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O R RN 7T
— T AEER B e

B2 FRET

HRE] ALKRACH R4 RITE XK T 2 F 5T EH0RA 518 1% B A8
Bt b, FHUABELRNFZIEEREPOR L85 F R R Se st REATIVER.
RAHRI R QD3GR His N, FHREREF, BTMEPE (T2) —LF (T3)
BRI, HEIRAT EA-EB 5 RS AR A LRt s 5%
B2 3 SEEFE AR T et RAML, 2 ORI S8 0% F S 48 400 BT ok AR
BRFEAR, RINABTAIPR DT EABARG RE B, o, &2 28
B R %SRRGS B AR A R R A TR 2GR E 2R E. R, ##t
[ & 47T 88 % 2 AR v 538 55 7 B TR AZ B ARG B R . b, 4K,
st T2-T3 7 AiE 44009 IE TE B AL BT AE 5 VAR HAL R GRIBHE T AOR 8 Bedn dE
RAR—ZF, BL T2 M1 T3 355 5 FA4FAE_ L a9AR DA R 3215 BEMGR R 51X 7
K E AR TR KA,

[4iA)] L@z Fif SivkRde RN HSHE BT 4%

il

— 5l

T E AR R S TR AR B P AR L B — . S 8 E 1R IR
R A B R (Perceptual Assimilation Model, KK PAM) FlIE 127
SIHRY (Speech Learning Model, T CfiiFR SLM) 25, PAM FRigiA Ny, 20X ERHEE S
(RN R, S R AR B YW 5 L BREAE 5 Y W 7E BRI PR RS IR B [ A A (A5 O (Best
1995). SLM B\ N, TiEESLWRFE, W15 ) EH e ™ MR —iEE &
(Flege 1995), Flege & Bohn (2021) % SLM #ALHHT THEIT, $2H iG-S urs 1 113

TR R EFA RS ERIE P RRRE S CFERASCRIT R (22&2D213)”7 FEZAFHES
PEERIE I8 S B N S ERE 2 ASE S AR BAE S BT AT (22XYY006)” Bl . R SCEE S IR,
JEIR 2 SR IR S BB ZEM IR ST VA SR 1 B 08 T, ST RSA R H B W Bh ek 1
B RELME, BEAVPHETRIBM T @R, El— LR, &5 20 RHS 5 SR Em,
TN LS BT AR T BN F 5t . bz i, HHEHR 75T,

OEIER, EILRFINETES PG, Email: leeyoungho@aliyun.coms.
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FEIE 7 I B H32 ) “ iR SRPUE . XA “iEF AN AT LUEE “ SRR (full time
equivalent, WFK FTE) #HATTHE, JE3& 2487E 15 B 5B A I [l BEAT H 48 a1 b
Bl FARBIEREIAT T, g, &RAMIRHKIRESAKRPiE, BHEE
FE N T W 5 VI RS FYEEAb iy s RS FR 75 18, B P 2 S A 3 325
EE AL AR TR T RS OV 75 R ) I 5, (R T — B [ 2
SJE, BERSHE R 7 R Y AN L S (Wang 19765 Francis et al. 2003; [ifi58 FLITF 2020, 2023).
Ait,  HEEE R SR B 3 B A T A 3] 36 S A Y R A AT, e R B R
JHAE BEE A BN A > 4530 135 75 U A FORE D AR D xof ER et [X 3 1 75 1) 5 1 J
OIS BURRS A BT 7T o

KEZ NG —NZREER, SREESTRFAESTES, WAEIEERIES. b
[l 455 N R RE I SRR 8 T RAE IR ARIL T B, A S EmEEIE S RS SR IR,
HARRE, ELEEEELE R ZEAAA R (HD ARIE (L) RAE, FRREA . 51
n, “AR” ([shagra]) AAEPIANEITRAALES, RPN RIS, LH O aERs SR,
HL R 7. A sASHE RS e M & R 2 R —A, HAh s Ak
W, BRAMRME AR EE mSEN (Tto 2008). b [F 508 FIE S 1UHE RIS &, FEEHEER
RIEX, E 8RB A SN 7 T A R AR =, e FLE T SO S RHE A 1
JIBEFZ—, REFR AR P RIICAHE . 725 (2019) BFIL 7 e N EAEER K
S S U P A, RIURR T PER e, A AT A S 2 U R O O R
ST BT T B A ORI A . SR, BRATIEANE R X A — R A
TERREF R S M SR A R A . NSNS IRE, 2R iR
BERDNESTIXGEF, (615 T LRI AR £ RN GEE ;A S8 &
TERR AR BB R IO RN R XGER, R 5 T R s NOIGEE B DOE 1%
RIXOEZY . XA B IEIE 5 S5 ARG T A2 it i A S e B 2 6 S8 1 75
W TR FEE (1) 2 72 o

