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This study examined how Japanese and Vietnamese learners
of English distinguish the fricative contrast /s/-/f/. Japanese
learners consistently relied on F2, reflecting L1 transfer from
the /s/-/¢/ contrast. Vietnamese learners, who used both CoG
and F2 in their L1 /s/-/g/ contrast, showed cue reweighting in
L2: increasing reliance on CoG and reducing use of F2. These
results support the Revised Speech Learning Model (SLM-1),
which posits that learners adjust cue weighting based on L2
input. The findings also highlight individual variability,
suggesting that learners dynamically adapt their strategies
according to both L1 background and L2 experience.
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X—TU— R FSFEE AR, fricative contrast,
SLM-r, T30 OFEALHT (cue reweighting)

1. [FL®IC

L2 OFFEHE, FEEOREE (L) ICk o8 s K&
ZITDHZENHBIL TS (Best & Tyler, 2007; Flege,
1995). R FILE S8 (L2) ITFEL W B R A
BETDEE, L1 OFRESRICIEDNT, EOFEFNR
D% B CEE KB 20V BRI HEH 130 5.

FRBOM R Js) LRI FEEEGS /) OXLI,
2D L2 FFEFE S TRBIBEEE T DO—2>ThD.
INHEOFEOFRNIL, FIZ3 DOFETFIN0NEEEL
TWAZEMNFATHIZE T/REFL TV 5 (Jongman et al.,
2000). LML, L2 EFAFEITHERS L1 OFREEHT
172V, Flege & Bohn (2021)23 284 27T hiL SLM
(SLM-1) 1%, L2 HA¥RE %2 0dhn/a 7 oAU Ttz
EL TV, SLMr ([ZXAuUE, B FIT L2 OFF AN
it HZ LI, L1 TIIFIHLR D > 7o F 2 — b HiT
2T 7R AL, W2 BT & R A E S ATRET

HDHEN) . ZOFRHNDOFEAHT (cue reweighting) 1,
SEEFN L2 OFEEEST, ZORBNOT-DIZIVIEE
PEDENF 2 — ([CEIRANEEZ AT, O EAZ mD T
WTFREATHLHEZILS (Francis & Nusbaum, 2002;
Holt & Lotto, 2006). <52 SLM-r |E, L1 D& =473
— BIRIBAZENTFAEL, TN L2 E O R Lo
TR R B R F T 2B AL TV,

AMFFETIL, L1 OFBRIKRDELD AAGE G L~
T LB LD REEDO B R ECER LY Th. Ws
REDFEENX, FEGED/s/- DXL A EGTHMERH DD,
FIEID L1 O EEEEE OX LT TR 2D,

AASEEIS, HEEEER s /o SR L0 1 25T g/ (] T
sal vs. TL=e] /eal) DRINLAFFD. ZD/s/-/g/ DRI,
Bl R D F2 WEHERFRDVERDIENHHILT
%, XM LFEAGE T E) I, ST /s L) R
B/ DXL AT, ZD/s/-Is/ DRISLTFHT b, FHHROE
DEALELED 728, CoG <0 F3 DZALITEED/s/-/f/ DXL
CIXERDATEEEDHD. T D O R - TR /E T
X, LTI ENLTS.

i 1 (L1 858 ]: AAGERERREETE, L1 O/s/-/g/DRIL
THIHL TS F2 %, L2 OFFED/s/-/§/OFERNF
WTHEERFRNELTHIATA.

B 2 [(FDDVOFEAMIT]: NN LFEEEEIL, 5%
FEOD/s/-§) DRI KON RENZIXRIT D72, FH3)
DOFEBLHTIEATO, IVEEEDENTFRNT
&% CoG OF|H%EF®HS (Holt & Lotto, 2006).

5t 3 [EAZE]: SLMr O RN S XM SEEDEE
TN—TRIZBNTY, BFENTND OFH S
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H—AZITLI T2V —DEANEE LD
DENMALND.

AWETIE, ZHOOUGREMRREL, HAGE -~ k)
D FERFRERRE DN EED s/ 7 DB R D H
FH303 (CoG, F2, F3) ZEDIDNTFIHL TA7), L1 D
WEEEE O XN RO TR ORI HEE DIHIZ
RIDDNE T AT 4 7 EYFATIC > THBNTT
HZEEHETD.

