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e Beneficial perceptual training effects found
for Seoul Korean listeners’ weighting of
cues to English lexical stress (rremblay et al., 2023)
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reduced vowel

o No sig. interaction involving stress
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3. Participants 5. Data Analysis 7. Discussion

e 45 native English listeners (mean age: 20.7 s0: 4.1 e Fixations to target and competitor words time-locked with the onset of target word e The predicted interactions were found, but the beneficial effect of HVPT seems to be driven primarily by the condition where the target and
® 49 Seoul Korean L2 learners of English e Growth-curve analysis (GCA) on log-odd-transformed differential proportions of competitor words match in lexical stress (unexpected)

o 24 in HVPT group (mean age: 24.1, 50: 2.9 target and competitor fixations from 200-800 ms e Unclear whether HVPT enhances the automatic lexical activation and competition processes that underlie spoken word recognition

© 251N STT group (ean age:23.9,50:3.4) o Fixed effects: time polynomials (i), (ii) stress, (iii) vowel quality, and (iv) prosody (both groups), e Lack of robust effect of HVPT and/or of training may be due to automatic lexical activation and competition processes needing more time to

and (v) test session and (vi) training type (Korean listeners) adapt and become effective
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Exposure | of Instr. | prof. | Accent score o Random effect: Participant, with time polynomials as random slope e Further analyses needed to understand this complex data set
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Broersma, 2012) o Prediction: HVPT > STT - Significant interaction between time, stress, test session, and

8.6 : 2.5 5.9 67.4 % training type, with Korean listeners showing greater target-over-competitor proportions of
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