IEAh, XA RRE 15 TR AT FUAS nT B S e BT b AR BB AR R AR . IR
WEFURIL, BREZE ) RO A2 RN . B I, 1AM R W 5 BUsk B A o
Pl DhRe K AESEIR, A EAURAGTIREIRGY, HEM < SEOE TR IR (M
& 20200, [\, Q1277 Wron S R IR AN RE ) SR TE R A BRI DG IR RE ) N FR AR R T 46 K
AR, HEEEFRIGK, ZREEHEI (Sommers etal. 2011; Wang etal. 2017)

ik, ARSI T 20 AL 50-60 2 A B AR BRE S VE A T I i 1 Y
AENSEIRAE AT, RIRHME GRS (2019) — SO ERH IR RREZ IR, HRRAE
U BRI 3 1 75 R AE ST N B ZE S, DAUIHE— PR AR AL, Oy IR X
5K G & SO MBrER i — 2 2%

O [ BXE 2 AE SR XGE S ) LB FRIE S BN AAZER, Wia ) LEE S KRR
BRI I FE S, EEEIANEEH MBS ES (Montrul 2008).
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= st

(—) FIHAK

20 BEFFANAGES (75, 13 %, FRTEHEN 50-60 %) 25 7 RRIEMLLK . SL56
PR KIAAIEEAE TN, SERAFTZ B R Y, WNER R A 1E 2 o w e e 22 2
ZHAEREMEZEHE S CFHE, S HEEEmRES. Ira sl i e . e
A2 AT, FRATHEATHT TIE S RRE, SR EREELN . SAEMME. SUEE
TR/ B EIEN LA BT B ok, fEIRS M, 4k 2 Bk S AR s
528k, FL A TAER S RIFEACR EZAE S, R, gl r. 3. 8. 504
XN NS BE ST T BV, ®IUEE SR Likert HiERR (1 o “EWE”, 5%
N CAEEEET . HAEIEIET. U 2. 5 BRSO FIE A TE 3.5 At dEE
B Ui, 2. B ARSI ATE 45 kA . BE, EYSEIE AT, &
AMEFT 875 EmiE 7 B BT 7 @IS, ARG AR AR S,
FTAT WAR I A A P IR A D0EE 58 X = 30077 R . M BL B =5 T 8, FRATIA AT
LAEAEAERRER IR R IUNIERE 3 T AN OEH

X IR LR RYR T Rl 585 (2019), A3E 34 44 3B K24 AME TE 2B — 2 = AR (15
%, 19 &, FETUE 1824 ), FRFFTZHEFEEM Y. WNEFIEE IR AR 2 S
AEFEHES CEBE, w5 HHERE T RES. KEHERHAPR G SRR A mAE
FHEHEEE, ESERSEM, R0 Wik SE R 302 8 3 B A [ Sl S 5 07

(=) SLE R %

S o ISR FH (R BAORE A S 3845 (2019) TR —35, I PUAN 292 (1) 58 1 B 7 1
BB R AT R Ble XPUANETERIRHE, AR B B
Fp CRCHRN “T1. T2 T3, T47), A&V EF P @R 2 A S . AT HERRRHK
Xof P VRN AR, I e B S S AN T P K AE 500ms A A . S TE R = Pk
1T, SEBPRFEAZ N 22050Hz, REEFEEN 16 . 4 ANFERXSLEAIL 6 Fi: T1-T2.
T1-T3.T1-T4.T2-T3.T2-T4.T3-T4. 1§ ] Praat #ff, i it 3% [7) 25 B 75 % (pitch-synchronous
overlap and add, PSOLA) &SIk, LL T1-T2 AR Sr4l 5], FAT1LL T1 ABEA 2]
ORI A T2 A pk— 4L, UL T2 ABREARI S SR EINZE T1 A — 4R, PIdA
BT ST FAEE, H5 BRE TR PR, BEART 12 AR AR,
fRH 114, et 132 Ml

