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Abstract:

The current study aims to glocalize the Jonglish community by comparng the pitch and
mtensity of the accents of native Fnglish speakers and Javanese speakers. Thirtv-two
university students whose first fanguage was Javanese, conung from seven different
regencies in Central fava, became the respondents. They are all first-semester students
from various fava Island regencies, ranging in age from 19 to 21. The research instrument
comprised an oral test of 10 academic vocabulary words and 5 phrases or sentences.
Using PRAAT sofiware, the oral test result 1s examined for the pitch and volume of the
sound. The data show each respondents and native speaker’s average, lowest, and
maximum pitch and mtensitv. The average pitch of the respondents mcreased by 127.57
Hz, whereas a natural speaker’s piteh 1s 198.25 Hz. The average Javanese accent’s mtensity
was measured at 65,11 decibels, while a native English speaker’s accent was measured at
70.85 dectbels. According to the results, there is no discermible difference between the
native English speaker and the Javanese accent i terms of pitch or intensityv. Even if there
are impertfections m mdnvidual sounds, listeners may sall understand and perceive speech
as fluent as long as the prosodic features are well-executed. Consequently, it is acceptable
to speak English with a Jonglish accent. Additionally, it might have an impact on cross-
cultural communication strategies, foreign language teaching techniques, and linguistic
studres on English-Jonglish prosody blending.

Kevwords: glocalization, fonglish, prosodic features
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1. INTRODUCTION

Since English has become a more widely spoken language, speakers from diverse cultures and
languages who do not speak English as their hrst language use it frequentlgy (Sung, 2014).
According to Guntzman (2000), non-native English speakers make up ﬂ)% of verbal
engagements in which English is used as a foreign or second language. Because there are more
non-native English speakers than native English speakers (Crystal, 2003), the English language no
longer exclusively belongs to the native speakers of English-speaking nations (Norton, 1997;
Peirce, 1995; Widdowson, 2002). At this pomnt, English takes over as the world’s primary
language. It 1s undoubtedly influential and widely used.

English is rapidly being utilized as a lingua franca (ELF) in the age of globalization and
mternationalization, which 1s defined as the act of communication in English amongst speakers
of various first languages (Kirkpatrick, 2010; Seidlhofer, 2007). In terms of functions, English 1s
mtended for mtematonal communication m the outer crcle, where native speakers are
frequently absent (Li, 2006). Due to this occurrence, English has developed into a wide range of
dialects and speech groups in nations where it 1s a foreign language. It has indeed evolved and
adapted as 1t has been adopted by different cultures and speakers around the world. This has
resulted 1n the emergence of various English varieties and accents, reflecting the diversity of its
speakers. Non-native English speakers have made significant contributions to the development
and enrichment of the language, bringing their own cultural perspectives and linguistic
influences. English has gained prominence as a global language, it 1s just one of many languages
spoken worldwide.

However, the best English accent to utilize when teaching EFL students 1s sall up for dispute.
One of the key factors in language learners’ acquisiion has been extensively examined, and there
are two competing schools of thought: aiming for a native-like accent or putting intelligibility first.
According to research on pronunciation, segmental features do not improve comprehensibility
and fluency as much as suprasegmental features do (Derwing & Rossiter, 2003; Kang &
Pickenng, 2010). In additonal studies (Anderson-Hsieh et al., 1992; Derwing & Munro, 1997),
the superiority of suprasegmental traits (such as intonation and speaking rate) over segmental
features 1s also demonstrated. Furthermore, as long as suprasegmental qualites are reasonably
precise, listeners may accept a large deal of imperfection m consonant and vowel pronunciation
(Kang et al., 2010). They concur that it 1s crucial to have an accent that sounds like a native
speaker because leaming suprasegmental elements 1s being recognized as a key component of
pronunciation learning. However, some studies suggest the opposite regarding picking up a
regional accent. The fact that relatively few people were able to do it indicated that achieving a
native-like accent during the SLA process 1s impossible (Wang, 2013). Even during the language
learning process, EFL students frequently encounter many difficulties in acquiring an accent that
sounds local, especially Indonesian.

