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Background Experiment 1. Phonation-Types & Vowel Quality in Marath|
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« Marathi (Indic) contains breathy obstruents & sonorants. O u n mo N will also be enlightening.
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Breathy | [ntavi] barber [pante] mango drink | [dbaga] thread [gadbe] donkeys F2 (in Hz) 300 300 300 Refe r e n C eS
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