2. Ak

BN ARFRICIE, AARGEEITIN L5EE REEES
THIGELFEHENSMUT-. B AGERGEGE 0334,
NI AFERREREH 134 Tholz, WTILOGEE B
THY, FEEFEEIIIFLU ECTholo. N LFEERE
FEETHBIMFIX, AT SR TN AEED
KREFAETHY, REANFLILOHPRREL EOFGEEFH
Thotz. AARFEREEE XTI BAEEOR S
SREE O RFE - RFFAT, ik~ HRIGEREE T
HoT-.

ST RN RIMGE IR A SRR, 74T —
Afata/0D 3 FRZAH LT, A HER T L — D30 TDIAA
72, B ERECHA LGRS L2 ThOEGRETENLN 15
B OFGEEL ., SR LTz,

IFE: “asa” /asa/, “asha’ /afa/

BAFE: (X fasa/, [HL%] /agal

AR AFE: “Axa” /asal, “A sa” /aga/

45— “ata”, 7], “Ata” /ata/

M Bk LICHEERS, B AT/ 7 Praat (Boersma &
Weenink, 2025)% AV CTFTo72. CoG D aHHNIE, DiCanio
(2023) |25 Praat A7V AL, BEEESE ORHED L
DIVDIX D HLNES 80% DRI LTz, Fiz, BEEE Tt
SBFE/a/DBRIERZIT F2 L B3 2 E L. &t &5
FENTT, WIEESNTZ CoG, F2, F3 D% z-score (2254l
LT,

FoE, K SBOT — XKL, BEEO T —
(Is/=0,/f,e,8/=1)%&HIZEEEL, BT CoG, F2,
F3 ZitHZEE 500 AT o 7G0T FEhi L 7=
AIFZETIL, 70— T RO T,
BHEBMANOF 22— DB T EAGNZTHIEE HIE
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9%, Ziud, Flege & Bohn (2021) SLM-r 7%, L2 &7
FEICB TN EOBEEMAfRRL, 84 DFEE%
IHTHALE T HZLITHASBDTHD. HONTGEHZ L
DalFREL (B A) & L, & T30 0 O E W Z T
L.

3. #ER

HAGERERRE O L1 THD HARGEFRGEO TR0 O E
T ELLT O 1, ) 1 (RLZ, &CO HAGERS
J-I3)ITHBWNT, F2 DFREDNKREL, Is/&/eg/ DFEHNZ—
BL CRHIHESI QWA LD MRSz, CoG XS
(I TRIHDEEGWNZZEN RS-, F3 13 B ARERES
IZBWT, —B LT Tiden-T-.

HAGEREEREE D L2 JGEOBEANT 2R LTaY AT
g7 AREREE, 3 2, X 2 \RLTZ. L1 TORZEDOS
BEFEERIZ, 2T AAGEGE T F2 OB KE 2B
RLTEY, FERFTREL THHSILTUYE. CoG b
ZLDOFEE TSN TR, F2 1ZEDZEMITRS
e ote, ZORERIE, BAGEEED L1 O KBRS
DOXBNFHNZERIEZ L2 THERAL QWA EA/RIRL
TV,

£ 1: BAFEFED L1 AAERBCRBIZRP AT 4
w7 Bl RS

Speaker CoG F2 F3
J1 -0.7945 2.2297 0.2572
J2 0.0541 2.2'740 0.4824
J3 -2.0487 0.8957 0.0266

1: BAGEFEE O L1 AAFEICBITAEEFENRIID
BEAMMT

Acoustic Cue

B coc

F2
F3

Logistic Regression Coefficient
o

J1 J2 J3
Speaker
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£ 2: BAFEEED L2 BEREIIBITERVAT v
ERGRE

Speaker CoG F2 F3
J1 -1.5220 1.5562 0.1849
J2 1.1390 1.8158 -0.4226
J3 -1.6543 1.2878 -0.3701