Based on the earlier studies done by the researchers, it demonstrated a signmficant difference in
English competence between different continents and nations. EF-Education-First (2020) found
it is impossible for people from 'very low' language competence areas, such as the Middle East,
to use English-based websites or converse with others who speak the language. Indonesia has
many ‘very low’ language competence areas. Senowarsito & Ardini (2019) discovered Javanese
students had difficulty pronouncing English words or phrases in continuous speeches in
Indonesia. This assertion was validated by Wardam & Suwartono (2019) who explore the
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mterference of the Javanese language i the pronunciaton of English phonemes. They
uncovered Javanese learners of English encountered difficulties in pronouncing 13 consonant
sounds /3, v, 8,0, z, [, I, g, k, d, {, n, J/ and 17 vowel sounds /a, €9, 1:, €1, av, 2, 2, uz, O, 13, 90,
U, a, 1, U9, a1, ar/. While the rest, 14 English sounds /p, b, t, s, h, d3, m, n, L, 1, w, A, 2, &/ were
clearly pronounced by the Javanese learners of English. There are also four factors influencing
Javanese in learning English pronunciation, among others are; age, first language, exposure, and
motivation. Further, Suzkida & Saito (2022) set out to examine which segmental and
suprascgmental factors discriminate different levels of global second language (L2) pronunciation
proficiency. The study revealed that the ratio of segmental errors with high communicative value
(determined wia the functional load principle) to disinguish between Low- and Mid-level 1.2
pronunciation proficiency. The majority of Indonesian studies focused on Indonesian students’
oral production which will be more understandable 1f 1t 1s similar to or close to that of the native
speaker. However, learning English can be difficult if you want to sound like a native since
Indonesia i1s a sizable nation with several ethnic groups and regional local dialects dispersed
throughout. Apart from Bahasa Indonesia, which serves as the country’s official language, the
majornty of Indonesians speak their native tongue with a regional accent. They are affected by 1t
as they learn English. Unavoidably, this effect causes them to frequently speak English with a
regional accent. The Javanese, in this case, the largest tribe in Indonesia, who make up around
40.2% of the country’s overall population (Data and Statisics Center for Education and Culture,
2016), tend to speak English with a Javaneggmecent. The aforementioned assertion was backed
up by some researchers who claimed that ﬁuahl{: insights into the mechanism of second and
foreign language assessment and of language stereotyping (Hart, 1975; Jordan et al., 1999; Kang,
2008; Korzekwa et al., 2022; Martin, 2016). Depending on the geographic location of the
speakers, English is currently spoken in a variety of ways, with social and cultural factors playing
crucial roles in defining and determining the shape that English takes. Numerous varieties of
English are being spoken around the world, including Singaporean English, Indian English, and
Nigenan English. English has been mcorporated nto their native tongues.

The usage of the Javanese accent when speaking English by the Javanese people 1s referred to as
"Tonglish,” which 1s an acronym for Jowo (Javanese) and English. In order for Jonglish to become
as well-known as other English accent vanants like Singlish (Singaporean English), Hinglish
(Hindi English), and many others, the researchers were curious to know the prosodic
charactenistics of the Jonghsh community to those of native speakers. Therefore, the current
study tried to compare the pitch and intensity of both native and Jonghsh speech. The
knowledge gained from this research will help in understanding how bilingualism and language
transfer affect suprasegmental elements of speech. Additionally, it might have effects on methods
for teaching foreign languages, approaches to cross-cultural communication, and linguistic
research on the blending of English and Jonglish prosody.

2. LITERATURE REVIEW
2.1 Prosodic Features

Rhythm, melody, and emotive qualities of language are mfluenced by prosodic features, which
are suprasegmental aspects of speech that go beyond particular sounds (segments). These
charactenistics include voice quality, intonaton, emphasis, rhythm, and pitch (Fox, 2000).
Asghart (2021) also expressed that prosody 1s concerned with suprasegmental features of speech
and refers to the speech rhythm and affective, pragmatic, and syntactic communicative functions.
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The exploration of prosodic features for language identification 1s also essentially unaffected by
prosodic features derived from pitch contour, amplitude contour, and duration (Mary &
Y egnanarayana, 2008). Further, they explamned that pitch contour refers to the vanation n pitch
over time and can help distinguish intonation patterns specific to certain languages. Amplitude
contour relates to the variation in loudness or intensity and can reflect stress or prominence
patterns 1n speech. Duration refers to the length of sounds or segments and can provide
information about the phonetic and phonological properties of languages. Further, Asghari et al.,
(2021) revealed no significant differences in pitch standard deviation, voice intensity, and speech
rate. Exploring the theoretical and empirical aspects of tone and mntonation in languages,
Gussenhoven (2004) delves into the phonological representations and processes involved in the
use of tonal and mmtonational patterns in speech. In 2005, he examined the properties and
structure of syllable timing, stress patterns, and temporal organization in speech. Mirfendereski
& Ostovar-Namaghi (2021) filled the gap by theorizing experienced EFL teachers’ expenience of
teaching prosodic features of speech. Teachers’ perspectives were explored through qualitative
mterviews and then analysed in hine with the coding schemes of grounded theory. Iterative data
collection and analysis revealed eight techmques that lead to effective communication with a
focus on prosody in pronunciation teaching. Those are in line with the focus of the current
research on analyzing the pitch and intensity of both native and Jonghsh speech. Prosodic
features are also important for effective communication, as they provide contextual cues, convey
emotions, and help disambiguate meaning. They are essential in speech recognition, synthesis,
and understanding systems, as well as in helds like linguistics, phonetics, and second language
acquisiion.