(Z) ZLHIRE

BAPRIS G 7RSI IR B X AT 55 o SO0 A R AR 8 O3 S B0 e
B E-PRIME 3.0 7. fEIRBISLEG, AEARIBRENIEG, R 2 . S50 E
B b B “3E7 Ik “3T7 “R7 AR RRAN T, BERGERR S, BORBEALE 5 B
N 1) P F B BT IX AN & 2 B e LIRS 70 XA SEBG R AX YEER, RIS AN A O %
i HBERAIWOR EARE, FEAXTH “HFRFEARXT” A CARFREASS” Hl. “AFEIREAXT”

O BV B3] APP, M 5 SN AT A RS IR R S IR
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i 1-3. 2-4.....8-10. 9-11 A1 3-1. 4-2.....10-8. 11-9 iXLLiilisti sk, L 18 %F, &FxF 2 AR
FEAZ [AIIAIRE 2 DK “RAIEREASS ” o1 2-20 3-3......9-9. 10-10 iXEEHEHR) A, 35 9 X}
FEANBEAKIE IR TP RR I 2 Wk, B0 2 NI AR TSURIRS S00ms. # XA 5 FD A ()5 W
X RBEREASE “HF” B2 “ANE” A FEARNT 3G & BEALI -

(W) A2 H7

et 2R (R SRR A e, DA IX A 2R 1 [X 00 6 e X 4r U4, f# ] Matlab
R2023a B AFEAT Hd 70 b7

R L S A TR

FEAN IR N 25 R G FL RSB “” B “— JRIE 4r b ARAE R S8 %
Patait — oy AR 2% R (binary logistic regression): log (P1/1-P1) =b0+blx (Xu et al.
2006). P1 NERNRIBEITIRAEE R, x AR S IESARTFIEEAE, b0 bl 2 R JHE R pg £
H AR x RN RBCRH R IRBIZRN 0.5 BTSSRI x EARAIA S Xcb=-b0/bl, 5t
L (Web) WARGIZ N 25% F1 75% 2[RI EFE BT . Web kAT, 3R BITEMLRE IR

2. X h &R o3 T ik

X KM AR P=P(“S”|S)*P(S)+P(“D”|D)*P(D) it5. Hr, P(“S”|S)JutHFFEA N}
FIBAAR R I, PCDIDNANFIFEAX AW A R, P(S)FI P(D) AR FIFEAXS
FUAS [FIREA K E RN X 4 SE T Ee . ARIREEES P(S) A1 P(D) 7324 1/3 F12/3. XffE—ANFE
AN AL 1) X o A, A B T Z 00T (one-way ANOVA) A1 Tukey HSD J5 74 H 5
ARSI HEAT IR ELEE, AT BRI DX e W (A B o Y 1) [X 43 SR N BRI R i A L 1 %o
B 2 XSFREASKT () X 2 P58 CR SCHRTRR Pbe), YEBE N [X 23 g H A B REA X 43 2S48
CR SRR Pwe), X 73U B SRy [a] [X 7 SR AR P X 2 e 2248 CRSCRERR Ppk)o X4
Uiy, YO AR RS .

= SRR

(—) RAlth &l Ko dh &

K 19 T1-T2 A1 T1-T3 FFESEGIHIRAZI R . KT T1-T2 A RIESS, sl
LA AR TR I A2 S B BEUR PR LT BT B, X0 i 2RI F A7 B T A R R A X
IR Xt T1-T3 FREESESE, YRR IR I ZAE R a2 5 B 8 S B BEUA i _E T Bk
TR, DX B E AT S A B A — R X e, (RPN T 2.

