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ABSTRACT

This paper explores the relationship between pre-
aspiration and pre-glottalisation, which have
traditionally been seen as mutually exclusive when
occurring in the same language and/or language
family. Acoustic analysis of Welsh English fortis
plosives and fricatives produced by 45 speakers
reveals that glottalisation is less frequent (17%; n =
545) than pre-aspiration (56%; n =1846). 181 of 3306
tokens show both pre-aspiration and pre-
glottalisation (5%). This co-occurrence takes the
following forms: 1. the two happen simultaneously,
in various forms of whispery/breathy/lax creak; 2. the
two happen successively; 3. a combination of 1. and
2. is found. Where the two happen successively,
(whispery/breathy/lax) creak typically precedes local
breathiness and/or voiceless pre-aspiration. Option 1
is the most frequent in the data, with variable degrees
of  aspiration and  glottalisation  present.
Whispery/breathy/lax creak emerge(s) as (a)
phonatory setting(s) which can be meaningful for our
understanding ~ of  subsegmental  phonatory
phenomena, and not only paralinguistic phenomena.

Keywords: pre-aspiration, pre-glottalisation,
whispery creak, breathy creak, lax creak, breathiness.

1. INTRODUCTION

This paper focuses on the relationship between pre-
aspiration and pre-glottalisation. The former is
defined here as a period of primarily glottal friction
which occurs in the sequences of sonorants and
phonetically voiceless obstruents, prior to the release
of the obstruent, as in Welsh English mat [ma"t*] and
mass [ma®s]. The latter is defined here as aperiodic
glottal pulsing and/or as a sudden drop in fy in the
contexts of sonorants and phonetically voiceless
obstruents, as in Welsh English mat [ma’t*]. The two
phenomena are typically investigated separately (e.g.,
[4, 15, 17-18, 24], but they can enter into a range of
relationships.

The research available on the relationship between
the two, where these are found in the same language
and/or language family, points to a contrastive or an
allophonic relationship. In the former, pre-aspirated
consonants are found to contrast with pre-glottalised
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consonants. This has been attested for sonorants, as in
Shehret [29] and Huatla Mazatec [26, p. 220), but has
not been reported for plosives to the best of my
knowledge. [19, p. 340] discuss examples of
aspiration and glottalisation being contrastive.

Where pre-aspiration and pre-glottalisation are
allophonic, this relationship can be realised in several
ways. Firstly, categorical allophony between the two
has been found [7; 10: ch. 5; 13]. In their Manchester
English data, [13] report (near-)categorical pre-
glottalisation in word- and foot-final fortis plosives
(mat [ma’t*]), but pre-aspiration in word- and foot-
medial fortis plosives (matter [ma"t*a]) and in word-
and foot-final fortis fricatives (mass [ma"s]). This is
also reported by [10: ch. 5] for Aberystwyth English
and by [11] for various Welsh English accents.
Furthermore, [7] report glottalisation in word- and
foot-final fortis plosive environment but pre-
aspiration in word- and foot-final fortis fricative
environment in their Scottish English data. The two
can therefore participate in categorically allophonic
relationships  conditioned by the prosodic
environment and/or by the manner of articulation of
the consonant involved.

These allophonic relationships, however, do not
have to be categorical. [11] reports cases which
present us with gradient allophonic constellations.
For instance, a word- and foot-final fortis plosive can
be associated primarily with pre-glottalisation, but
not categorically so, reaching different rates of
application with different speakers. Thus, both pre-
aspiration and pre-glottalisation can occur in the same
prosodic and segmental environment, with one being
more preferred than the other.

Finally, historical discussions of pre-aspiration in
some languages present us with a situation in which
daughter language A shows pre-aspiration where
daughter language B shows pre-glottalisation [9, p.
24, 29; 23, p. 154-155]. This diachronic perspective
is particularly intriguing as it is not immediately
obvious what a precursor to the two outcomes, pre-
aspiration and pre-glottalisation, should be. Indeed,
aspiration and glottalisation are generally seen as
quite different in general discussions of laryngeal
contrasts and phonatory settings ([1, p. 102; 8, p. 4,
63; 16, p. 325], but see [14, p. 205; 27, p. 431]).