2.2 Jonglish Community

Not all native speakers use the same English vanety (Li, 2006). In Indonesia, students struggle to
acquire a native-like accent when learning English. Aside from Bahasa Indonesia, the national
language, most Indonesians speak in their native language with a regional accent. It affects them
as they learn English. This has an unavoidable impact, and they frequently speak English with a
regional accent rather than Bahasa Indonesia. The manner in which Javanese speak Enghsh with
a Javanese accent 1s known as_fonglish, which is an abbreviation of Jowo (Javanese) and English.

Jonghsh refers to the use of the English language by speakers of the Javanese language, which 1s
primarily spoken on the 1sland of Java in Indonesia. It can encompass various aspects, including
Javanese accents and speech patterns when speaking English, the mmcorporation of Javanese
words or phrases mto English conversations, or the use of Englsh as a second language by
Javanese speakers. On the other hand, with their vernacular, Javanese people have a distinet
accent. They are easily identified by the heavy plosive sound they produce in almost all of their
voices. When they speak English, the majority of them will be easily 1dentified by the sound.
This 1s due in part to the fact that some English phonemes are absent from the Javanese
language. It also appears in the way Javanese people pronounce English consonants
(Purwaningsih, 2020).

A Javanese accent is a distinctive way of speaking or saying words that i1s unique to the Javanese
language, which 1s primarily spoken on the Indonesian island of Java. It should be noted that
Javanese 1s a separate language, and the Javanese accent refers to how Javanese speakers
pronounce Indonesian words in English. The Javanese accent in English refers to how English 1s
spoken by native speakers of Javanese, the language spoken primanly on the Indonesian island
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of Java. However, the different accent between English and Javanese accents which is hard to
erase raises another issue (Ardini, et al,, 2016; Ardini, et al., 2022). For example, on vowel
pronunciation, Javanese speakers may pronounce certun English vowels differently. For
mstance, an "¢’ sound may be pronounced as "uh" or "uh," whereas a "o" sound may be
pronounced as "a" or "oh". Moreover, it happens on syllable stress. Javanese speakers may stress
different syllables compared to standard English. This can cause variations in rhythm and
emphasis in words and sentences.

2.3 Glocalizati

Glocalizagigan 1s a concept that refers to the adaptation of global products, services, or ideas to fit
the local cultural and linguistic contexts. It involves combining global and local elements to create
a hybndized or localized version. The first to come up with this terminology was Robertson
(2000) who discussed glocalization as a process of localizaton within the broader context of
globalization. He touches on glocalization as an important aspect of the global-local dynamics.
Further, Robertson (201.3) examined the relationship between globalization and glocalization that
emphasize the coexistence and interdependence of global and local forces.

?w unprecedented global spread of English, like other aspects of globalization, has increased
the degree to which the language has become localized, serving to encode the communication
needs of various speech communities. This dual process of globalization and localization of
English 1s known as language glocalizaton. At the level of cultural conceptualizations,
glocalization of English involves a number of processes. These include (a) the uscaf English to
encode cultural conceptualizations previously associated with other languages, (b) the spread of
Anglo-English cultural conceptualizations to non-Anglo speech commumities, and (¢) cultural
conceptualization blending (Sharihian, 2018).

