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Abstract

The dialect of Phetchaburi province and standard Thai all belong to Thai languages. The dialect of
Phetchaburi is relatively similar in phonetics to standard Thai, but the difference in tone systems

SCEF|F: BRORH. ARERRIE SO AR 5 S R AT L], BRI %%, 2023, 11(8): 3789-3795.
DOI: 10.12677/ml.2023.118509


https://www.hanspub.org/journal/ml
https://doi.org/10.12677/ml.2023.118509
https://doi.org/10.12677/ml.2023.118509
https://www.hanspub.org/

between the dialect of Phetchaburi province and standard Thai is quite significant. We have learned
through research that standard Thai has five tones: middle-plain tone; low-plain tone; falling tone;
high tone and rising tone, while the dialect of Phetchaburi providence has six tones: middle-plain
tone; secondary high-level tone; middle falling-rising tone; secondary high-falling tone; low hal-
cyon-rise tone and low rise tone. This article will study the similarities and differences in tone sys-
tems between the dialect of Phetchaburi province and standard Thai from the tone pitch and tone
category. The study found that the greatest difference between the dialect of Phetchaburi providence
and standard Thai lies in the tone values. Additionally, standard Thai and the dialect of Phetchaburi
providence also share some similarities in terms of the tone system. This paper aims to compare the
tones of standard Thai and the dialect of Phetchaburi providence in order to raise awareness among
students in the Phetchaburi providence. It is important for them to recognize the differences between
their dialect and Standard Thai in terms of tones and to understand the corresponding relationship
between the two. Only then can they effectively and efficiently learn standard Thai.
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1. 5|8

RESH G FZHNE KA/, ERFERBERNC . ESHATm, MiES 255 A E oy E
B X5 26+, ¥ Kalaya Tingsabadh M.R. (1993)WF 5 Al 71, AR R AARAE, WTX 2 ZREILF S Kb
FEs PHAEULE SIS, BERES R, XAOKEEX FRETIER1.

DA & o000, i SAERVERIR, ARSI, DURESIAN . RATRIN. FRIRIT. 2
VST HIX 2] BRIbZAb, SR ARITT BRI E /A R 7 5 Abhait . 425 BT,
P2 5O A S B EON A JE RAE T 5 JRATBUM S IEWIRT, PAS 2 AT PG IR AT
WG LR B A P 5 855 I L T 3570 2 B A7 e B R F 7 5 (3]

BT S R SCRIBE , b 5 A R EE M AP Christopher Court (1972)XF XM 5 A i
i T HF5%; Orapim Boonapa (1969). Sompong Wittayasakphan (1979)%F %' 55 )i 75 & A T #F70; Wipawan
Plangsuwan (1981)% WA /7 & AR 1B 7t; Larat Latanadillo (1983)%f & )i /7 5 A R {i% T #%t;  Brown
JM. (1965). Kalaya Tingsabadh M.R. (1980, 1985, 1988, 1990) % & 2 X B fF U5 = A W i T W 7¢
YajaiMalaiCharoen (1988)%} L G iF A K3 /7 5 75 R T WF7T; Kesmanee Thepwan (1983). Panchanid Ban-
thakul (1993)%f L&) 75 & A M T W 7T; Chanya Nuanchansaeng (1992)% Gt 77 & A M T #F5T; Apinya
Pronsib (1994). Daranee Krishnaphan (1995)%H AN /5 5 A A M 7 W 5T[2]

BT S, T SHAMARKEN, EHEBZNTEREFR, 9 OREmARrn, XrsE
AVE ST RHHRACE T, A ST I T 5 5 o BRI R, AR &5 R R
AT FAZIRPIRES , RA D H 38 X553 77 5 1) 0 53 R 7 6 EEPEARF S, 4 William J. Gedney (1971)
TR BRI 5 & R E H R AR, NI R R AR R AR E AT 3],

MR TS M S, FEIERTER, B ARFA N AR R 75 18 0] 5% 50 1815 2 A2 5 A JFF A Hh X =

VX BT S R RETT S
2“As one travels westward through Ratburi and Phetburi, he finds the phonetics of the tones changing drastically.”
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WA

R, nzin William J. Gedney fiTik 2, #h AT 75 5 75 A AR 5 HAL b 607 &5 A R IX 0, BT BAASCIE
BT & AR A GHATRAED I, IR I SRR BT 0 3],

(—) TERERIE

ASCERBSRIEA PIRTTH: 1) BTABEUSCR AR E s 2) 2% B OX AT A N BEAT H &
Frisdits . 2R BT R AT ORI TR, Bl MR ERN AN ANGEE, S hX
PAR T AR5 5 2R . A BRI 5161, il A O ERN T 5 TR, I sRE R T
AT AN Z T F 77 B 2T 6 AGR . 7 AR S ERI:, B PRF TR, REMHEH
T BN KE S T REAT 2T -

AT IR AN DT 5 M ARG, U S hRHERIE A LR AR R, AN EFRES
AR, AR ARHE, TAHEEBERRIAR.