2: BHAFEREE D L2 FFEICBITHFERFI M DOE
BT

Acoustic Cue

B coc

F2
F3

Logistic Regression Coefficient
L o

J1 J2 J3

Speaker
NI LEEREZEEEE O L1 TORFEOLES (K 3, #

3), F2 & CoG Dl FRFEBNC 5L TCODR, FEE L
STHEADRERY, HAGEERIEE F2 I —BLTUKFL
TRV o7, BRZEEE VI L F2 OFIHENMED T~

x 3: NMFAFEFEE O L1 M AERFECBITHIRY
AT 47 EIRREL

Speaker CoG F2 F3
Vi -1.5140 1.0169 -1.2008
V2 -1.5236 1.3550 0.4214
V3 -1.5428 1.0320 0.9212

3: REFAFEFHHE D L1 RN AEBICBITATETF
BHDEILAHT

Acoustic Cue

CoG
F2

[ ]rs

o

Logistic Regression Coefficient

\al V2 V3
Speaker
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L2 DHEFETOHGETIL (X 4, £ 4), L1 TOIFEELIL
RIPRAOIZ, 2FEE DY CoG ZFEE e Tr0nEL THAHL
T2 (ADOKEARED) . F2 OFFIEZIRERIE2D, R
FEE VI TIHIIFRHASI Q-T2 ZORERIT, X
N AGEREE )Y L2 OIGEEO T ERRHBIZEIGL, CoG %
B BB T L THEE U TEAAHT O R
DX ZEEREL TV,

3 4 NI AFEREE O L2 WEREICBITIRURT

7 EREREK
Speaker CoG F2 F3
V1 -1.8553 0.0831 -1.1185
V2 -1.4494 1.4018 0.9008
V3 -1.4792 1.2766 0.6425

4 SN AFEREO L2 BT HEETHDY
DEH

Acoustic Cue

01 B coa

F2
F3

Logistic Regression Coefficient

V1 V2 V3
Speaker

4. EBE

AMFFRDOFERIT, L2 OIFEDEEE s/~ 0D XA
W, BARGEREE ENNFLGEREE D ENEND L1 OF
BRI R AT S & LT SR D BT D300 O AT HRIG
ZHWTNWDHZEERLTE.

HAGERIRERGE X, L1 (Us/-e)) & L2 (/s/-/f/) DIF T
BLT F2 Z2FEFA00ELTRIAL QO 2,
A AGED/s/-/6/\Z N D He REE ~D 7 /v~ o NER
DIEN L2 DIEFED/s/-/f/ OB RN RS
TAEREEZ DIND. — T, XM LFEREEREE ORI
1%, BEIZRERR Tl o7z, N AGEREE L, L1 ©
[s/-IS/DRINET CoG & F2 \ZEAfHTAL CHIFL TV
B, —HOFEE CERPVOEA T EHRT 57 1t
ARSI, FEEED/s/-/[/ DRI BT, K0Z2E@ o
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EWTFERND TS CoG ~DIRIFEZSRD, FIXRHIIZ F2
ORI HFEH BT
DFEFIL, Flege & Bohn (2021)7% SLM-r THE'E§ %
L2 R FEDA =A L% TR 550 ThD. SLMrid,
FEED L2 OFF AN HHT, LT TRHAHL T
7o 2 — DA B2 RS HRE 2 FF O &L T
WD, BERED/s/-/[/DRISLIZEBNT, CoG IXFHE ASDE
%ﬁ@%ﬁémﬁ@fxﬁ%%iﬁ?ﬁmf‘&;é. EE VL, L2
AL TN BU TZOHEEITHEIGL, CoG DEA
%iﬁﬂff_tf FOENERI7R X I FELL LD LARER LT W]
BEMENHD.
7o, ABFZECIL B AGEGGA - N AGEREE D7 LV
—7 BT, FEEHOMEAZENE IR, 2
DOFERIE, SLMr TEIRSITOAEANCE S A Y T
L2 HEEGOHEOEENELIFFTHHLDOTHD
(Flege & Bohn, 2021). ABFFEIL P ARH e/ NEEGHA Th
0, BREK O I OWTRIEEREE RIS LD — i bEATOIZ
-5 Tldeh ol BEEFH O i E % L B
fElZL, SBIfEA OFEFD L1 TOFa—OEAHT
L2 TEDINZATDDNEEHIZEL DFFEE LIS
ELTIPOZEIZID, L2 TOTRDOFELFHTR,
ANZEZOW O ERED D003 7)38% (Flege & Bohn,
2021).
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