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Abstract

In recent years, the number of applications of
synthesized speech software in the English-language
classroom has increased. However, it still remains
unclear whether synthesized speech has the same
learning effects as real voice in second-language word
recognition. This study investigated auditory word
priming in Japanese learners of English and the vocal
repetition data was used to measure the priming effect.
The results revealed that the priming effect showed a
different pattern depending on the use of synthesized
speech and real voice, suggesting that the effect could
be different in terms of perceptual learning.
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#1
EB1 L 2 DEBRSNE 8045 D7 —4

Experiment 1(V=40) Experiment 2(N=40)
Men 8D Mem 8D

The Osford Quick Placement Test (4P1) 0% U 006 54
The Oford Placement Test (Listening Test) e 8% Ty a4
Age starting English study 1 1 08 240
Years of formal English education e 13 1% 10
Years of residence in Englishrspeaking countries 020~ 0.96 018 078
Age 0y 26 1908 080
Se]f-ratingsa 431 12 (9% 109
Listening 436 169 6 10
Speaking 3918 11
Reading T 68 13
Writing 16 148 i 1%

Note. 8D = standard deviation, “Ratings scored on a 10potnt scale with 1 = minimum proficiency
and 10= nearnafive proficiency.
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