The examples of accents which have already glocalization are Singlish (Singaporean English) and
Hinglish (Hindi English). The Singapore English accent refers to the unique way English 1s
spoken 1 Singapore (Lim, et al.,, 2010). It 1s mfluenced by the country’s mulalingual and
multicultural context, incorporating elements from various languages, including Malay, Chinese,
Tamil, and other regional dialects. Lim (2004) explained some key features of the Singapore
English accent. Singapore English typically exhibits distinet pronunciation patterns. Some
notable features include the use of a retroflex “r” sound (similar to the “r” sound in Indian
English), the omission of the final “s” sound in plural nouns and verbs (e.g., “two apple” mnstead
of “two apples”), and the pronunciation of “th” as “t” or “d” (e.g., “tink” for “think” or “dere” for
“there”). Meanwhile, Hinglish refers to a hybnd language that combines elements of Hindi and
English. It 1s primarily used in informal contexts and 1s commonly spoken in India, particularly
in urban areas. Shankar (2008) examined the language practices, including the use of Hinglish,
among South Asian American teenagers in Silicon Valley. While this work focuses on the
diaspora context, it provides valuable insights into the role of language in shaping identities and
cultural expenences. The Hindi-Enghsh accent often includes distinct pronunciaton
characteristics. Some notable features include the use of retroflex sounds (such as the “d” and “t”
sounds pronounced with the tongue curled back), the substitution of “v” for “w” sounds (e.g.,
pronouncing “water” as “vater”), and the use of dental fricatives (such as pronouncing “th” as “t”
or “d”).
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3. RESEARCH METHODOLOGY

This research emploved a descriptive qualitative design to analyze the data. Qualitative 1s an
approach to exploring human phenomena (Creswell & Creswell, 2019). The non-native speakers
originated from seven regencies in Central Java. The total sample of this research included 32
university students whose mother tongue was Javanese. They were all first-semester students
ranging in age from 19 to 21. They had all started studying English in high school. Table 1
reveals the respondents’ backgrounds, while Figure 1 indicates the respondents’ distribution
region on the island of Central Java.

© rati

. Semarang . Kendal . Pekalongan
Temanggung . Brebes “ Grobogan

Figure 1. The distribution of the respondents

The respondents in this study were Universitas PGRI Semarang English education majors, and
the information was gathered at the end of the semester. The tool also included an oral test or
data collecting technique that used 10 academic vocabulary words and 5 of them mn phrases or
sentences. This approach likely ammed to assess or gather information about participants'
proficiency or usage of academic vocabulary in context. By including phrases or sentences, the
test or data collection technique aimed to assess participants’ ability to not only recognize or
define academic vocabulary words but also to use them approprately and effectively in
meaningful contexts. This approach can provide a more comprehensive assessment of language
proficiency and usage beyond simple word recogmton.

In order to ensure that the tools used to collect data are accurate and measurable, mstrument
validation 1s a critical stage in the research process. Pilot testing was done in the current study to
verily the mstrument. A pilot study was carried out by the researchers with a small group of
individuals who closely matched the intended sample. Finally, the results of the pilot study were
used by the researchers to make the necessary changes, particularly to some of the words and
phrases used 1n this research.

Using PRAAT software, the recording’s pitch and volume were examined, and the results were
compared to those obtained from analyses of English native speakers. PRAAT was likely used to
analyze the pitch and volume charactenstics of recordings from non-native English speakers. By
comparing these results to analyses of recordings from English native speakers, researchers can
mvestigate potential differences or similarities in pitch and volume patterns between the two
384 Indonesian Journal of EFL and Linguistics, 8(2),2023
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groups. Pitch analysis in PRAAT involves examining the fundamental frequency (FO) contour,
which represents the varation in pitch over ime. Researchers can measure properties such as
average pitch, pitch range, mtonation patterns, and pitch accents to assess differences m pitch
between non-native and native speakers.

4. RESULTS
In this study, the prosodic characteristics of native speakers and community members who speak

Jonghsh were compared. The results begin by displaying the analysis of the Javanese accent
followed by the native speaker analysis, as follows:

4.1. Javanese Accent

0.1368|
001203
Ch1 o

0 3068)
01268
001203

Ch2 =

-0 306
5000 Hz[

KT er 50 (500 Mz

_ T
oo g s i

¥ Je
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Figure 2. Praat Analysis ol Javanese Accent

Figure 2 above shows the overall results of the Praat analysis which includes the spectrogram,
pitch, formants, and intensity.

v | w o | date o | e ot spiman mabyrin and somematan though | secial | meda

Tame (5)

Figure 3. Drawing of Analysis of Javanese accent with the Textgrid

Figure 3 represents the sound part of each word that 1s analyzed by dividing it by syllable to see
the sound analysis results. In this study, we use Praat to analyze the calling of the sentence "stay
up to date on the latest opinion, analysis, and conversation through social media'.
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Figure 4. Pitch Analysis of Javanese Accent

Figure 4 1s the result of an analysis of the magnitude of the Pitch in the respondent's

pronunciation, as represented by a blue line graph. The vowel and consonant symbols that exist

mn the entire sound are depicted in the image alongside the pitch analysis.

