that ok? Are you ready? Is that ok?
(Pre-test) (Post-test 1) (Post-test 2) (NS model)

6. Conclusion

B Praat (3R FIICA 27 software TH D Z EB¥ o7z,

B Praat ZfEH L T, #EHILH S intonation Z#kE MR L NSO LD L HEGT 5 Z LN TE T,

B PEFITEOEMRRE MR T LI LN TE,

B HAfiX. Praat @ visual feedback # 1.5 Z & T, EOAENHBINLENT IR D LN T
=7



<BEIH>

Le, H. T. & Brook, J. (2011). Using Praat to teach intonation to ESL students. Hawaii Pacific
University TESOL Working Paper Series L1, 2), 2-15

Jong, N. D. & Perfetti, C. A. (2011). Fluency training in the ESL classroom: an experimental study of
fluency development and proceduralization. Language Learning, 61(2), 533 — 568.

JEJFREA - HlgEE— (2011). [EFOHTY 7 b U =7 Praat & AWZHEEGESR ) . [HAREEESEE], 67
& 8 7 345-350 H.

24 BT N(2010). [Praat # Vo= a2 — R EFEOEFEF 547 . [dialogos] 10 % 101-114 H.

CRPERFIUFIIFEA I 2 = — v a VR
487 NQ2011).  Tpraat ZHWZHFEFE O HOFEFGHT] . [ dialogos] 11 %, 203-218 H.

<B% website>
Praat AT website
http://www.fon.hum.uva.nl/praat/
B Y 7 b Praat O HIZENHSDTU =7 A b
http://id.fnshr.info/2013/01/24/praatweb/
o+ & B (2008). Praat i B & — Praat & W\ 72 % 7 9 AT A P — retrieved from
http://josman.web.fc2.com/praat/PraatKyotoForWeb.pdf



http://josman.web.fc2.com/praat/PraatKyotoForWeb.pdf