Although (pre-)aspiration and pre-glottalisation
have been seen as mutually exclusive on the whole,
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implicitly or explicitly (e.g. [19]), [10, ch. 5; 11]
nevertheless makes a cursory comment on cases in
which pre-aspiration and pre-glottalisation are not
only found in the same prosodic and segmental
environments, but also within the same token. Similar
findings have also been reported by [29] for one
speaker of Mehri in the context of consonantal
sonorants. Following up on [11], this paper addresses
the following questions, using acoustic analyses of a
range of Welsh English accents:

e How often do pre-aspiration and pre-

glottalisation co-occur in the same tokens?
e  What is the phonetic realisation of such cases?

2. METHODOLOGY
2.1. Tokens

The tokens analysed here are taken from the dataset
presented in [11]. As Table 1 shows, each participant
produced a range of foot- and word-final fortis
plosives (/p, t, k/) and one fortis fricative (/s/) in
words of a CVC structure. These words were uttered
once in isolation, leading to 71-74 words per speaker
(due to the occasional presence of a postvocalic /r/, in
which case the token was excluded). The dataset

comprises of 3306 tokens in total.

Vowel /p/ t/ /k/ /s/
/al cap  mat back lass
map  cat lack  mass
sap mac
/el rep let neck guess
pet less
N/ lip lit Nick miss
/o/ lop lot lock  loss
/n/ sup  but luck  bus
hut fuss
o/ foot cook
put look
soot took
/a:/ carp art lark
harp  heart
i/ leap  beat leak  lease
meet leek
/3:/ burp lurk  verse
/o:/ dorp taught  auk
thorp  wrought
/u:/ loop  lute Luke loose
/at/ ripe  light like  lice
/av/ lout louse
/av/ lope  mote oak
et/ nape late fake  face

Table 1: Words by segmental properties; from [11].
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The participants comprise of 45 L1 and L2
speakers of Welsh English. They were born in a
range of towns and regions in Wales, UK. The
dataset is balanced for gender, but the vast
majority of the speakers are L1 (rather than L2)
speakers of Welsh. See [11] for more details.

2.2. Data processing

All speakers were recorded reading the same list of
words, only part of which is presented and analysed
here (as well as in [11]). H4 Zoom Handy recorder
was used with a head-mounted AKG C520
microphone. The data was manually annotated and
inspected in Praat [2]. Considering the nature of the
phenomena of interest (see Section 3), no inferential
statistical analyses were conducted. However, see

[11] for statistical analyses of pre-aspiration
application with respect to the participants’
demographics.

2.3. Pre-aspiration

Pre-aspiration was defined as a period of (mostly)
glottal friction found in sequences of vowels and
phonetically voiceless obstruents. More specifically,
voiced and voiceless aspects of this friction were
distinguished, following e.g. [10]. The voiceless
component is labelled as ‘pre’ in Fig. 1, while the
voiced component, realised as local breathiness, is
labelled ‘br’. For more details on the relationship
between the two, see [10, ch. 3].
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Figure 1: Local breathiness and pre-aspiration.
Aberystwyth English speaker.

2.4. Pre-glottalisation

Pre-glottalisation was defined in line with [11, 13] as
an aperiodic vocal fold vibration and/or as a sudden
drop in f,. The former is illustrated in Fig. 2.
Crucially, glottalisation was only considered to be
(sub)segmentally relevant if it occurred towards the
end of the vowel, in line with [13]. 545 cases (17%)
of the tokens showed vowel-final glottalisation, 514
found in plosives (19% of the plosives) and 31 in
fricatives (5% of the fricatives). The 545 cases of
vowel-final glottalisation present a conservative