Pitehiliy

stay

up ta dlne’ o | the atest opinicn analysis and conversation ‘mw’ social media

Tisse (3]

Figure 5. Drawing of Pitch Analysis using Praat

The analysis of Figure 5 above can assist the researcher mm determining where

the mean,

maximum, and mimmum words should be placed m the analysis of the respondent's tone of
voice. It 1s explained if the average tone 1s in the word "stay’, the mimimum tone 1s in the word
"media’, and the maximum tone 1s in the word "analysis'.

6530257 {0153 / 5)

Uinw| N I N T i m . | i i | | || | I . . | . | | U
a Visible part 6 530257 seconds 6530257
Total duration 6 530257 seconds |

Figure 6. Pitch Information Source
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Further data from Figure 6 can be obtained based on the picture above to show the mean,
mimimum, and maximum pitch m the sound being analyzed. The Pitch object represents a
pertodicity candidate as a function of time; this periodicity refers to the vibrations of the acoustic,
perceptual, or vocal cords. The pitch range 1s defined as the number of octaves that the sound
produced can cover, from the lowest to the highest note. From the pictures above, the data can
be obtained as follows:

Table 4. The result of Pitch

Mean 127.59 Hz Stay
Minimum 85.43 Hz Media
Maximum 449.57 Hz Analysis
073134 Q46T
e aepopesbfpg¢ed
-0.3069) i d d £ 3 2 G ‘J‘ Gy ¥
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Y ) 1/ 80 tuwoavm
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IR V(| ARINATY e 226 ¢5 1O
- 4|5t t|daj o lhl tm.uiuiu binalysi| |an fconvers thr ocifmed|sentence d - s . &
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Figure 7. Analysis Intensity of Javanese Accent

The "mtensity” listed in Praat 1s the RMS amphtude of the signal, which 1s related to (but not the
same as) the perceptual construct "loudness”. Intensity 1s a sound wave that 1s measured in
decibels (dB) and 1s used to determine sound strength and to extract sound in decibels. Picture 6
shows the intensity level with a green line graph for analysis per syllable.

Tty (ol

sy | up | daie on | the Laiest spmion analysis and convessation theough | social medin

Tima i)

Figure 8. Drawing ol Intensity Analysis using Praat

Figure 8 above shows that the word "and" has the lowest mntensity or graph, and the word "date"
has the lighest intensity or graph.
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Figure 9. Intensity Information Source

The following detailled data 1s based on an analysis of mtensity graphs for respondents with a
Javanese accent:

Table 5. The Result of Intensity

Average 65.11 dB -
Minimum 38.21 dB And
Maximum 72.58 dB Date

4.2. Native Speaker Accent

844110
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vt o b s

05318
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# =t A
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Figure 10. Analysis of Amencan Accent Using Praat

Figure 10 represents the overall analysis of the sound spoken by a native speaker using the
spectrogram analysis components of pitch, intensity, and formants.
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Figure 11. Pitch Analysis of Native Speaker

Figure 11 1s the result of pitch analysis for English native speakers with American accents using
the same sentence pronunciation, namely “Stay up to date on the latest opmmon, analysis, and
conversation through social media”.

1 ’ ] ’ ] I [] [] ’ 7 T i T ¥ T W u kil

BT T

Tome s}

Figure 12. Drawing of Pitch Analysis using Praat

The analysis Figure 12 above can help the researcher observe where the average, minimum, and
maximum words are in the analysis of native speaker voice particularly for American accent. It is
explained if the mean tone is in the word "to", the minimum tone is in the word "media’, and the
maximum tone 1s in the word "stay".

2544119 284119

[} ‘Wirsibke part 5 A8 seconds 5688279
Total duration 5 G830 seconds

Wl W EN N [ . : : i e
Figure 13. Pitch Information Source
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Same as the pitch of the Javanese speaker in the picture presented previously, it shows a
complete desenption of the mean, mimmum, and maximum pitch for analysis of English native
speakers' pronunciation. The data from the pictures above can be obtamed as follows:

Table 6. The result of Pitch

Mean 198.25 Hz to
Minimum 133.16 Hz media
Maximum 316.62 Hz stay

From Table 6 above the mean pitch in the native speaker accent 1s 198.25 Hz for the word "to"
and 316.62 Hz for the minimum tone for the word "media" and the maximum tone for the word
"stay” with a total of 133.16 Hz.
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Figure 14. Intensity Analysis of Native Speaker Accent
Figure 14 above 1s further explained 1n the 1mage below:
1 F] | [} [ 7 [] [} T 1