1
100%
——a_ 1 B
ttttt \\ : s
3° % N s o +
I 40 o a0% __;ﬂ b K i
20% —4—T13 - 2 M — T
% e T 20% e
1 ._"// 1
12

B 1 TI1-T2 #1 T1-T3 FH#E S SR G 2 2©

© 13 R R GRS R A 1 RIEE 3 MR A A T S S A I T S R
A, 552 ANEE 4 WEEDZ A E S S A RS TG RS, B R SR AR R
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K 2 J9 T1-T4 A1 T2-T3 FFESEGINIRAS R . KT T1-T4 FRIES:S, sl iR
LA AR I G BRI S BN BER K L TR el R R, DXy i 2 AR 30 5y B PR AT BT (R X 73
U, AF X AV 5 R R R B e A0 e T T2-T3 PSS, st ibnl i 24k w1
2, DXy M A WLIANF) 5 0

TI-T4 T4-TI T2-T3 T3-T2
% o —t—: ool ——-
100% \ B T R 100% - L0 B 1007 _:_g
80% et T1 80%| 80%) ml o K 80%f ol (X
' T4 il T4 — S Y. —
B 60% £ B 60%] T B 60%| i 60%]
& = e W & & -y
o 40% g H 40% " M 40% .\ . L S M 40% ol S N S S
0% ~i 2 20% 20% et
o s o >—<N,/<>\,/‘ o )
1 45 6 7.8 9 1011 123 456 7 8 9101 12 3 45 6 7 8 9101 12 3 45 6 7 8 9101

B2 TI1-T4 F1 T2-T3 & 4 4y R o 2

B 3 4 T2-T4 fl T3-T4 B HZES SRR INLE B . X T2-T4 FiRELES, $ORr iR 5] il
LRAE VI A T ) BT BEWE LT R R, X5 2R #8200 — AN AL T SR 0
SF T T3-T4 FEELESE, AR A i 2678 TR A3 A 35 S B AR N eI i T hel R i, &
SRIX 43 Hh 2645 e R W S S X 4 g, {HL X A3y e 85 o T 2%, HL SR AU AN 58 4560 M o

T2-T4 T4-T2 T3-T4 T4-T3
100% 100%| = —a—a 100%| et 100%F  #—4—9
g e +—y—1 ) ',“/ - e —
80% ; b, | ——2 80% 80% il T3 80% / —— T4
5 | —— T4 i ‘ —4—T4 4T
i 60% : 4 ; i 60% B 60% > e B 60% - e [
o 40% H 40% Ha0%———— - M 40%
20% l\ 20 20 N 20%
i — - N .
ol 4 ~—n o W—y o e o —— b
123 4 6 7 8 9 1011 123 45 67 8 9101 123 45 67 8 9101 123 45 67 8 9101

B3 T2-T4 f1 T3-T4 F 845 G R kn 4

(=) RAZREARTE

£ 1R TS R N ZEHPEREPRR AR (Xeb)y ATEE (Web) LT
Pl STFRAR TSGR, GRBEARARE, #li iRm0 A 5o A 22 5. I
WFFE R IR 7 R sl s Y85 o6 A B —E PER, (HIX AR ARSI FT R, [
HEEAEX BAMERTS, MRS SHAN T HIHELIE PR, TUEH, T2-T3 HifEs:
Gl S 8, T3-T4 F1 T2-T4 FEiESS: il SR 5 % .

F 1 HZFAYRANRFAR. B REEUKTHE
FREER SRR Xcb Xcb F#{E Web Web FH{H

T1 4.57 2.54

TI1-T2 4.67 291
T2 4.77 3.18
T1 476 2.86

T1-T3 483 3.02
T3 493 3.11
T1 3.03 2.34

T1-T4 3.36 2.88
T4 3.72 3.09
T2 5.76 10.30

T2-T3 491 11.48
T3 3.88 12.79

33



JE ) RV TERE T 2 A 7 VR BT e ——Jk T AN SRR B LR

T2 5.36 2.84

T2-T4 5.60 — 231
T4 5.82 1.62
T3 4.57 1.51

T3-T4 4.67 e — 1.44
T4 4.82 1.46

(=) R 5RpEE

S ARLH X 43 S B 2 B AT BRI O 2 T A e I i 45 SR R, T2-T3 A ifIELE4E,
TV B BBEA A, X 4 BIZR & RE A 2 R X A3 R E AR EY, WmtES A 1 A5F
MR, AEEX PG, WA S AP ESLS, i o iR S REAN 2 17 X 40 F 2%
FREY. N, BANHEHPERM T2-T3 ZAMEHH ST X 23R (Pbe). 10
BN X 0% (Pwe) HX U (Ppk), 15K 2 An. A, TI-T2 FMiRESSR T1-T4 7

