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Abstract

L2 learners have been shown to use acoustic cues
that are not phonologically relevant for segmental
perception in their L1. Matthews & Kawasaki (2013)
proposed a model for phonological perception they
call the Category Activation Threshold Model which
holds that sensitivity to such redundant or superfluous
acoustic cues not needed for categorical distinction is
actively suppressed in the course of mapping the
acoustic signal to phonological categories.

This paper examines whether the CATM is supported
by data from a similarity judgment task. Japanese L2
learners of English heard two utterances of the same
nonsense word by two different speakers and rated
stimulus pairs including non-native segments more
different than pairs with native segments only. This
finding shows that L2 learners attend more to fine
acoustic details such as subtle speaker differences
when perceiving non-native segmental articulations
and supports the CATM claim that learners are
sensitive to various acoustic cues before established
mappings for L2 categories are acquired.
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DFD, AR EEFERNY ZFH L TG
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fth 4 SDOEEERF, 10, 1,0, v/ XA ARFEITTEE L2

B ThD GERGFEE). REBRTHEN LEHH
BICiX, Bad 1 ZOWGEEZREELTL2EFFO
Fo—= U T HRTTEEE LD RE A L.
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