(=) BHEEK

ACEEHKA = 1) WRIEEF B HEEE, SaitAwRmas R, RABDINTT & A HARS.
PRAERTE RS, XA, WA TR 2) XM AT 5 . briERif A
WRG ERRFE, HMEmRNCRATTT S A HRGRHE.

(=) BRHHA

AT KRR, B R R A ARSI AT AR R . A B TR FRCIRE AT 4 eIrik
B r R T, MRS, PIRE. hE. e, &E, 20l 10 20 30 40 5 3 ThR. B
TUAER R LRDUSE ), Wi AR AL TR E LR 1~5. 105 BRI 7 U 8 B S R (R & )
B &2, 7R LB s A T Rk, Wi 33 R —%HL&, WTFE 1.

5 =

T 4 o
2 B[
1 fi&

Figure 1. Tone letter

E 1. AERRICE

2. FERBERREHIL

FRERIERS BB, 20 HEAKHN Rk KX o EVREETES, RG-S
BB R FO R BRI T, S 330 SR 220 SR A1, SIS 453,
ST 24, SURTRE. RN | B

Table 1. Standard Thai tones
= 1. FRERIEE R

WA Gl P 22 1 1 7 1]
1 33 HFi Uapa® {5 uma® 3k
2 22 &P 1lpa®? #k 1npak® B
3 41 R tlpa*! i viha'! T
4 453 HEANT] flpa*’ & dma*” 5
5 24 FHiR 1lpa® & viuma® %
? [ R SCREE 2.
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P TARUEZRIE N S+ EE, By 2 B bR R S, bR #2848 1 75 1 S5 ZEEL
Tl TG

PRERIER A RAES S TR BESE A <. WERE ERER 2GS REHE O N =2 s,
WA ARG, A AN [R) S e A I 7 U P A AN R R, T D W S T e 0
FAHWTE AR TR . 1) Bt Y, SLEREAKuE, BRI E B R
TRIR RPN, 8H aTEEER4]. [22] [41]1=1A; 2) BB, UHS5BEAKTE, H
IR NG & R B RO RIS BRI, AT AT A A 3) EE RN, USRI AK
o, HBRRTE B RBICE RIS AP, 8% vTi/E(33]. [41]. [453]1=1A; 4) B BN
B, UHS5BIMEAEICE, HBRENCEBRBTGE RN EAEPH, 85 R el /E[33]10; 5) '8k
Jyd. mARE S, SHSWHENECE, BRRENCE R REBOCE R IR R, 8 Rl E[22]

WARRH M, ARSI ST i 1) W&, RIDOc SRR LR S S R &y, &
BRI Anilu “Kham-pen” ;5 2) FEMIA, BILA[-p]. [-t]. [k]. [-2JFEEHEWRMET, RBERILN
ARy “Kham-taai”  M4AT#H NEE ST, TOAES, WfEE NE S SR, R ARSI
=AM R g nE T ER, ATEEeE . AR R s e s N Ke B R T E I, AT
TR, BEEME. Sz, ALl dnilu “Kham-pen” G5RHIEY, HATZEYE 7R KoEPHm
HERHAEE . LA ey “Kham taai” Z5RHIE, UE RS PSR, TSR rooE 2
KICEIERRIeE, & 0E22)0: A w AR S, SR E A R R, MR [453]
W, EHRE R EKIGE, WEAEM1H. ESSE T E s 2 s R Mo B I A .

3. BEM/ S FRARGHL

SEHMRAE ARG S PR T U 27 RS A X DURE R BRI 2 REAT A TS, R 2, ATRBIER AN TS
B )& THARVERR T RPILRE S, S AR iEaUR X .

PUBE &
[ # .
BB B2 1 R AR E R

] [ 1 1
PRIEIR HERES | | AKEX BRIE

1 X |
Rk BRiE ZHTE
*

PRERE | |BERTE

®ln | Eriors| EeEraa] [ whmrs

Figure 2. Sino-Tibetan languages table

B 2. NEERE

FbrHEZRIE—FE, AT SR RGBT R E . Suphattra (1998 KIS HEH 6
AR RS RESERS R RE TR s BERE S KT JETH . Chanya Nuanchansaeng
(1992) [4]. Apinya Pronsib 5 Daranee Krishnaphan (1991) [5]&2# & WHGANBAT T EH 6 NFEHE, A
W R 2 B
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Table 2. Tone table of Fopi Fu prefecture dialect
=2 BERAEHEER

VS WE AT E A 1))
1 33 A= pa*’ma™
2 44 i pa**pak*
3 313 Hh R (AT ) pa**ha’"?
4 41 1] pa*'ma*!
5 225 1A pa?®ma®®
6 24 TR Pa**ma*?