LS Ppk R im
k2 BHEAYRNBHERS,E, WHARSE. RpEEUKTHAME
A% LS A AR Pbc Pwc Ppk Ppk F3#14
TLT T1 74.24% 51.52% 22.73% 26.61%
T2 80.30% 49.81% 30.49%
TLT3 T1 77.27% 60.23% 17.05% 18.84%
T3 77.27% 56.63% 20.64%
T1T4 T1 73.91% 43.30% 30.62% 23,59
T4 59.85% 43.29% 16.56%
ToT4 T2 76.52% 56.49% 20.02% 21.65%
T4 71.21% 53.90% 23.27%
T3.T4 T3 65.15% 48.48% 19.70% 14.68%
T4 57.58% 47.92% 9.66%
1S R

(—) ZFGEEEHEY XY Ll iE B R R A

FEAE S 2 b, IR SLg0 A BEME AR S, kR R R R LA X
PN AVERE . EAT SRR b, RIS AN X 4 S A ZR R B BEUS AR B S A
R REFUHITL S IX 3 P 7, A BENS S AR ST T VE WK (Liberman et al. 1957; Studdert-
Kennedy et al. 1970). AICSLEGSE R, ZFEFAFHEYRURA T2-T3 A ZEESLS R
RAEF PR, NAFAEREUSIR AT, XA ihZethok H LK A3k . gt 2, ZHERAA

Y F(8,189)=0.39, p=0923; F(8,189)=148, p=0.166.

2 TI-T2(T1): F(8, 189)=0.39, p<0.001; T1-T3(T1): F(8, 189) =4.44, p<0.001; T1-T4(T1): (F(8, 189)
=27.60, p <0.001; T1-T2(T2): F(8, 189) = 10.10, p < 0.001; T2-T4(T2): F(8, 189) =20.632, p < 0.001; T1-T3(T3):
F(8,189)=6.047, p<0.001; T3-T4(T3): F(8, 189)=5.216, p<0.001; T1-T4(T4): F(8, 189)=9.721, p <0.001;
T2-T4(T4): F(8, 189)=19.121, p<0.001; T3-T4(T4): F(8, 189)=5.774, p<0.001.
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REIX 73 Ml g T2 A1 T3 PN RIS ALYEmE, SRS AN 75 i S 4 Y s B0
FECMEMREFL A, i 1l B 2 T B B 25 2 AR R & PR A B, 1 B
HIRAIBHT AN L 2 A5 OB R AR AT S (HS, AN, Lida @i tHE
FZHRAEE LE, ERAFEHEY S0 A8 I5E, BAMX 8IS T2-T3 A —H
FeMfEs . WikETE. FLYLSF (2020, 2023) KB, ST RIgE i A T I X AR AR RE S R
TR, B E TG R T2-T3 PR FE IS T G BB, AT o
il S PR SE RSN . BhAh, FIEREGI S YIRS, FERLET T SRt A, SR
(2014) FFHAEE IR SAPOE 7 A ST T 481, WEA T T2 A1 T3 HiRAAEE AL, A
SCHRIF 9T 485 Rt — 25 MBS _FAERA T 2 A R RRHE 38 X AN 75 B 5 S 15 R TR
SHANFERIESSE, S ERE R RRE X B O, RV E AR, RN
B IRIE S S BTG FE AT BT R MRBISEEG RE, T3-T4 Al T2-T4 FFELESE
OB FEE R e X AP SEIG K, T1-T2 FHiHIESSGM T1-T4 FifES G U B o
(=) ZEMFERYPAEFEYRR EREFAERER
ZAEH AR E A S R R A B S A R R K I ZEITE T T2-T3 i s s L.
SRR T2-T3 PR HIELR GRS a4t F Bl T BEUS PR 5, (HIX seiest BT~ —
SRELR, TCIEAIE X PEIIAZAE . TR T2 AR UL, A AT M 284G H B BEUE 1R
WA, XA MR BB X BIERAAAE. ATLUE S, FERAEREYHT O T2-T3 A
BERG X o AN R ALV, FUR R BRI R . H R R 2 R )
SEATIEX 7y T2-T3 XA S A 7505, Wang et al. (2017) Z0H7 7 ME 16 RHE E 1)
ZHENGFERENN T2-T3 JuE BN, I A ANAE R ek £ b s H LA el
IR, X9 RE BN EANEE. i, W EEIERREE S, ZEL
AR AR M AT T2-T3 MBI AR S B . ASCIIF TR B, i I3 A RRHE R 1
RKIAAF, ZEHAGAART T2-T3 5 IRESS R AEE AR AR X b A -2 s ik
g, ZAEMHPEAEGEAT Web ¥R THERA (WK 4), Ppk BI/NTHERA (WK 5. BT
T3-T4 25, FEMH Web ZEAZBINERPARBRE, HMSTEEA « /56075 7 5357, L
X EgE RN, AEEHE RHE MRS 1 5 B AR S AR B 22 5, R i
195 75 R IE S G0 B R B AL FE B 35 /N TR A A