ImEmaLy (1)

stay  fup | te | dwe [on|me | lmest opinon salysis nd conversation pucagll  social meda

Tt {3

Figure 15. Drawing of Intensity Analysis using Praat

In Figure 15, it can be seen that the weakest intensity or mimimum graph 1s in the word "to" and
the maximum or strongest intensity graph is in the word "conversation".”
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Figure 16. Intensity Information Source

The graphs for respondents with an Enghsh accent reveal the following specific information
based on the intensity analysis:
Table 7. Result of Intensity

Mean 70.85 dB -
Minimum 34.85 dB to
Maximum 79.36 dB conversation
According to Table 7, the native speaker accent's mean pitch 1s 70.85 dB. The word "to" receved

a munimum tone ol 34.85 dB, whereas the word "conversation" receved a maximum tone of

79.36 dB.

5. DISCUSSION

This study sought to compare the prosodic features of native speakers and Jonglish community.
The results indicated that the mean tone of 127.57 Hz for the word “stay” with a mimimum tone
of 85.43 Hz for the word "media" and a maximum tone of 449.57 Hz for the term “analysis”.
The results show that native English speakers, especially those with Amenican accents, have a
mean accent tone of 198.25 Hz for the word “to” a lowest accent tone of 133.16 Hz for the word
“media” and a maximum accent tone of 316.62 Hz for the word “stay”. The results indicated
that there is no discernible difference between native English speakers and Javanese speakers in
terms ol accent pitch. Pitch 1s, therefore, a crucial aspect of sound analysis. Changes in the
fundamental frequency (FO), known as pitch, serve as an essential auditory cue for mtonation,
pitch, and lexical emphasis.

Simular to this, a native speaker’s accent has a mean intensity of 70.85 dB, with minmimum and
maximum tones for the words “to” and “conversation” of 34.85 dB and 79.36 dB, respectively.
The results of the Javanese accent increased by 65.11 dB for the mean of intensity, but not with
some words; the word *and” has the lowest intensity wave at 38.21 dB, while the word "date" has
the highest intensity wave at 72.58 dB. The results of the intensity comparnison show that there 1s
no discernible variation m mtensity between speakers with a Javanese accent and those who are
native speakers.
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The results of the current research were supported by these studies; Derwing & Rossiter (2003),
Kang & Pickenng (2010), Kang et al. (2010), and Wang (2013). They agreed that segmental
qualiies do not enhance comprehensibility and fluency as much as prosodic features.
Additionally, listeners may overlook significant consonant and vowel pronunciation
imperfections as long as prosodic features are sufhciently exact. Because of few people were able
to achieve it, 1t was clear that it was impossible to acquire a local accent using SLA. Those studies
indicated that prosodic features, such as intonation, rhythm, and stress patterns, play a crucial
role in comprehensibility and fluency in second language acquisition (SLA). According to these
studies, the accuracy of prosodic features outweighs the significance of segmental qualities
(individual consonant and vowel pronunciation).

The results suggest that even if there are imperfections in individual sounds, listeners may still
understand and perceive speech as fluent as long as the prosodic features are well-executed. This
mmplies that achieving native-like proficiency in acquiring a local accent through SLA s
particularly challenging due to the difficulty of mastering prosodic features. The studies
mentioned highlight the importance of prosodic features in achieving effective communication in
a second language (Gomian et al.,, 2012). However, it 1s important to note that while native-like
pronunciation and accent acquisition may be challenging, it does not imply that achieving a high
level of proficiency and effective communication in a second language 1s impossible. It 1s worth
mentoning that these results are based on specihic studies and may not represent a consensus
among all researchers in the field of SLA. The field of second language acquisibon 1s complex
and subject to ongoing research, and individual vanation in language acquisition and proficiency
can play a sigmficant role.

6. CONCLUSION

The study aimed to glocalize Jonglish community by contrasting the prosodic features between
Jonghsh accent and native, which suggests a comparison of their respective intonation patterns,
rhythm, stress placement, and other relevant prosodic elements. The outcome of listening to
native English speakers with Amernican accents and non-native speakers with Javanese accents.
According to the results, there is no discernible difference between a non-native speaker’s accent
and a Javanese accent in terms of pitch or strength. The results could shed light on the influence
of language background and cultural factors on prosody and provide insights into the distinct
prosodic characteristics of the Jonghish community. Consequently, it 15 acceptable to speak
English with a Jonglish accent. Pitch and intensity in prosodic elements of speech, however, stll
have an effect on bilingualism and language transfer. Nonetheless, it might sall be understood 1if
it 1s used 1 communication. The findings of this study will help to clarify how bilingualism and
language transfer affect prosodic speech elements. Additionally, 1t might affect methods for
teaching other languages, cross-cultural communication approaches, and linguistic research on
English-Jongish prosody blending.