4. IREREBSHIF RS BRRGN LS

PREZREFEE AR T SRR EAR, WERIER LA EEREF), WE—FIR 33, 8
P22, B 41, BIUE 453. SHEWE 24, MEAN T SASNMEZE, g5 33, £
V44, FE=m1E 313, FEIUHEE 41, FHHEHE 225, FAFM 24, ZHFBAEKERNE 3,

4=
e
==
&

Table 3. Comparison of tones between standard Thai and Fopi Fu dialects

F 3. MERIBSHAM A S FEXEER

BN PR ZRIE ALY - A AT & VAE - AR
1 33 P 33 PR
2 22 &1 44 KT
3 41 PR 313 HEF AT
4 453 =R 41 B
5 24 Fif 225 i H-1A
6 24 FHH

NTHEIMBEWER —EFRRANZES, T ER G AR S L S 3 K 4.

R, SR IERRHERE . AT SRR A LA R

(—) AR SIS 1 BRPRER B IE | ACORZAER, ERE s A R G & &), =
AR, EMEN 33,

() PEAIE T 5 IS 2 SARHESRIE M IEZE 2 ANF, o BAREE T, (AR IAE N 44 =P,
JE B WE R 22 KPR

(=) AT 5 RIS 3 ShrdERIEMIEZE 3 ANFE, HEAMUARARE, EFREBAHEE, fEh
myr i, EARREDN 313, TEE b, BAARRE N 41,

(M0 FEASIE 5 5 RS 4 SARMERIEIEZE 4 NF, ZHEAMARARE, EREBAHEE, fEh
s, BAREE Y 41, EE TR, BAAEE R 453

(1) BEAIRTT 5 BIESE 5 ShrdEZRIE IR 5 A, —HEAOARAR, ERERAME, 5rEh
i, BAREEN 225, TiEE AT, BAAEE N 25,

ON) AT S5 IEH W 6, X AVRUEREFTA 1

g5 bW, BEASHT 7 S AR AESRIBTE A B E RIUR, RS 1 AEEAL, HAb R ESR R,
A WHEEAH R, BEZEAE, AEAEEEAE R, AEEARE.
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Figure 3. Standard Thai tone map
B 3. tRERIERIFE

Figure 4. Tone map of Fopi Fu prefecture dialect
E 4. BIFFHEEEE

5. &hig

i BT, M BENEEER AT, AT R —FE S T . (B R AREZBNR
REE AR R FR AT EARITE, e SEOZAMIE S RAETL. DERSCE ik L S
AR, WA TS« AT FCEIE N LbARER B A B AN 7 5 Bl R G R F A, ATAE AR
TS B LR

(—) AT 75 AR AEZRAE P K XONEAE T RME, B RXANET AN TS KRG A %
THRE 313(MHT ), MbrAEZRIEEEA . gl A TR 453 (tidmifE), AN T S AR .

() AT B ARG FELIHAANE, Wil2s 3 NI, B 313, 28 5 R
FHR, BAREE S 225 W3S 6 A, BRI 24, (EARAERRIE RA 1051 24 mtii.

(=) BARMANT T S 0 1 IR EZRIE ISR 1R, MR, (EARE A AR R, B AR
775 1) 33 YRR LT 5 b LeAREZR B 1 33 1K

(M) FEASHT 75 5 AR dE AR —FE, #0A 41 PR, EERTE BRSSP E TR 4, MEGHE

ARG e T 3,
() BEAIRFTT 5 FbRAEZRTE—FE, #A 24 KTHR, HAERTE SRR )E T 6, ML H A i
A2t eTHES.

(ON) AT E MK 5 WRAKEEZTAAFU, daun (1990)IA052 22 i, E& @R EANT
ANRISERR A, KA WED T L, RS 2 FRE, SR BT, BR&&E S, FrblEs s
HAd N 225, XEBDINT & F RS K.

BT 2 FRHEZRRIE AN AN 7 5 A R ARG A A WE, HERWRIE, el T,

DOI: 10.12677/ml.2023.118509 3794 IARIE = 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ml.2023.118509

WA

FHEPAFHIX (2B R RRE], A OPTET & SARERIEA A LIZES, JFERE =3 A R %
B KR REE L AR SR HER TS .

HATR T AT ERTAAGGIRN, 77 F WA —ERbRiE, riERRE NEBAR, 5

AR E P 0 HAL 7 & G 2)HAT A LB OB AR 2, BT BAASHIF S AT — S M A
S5

(1]
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