s N § Y N
bEEEE Db us
B A EEE R EEEEE

T1-T2(T1) T1-T2(T2) T1-T3(T1) T1-T3(T2) T1-T4(T1) T1-T4(T2) T2-T3(T2) T2-T3(T3) T2-T4(T2) T2-TA(T3) T3-TA(T3) T3-TA(T4)

LA Web O 4ERBHK web

Bl 4 ZFAFRa g eng e R EE (Web)

O TIST2(T1): £ = 227, p = 0.028; TI-T3(T1): ¢ = 2.39, p = 0.021; T1-T4(T1): ¢ = 2.92, p = 0.0054;
T1-T2(T2): t=2.64, p=0.011; T2-TA(T2): t=2.91, p = 0.010; T3-T1(T3): £ =2.35, p = 0.024; T3-T4(T3): t=-0.62,
p=0537; TI-T4(T4): 1=3.31,p=0.002; T2-T4(T4):1=2.91,p=0.006; T3-T4(T4): 1=0.24,p=0813.
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777727272

SF giig§§
N N : \ F
§§ gﬁ N N §H

T1-T2(T1) TI1-T2(T2) TI-T3(T1) TI1-T3(T2) TI1-T4(T1) T1-T4(T2) T2-T4(T2) T2-T4(T3) T3-T4(T3) T3-T4(T4)

222,

N ZE#R Pk B FE A Ppk

K5 HEfFRasehE e RN X 0% E (Ppk)

(Z) B ARFEREHEEREH AR p L REFANEE

BT RIAAMNSLIREE R, AT VA EEHE BB I8 1 55 B A 5 R e B
P27 R ER M TE SRR EFRNTF AR, M TRASEE S, BT
M. B EARNE S A AR R E S B UM (Antoniou 2018). 7EFRAT
IR FEA, AR TR AR X R A A T A B I 5 S X, L A (] e 30 ) 5 P 1 5 S
I K IEARTR, AR S B R A R R, AN T AR AR 24 B i R I
TEHWNFE B A THE RG2S EEE, BIOESERINGES, KIALSRE TR
T B HEEE R NS RIS S s AR AR 8 R A 2 JE BRI I e T RS F s i,
RIAFERBXGEE, KWLORIE H AR SR BN R 2 A @S . TEKR,
S [E A L RBAE LT, BATCEE 80%". B S Ak, ArdEdk. 5 B D
PutEdt, Fir—REEHE PRI IR P2 @ T A = B R AR L B PR R
BEEE R, Freh, AT “EZHWMAN” MBS XM MRS, ERHRm
WIMIHE S SR NS o AT LTSS R SCRE SLM Y, BIE S &0 E
TR ) A VO AL R BE T R .