Anderson-Hsieh, J. J. (1992). The relatonship between native speaker judgments of non-native
pronunciation and deviance in segmental, prosody, and syllable structure. Language
learning, 539-55.

392 Indonesian Journal of EFL and Linguistics, 8(2),2023




Prosodic Features of Jonglish Community

Ardini, S§. N, WL, M. Y., & Ouwpoly, N. L. (2016). Error analysis of phonetic fossilization
uttered by Enghsh department students University of PGRI Semarang. Lensa: Kapan
Kebahasaan, Kesusastraan, dan Budaya, 6(1), 1-8.

Ardini, S. N., Privolistyanto, A., & Cuong, V. H. (2022). Fossilization analysis on segmental and
suprasegmental features of EFL learners (Javanese-English): A comparative study. Knk
Social Sciences, 299-310. DOI: https://dororg/10.18502/kss.v7119.12450

Asghari, S. 7., Farashi, S., Bashinan, S.; & Jenabi, E. (2021). Distinctive prosodic features of
people with autism spectrum disorder: a systematic review and meta-analysis study. Scrientific
reports, 11(1), 23093.

Creswell, J.W., & Creswell, J.ID. (2019). Research design: Qualitative, quantitative and mixed-
methods approaches. 5th ed. University of Nebraska: Lincoln.

Crystal, D. (2003). English as a global language. Cambndge University Press.

Derwing, T. M., & Munro, M. J. (1997). Accent, intelligibility, and comprehensibility: Evidence
from four Lls. Studies mn second language acquisition, 19(1), 1-16.

Derwing, T. M., & Rossiter, M. J. (2003). The effects of pronunciation mstruction on the
accuracy, fluency, and complexity of 1.2 accented speech. Applied language learning, 13(1),
1-17.

EF-Education-First, 2020. EF English proficiency index. Available at https://www.ef.pl/ epi/.

Gomian, B., Havati, A., & Pourkhoni, P. (2012). Using Praat software in teaching prosodic
featur@qto EFL learners. Procedia - Social and Behavioral Sciences, 84, pp. 34-40.

Gumn:m,%. (2000). Lingua franca. The Routledge encvclopacdia of language teaching and
learning. London: Routledge, 356, 359.

Gussenhoven, C. (2004). The phonology of tone and rmtonation. Cambnidge University Press.

Gussenhoven, C. (2005). The phonology of rhyvthm. Cambridge University Press.

Hart, G. (1975). Accent and rhythm: Prosodic features of Latin and Greek: A study m theory
and reconstruction. Cambridge University Press.

Jordan, M. L., Ghahraman, Z., Jaakkola, T. §., Saul, L. K. (1999). An introduction to variational
methods for graphical models. Mach. Learn, 37(2), 183-233.

Kang, O., Rubin, D. O. N, & Pickenng, L. (2010). Suprasegmental measures of accentedness
and judgments of language learner proficiency in oral English. The Modem Language
Journal, 94(4), 554-566.

Kang, O. (2008). Ratings of L2 oral performance in English: Relative impact of rater
charactenistics and acoustic measures ol accentedness. Spaan Fellow Working Papers in

M Second or Foreign Language Assessment, 6, pp. 181-205.

Khondker, H. H. (2004). Glocalization as globalization: Evolution of a sociological
concept. Bangladesh e-joumal of Sociology, 1(2), 1-9.

Kirkpatrick A. (Enl()}. English as a lingua franca in ASEAN: A multhngual model. Hong Kong:
Hong Kong University Press.

Li, D. C. (2006). Problematizing empowerment: On the merits and dements of non-native
models of English in the EIL curriculum. Southeast Asia: A Multidisciplinary Journal, 6(1),
112-131.

Lim, L. (2004). Smgapore English: A grammatical approach. Amsterdam: John Bemamins.

Lim, L., Pakir, A., & Wee, L. (2010). English i Singapore: Modernity and management (Vol.
1). Hong Kong University Press.