Ak, ZRA TR B FIEERIRE ) TR R . BRI AR FIBEAE B
ETEAREZ I, A BN E TR A, [RIRE 2 i 55 3 A VE R B AN RE /T . X Fh AL
A RETR AR — R, FEEREFEEIN LT, LA S S A N R I RE Y
TR (Scott 1994); A HEYR B SRR M 2R , B3 2R 2 1H FVEmER AE 0 178 77119855 (Aerts
et al. 2013). HET—RFETE R AT N FE IR LR 22 T B SEUEE R CEVIBAESE |
WA O S U P R BN A R . R, Z BTAIRTE 7T 2 45 R TRl S BHE AT
Fi, BN EZENM R R 1B AE SRR TE AT A WX L ER I (Wang et al.
2017) 0 ARSCISEIGEE FARER 17Ul 1 75 Y Yu s B AN A S EXUE#E TR IR I, KIS RHEE T
RKIAF, ZEATTREFEAK T #3800 @ vE B A W LRV a s B . 25k, X E
B RHEZ R, il E = AVEBE BN~ AE R E B HIE S ARA K, (HRANTEE
Bk, ZE AR R R AT 2.

i &g »B

ARSCR AR RIS RN AU TT T G830 2 S e T R A ORT 3 3 15 75 A PR TRy

@ https://china.huangiu.com/article/48bYL3 Aawck.
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I B DAE R AR A E I A S e B Ak A 3 1 P TR SN S SR AT 1 LB, SRR R
Ny BEREEE RRE AR GE X o Al G T2-T3 PN PR S A0aWs, 6 FoAh & 41 35 d 15 75
LG (R ANV AR B3 B3 N TR AR A . TS R, B S AR TRER A
A B T O S 1 7 R A Y RN AE 22 K E R . Ak, LR A
A BEX 2 RO TR A 1 A R A T VARG RO X RIS/ 2RI SO &
RGN Rt T EEAT G, IR RN WA /2 15 F RN T A
Mo RAKTA A BREWE XS RIIERHER B S &K 18585 ST EO AR AR PR A
L, JTREZHSCIRE T, LAYl TR 5 51455 8 5 A P 1 DU AT R AR T .

SE AR

BR. 2014, (FIEERAEDOR 5 7 AR T G o), (PUEST) 285 2 .

ffi 58 FLILSF. 2020, GEOUEHLEE 16 BREE E@ 1l A AT ), b R EE Sl GE 5%
WA) B GEFRAY CGEAT ) 51540 71, Jbst: RS EHIH.

ffi 58, FLILSF. 2023, CEIERRE 2 E 0 S R ), (5 F 0D 565 4 .

R 58, 2. LI 2019, CREISHEER A4 Ml 1 A AT L), CARITER 2R 55 2 1

HoOA BPH. BE. 2020. (PUBEIEIEERAZFEARN: KE ERP BHEH), (LIEEZR) %1
1.
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Categorical Perception of Mandarin Tones by Native Korean Speakers
in Yanbian: A Comparative Study Based on Different Age Groups

LU Yao and LI Yinghao

[Abstract] This study employed a categorical perception experiment to investigate the
characteristics of Mandarin tone perception by elderly native Korean speakers, with comparative
analysis against previously published data on younger native Korean speakers. Both participant
groups were recruited from the Yanbian Korean Autonomous Prefecture. The experimental results
revealed that elderly participants demonstrated categorical perception for all Mandarin tone
continua except the rising tone (T2)-falling rising tone (T3) continuum. Compared to younger
counterparts, elderly participants exhibited significantly reduced categorical perception of Mandarin
tones, manifested through wider categorical boundary widths (Wbc) and smaller peak
discrimination values (Ppk). Combined with language background surveys, these findings suggest
that differential language experience may constitute the primary factor distinguishing tone
perception patterns between elderly and younger Yanbian Korean speakers. Furthermore,
age-related auditory processing changes may also contribute to the reduced categorical perception
observed in the elderly group. Notably, the non-categorical perception pattern observed in elderly
participants’ T2-T3 differentiation aligns with previous findings from Mandarin learners of diverse
ethnic language backgrounds. This consistency indicates that the acoustic similarity between these
two tone categories presents particular perceptual challenges for speakers with ethnic minority
language backgrounds.
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