Indonesian Journal of EFL and Linguistics, 8(2), 2023 303




Senowarsito & Ardini

Mary, L., & Yegnanarayana, B. (2008). Prosodic features for language
wdentthcation. Infernational  Conference on  Signal  Processing, Communications  and
Networking, 57-62. DOT 10.1109/ICSCN.2008.4447161

Mirfendereski, Y., & Ostovar-Namaghi, S. A. (2021). Explonng Iranian EFL teachers’
perspectives on techmiques of teaching prosodic features of speech. The Asian Journal of
Applied Lingwistics, 7(2), 159-170. https://caes.hku.hk/ajal/index.php/ajal/arucle/vmew/77 3

Norton, B. (1997). Language, identity, and the ownership of English. TESOL Quarterly, 31(3),
409-429.

Peirce, B. N. (1995). Social identity, ivestment, and language learmning. TESOL
Quarterly, 29(1), 9-31. 9

Purwaningsih, R., & Nurdiawati, D. (2020). The influence of Javanese accent toward the
Students’ English consonant pronunciation at English education study program of
Universitas  Peradaban:  Array. Jurnal Dialektika Program  Studi  Pendidikan Bahasa
Ingeris, ?l 55-68.

Robentson, (2015). Beyond the discourse of globalization. Glocalism: Journal of Culture,
Politics, and Innovation, 1, p.1-14. DOI: 10.12893/gjepi.2015.1.6

Robertson, R. (2000). Globalizition: Social theory and global culture. SAGE Publications Litd.

Shankar, S. (2008). Desr Land: Teen culture, class, and success i silicon valley. Duke University
Press. DOI: https://doLorg/10.1215/9780822389231

Shartfian, F. (2018). Glocalization of Enghsh. The TESOL encyclopedia of English language
teaching, 1-12.

Seidlhofer, B. (2011). Understanding English as a lingua franca. Oxford University Press.

Senowarsito, S., & Ardini, 8. N. (2019). Phonological fossilisation of EFL learners: The
mterference of phonological and orthographic system of L1 Javanese. 3L, Language,
Lingurstics, Literature, 25(2). DOI: https://do1. org/10.26877 /allure. v112, 10726.

Sung, C. C. M. (2014). Accent and 1dentity: Fxplonng the perceptions among bilingual speakers
of English as a lingua franca m Hong Kong. International Journal of Bilingual Education
and Bilimgualism, 17(5), 544-557. DOI: 10.1080/13670050.2013.837861

Suzukida, Y., & Saito, K. (2022). What 1s second language pronunciation proficiency? An
empirical study. Systerm, 106, 102754, https://dor.org/10.1016/).system.2022.1027 54.

Wang, Y. (2013). Non-conformity to ENL norms: A perspective from Chinese English
users. Jowmnal of English as a Lingua Franca, 2A2), 255-282.

Wardani, N. A., & Suwartono, T. (2019). Javanese language interference in the pronunciation of
English phonemes. Celtic: A Journal of Culture, English Language Teaclhing, Literature and
Linguistics, 6(2), 14-25. https://dot.org/10.22219/celtic.v612.8589

a"iddu\-\‘sun, H. G. (2002). The ovwnership of English. In Enriching ESOL pedagogy (pp. 405-

416). Routledge. [Online Videol. Available:
https://drve.google.com/hile/d/l FRB6UZ8]QGE_Khahu7¢0_MKhBxQ6EIwl/view?usp=sha
rng

394 Indonesian Journal of EFL and Linguistics, 8(2),2023




Prosodic Features of Jonglish Community: An Effort to A
Glocalization

ORIGINALITY REPORT

4,

% % 4%

SIMILARITY INDEX INTERNET SOURCES PUBLICATIONS STUDENT PAPERS

PRIMARY S

OURCES

.

Submitted to University of Stirling

Student Paper

(K

=)

Submitted to Wawasan Open University
Student Paper

(K

Submitted to University of Queensland

Student Paper y Q <1 %
Submitted to University of Melbourne

Student Paper y <1 %
Submitted to Australian College of Kuwait

Student Paper g <1 %

H Submitted to University of Huddersfield <1
Student Paper %
Submitted to University of Nottingham

Student Paper y g <1 %
Submitted to Udayana Universit

n Student Paper y y <1 %

n Submitted to Kaunas University of Technology <1
Student Paper %




Submitted to The Mind Lab <1
%

Student Paper

—_
(@)

Submitted to University of Cyprus <1

Student Paper

—
—

Submitted to University of Western Sydney <1 Y
0

Student Paper

—_
N

Exclude quotes Off Exclude matches Off
Exclude bibliography Off



