T A A SRR L A AARREEEE  BEE - RE 08
B 28 OREBENT I & B RIS R & R R E —

_%2:1

Ul

i B fE X
%ZE%EF‘@H’W & AR ORE, IAEDORE, FBREORFEEICHT LT
ILRERMEBET S, 29 LZERRLZOREERIZOWT, ZRFETH, W(DLNDEFE
%?T% CHEBRIYIFEAR ST E7- (Strange & Jenkins, 1978 ; Flege, 1990 ; Strange, 1995) o
L2Lans, SRETIEHARE NI LD o7 E - BERO D% v, RIFFET
LI TOIZ, 29 LAMESZET 5, KIZ, 29 Lc@wiEE ST 2 bhvbhar o7z,
BRARAEBRERNRTH7ODERNT VA LxET L, BREZE2SEL L UEE
THEOEFFE LOMBERIZOWTIE, TNETOIHELLOMENDH ), BAREICHEZH
CHRARTAERE B2, REPEE) SHEE SN Twh, RIFE T, [7 21U 7 3#3E;
BHIZL D HARERE - RS - REOFEE | AL L. BICEFNRFBIIET LA
(IUEIZA 1993, 1994 ; Yamada et al, 1994, 1995) %#AR&9 %, wEIZ, 29 L7 &R
ME* BAESFEEEHEEMICE ) NI TwiTid kv, FOEICELARESS., H

REEBM DNV F X7 4 7L, A v M7= 7D REOER L BE SR LEET D,

1.5 =
HAGEGEEIZE > TOEEE/r — 1/, TXA) HEEFEIZL > TCORKRERS, BEDOLD
2L FEBOREILL - UFBMICHB 2 EEOFB DN H b L LEVL, N4 ) LD
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O
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Figure 1 Hierarchical and Sequential Structures in speech perception learning
(Yamada & Yamada, 1996)



BERBMBENVBRLTWA L HIZ, 29 LIZEFAE « IR OMEEIL, EHRICHRE S
NTWLHLDOTIEZRC, AREEDBERE, T4bb, BEOBEBETERINZLDTHE, L
72T, BEAR - ERDA N X LERLNITAH LT, TOEREFBEZILLT S
EEATRGFETHLENZ Do —KIZ, BEMERLERDIHEIZB VT, ENAMEEFEE
DB TEBEIN-LDOTH), BNLFEERL L TOAELZET L LV ORI LETSH
5 (BEERICBITAFEE /ST 5 4 4, Yamada & Yamada, 1996)

B2ERBFEEOEFMESR IET AEBNMRICENTRONMENZEET L LD

To3HICTEDOLND,

(1) B2EHRFREOFTFNEFRIIEL L, INETHWLO»DFiHET AV TERMY
LRFED e ST E s Lo, FOHMIE., £ LD LI ENRED & V) shEME
DEIRPS O, NWFEOREICL EEL0DO0% L, EBRBELRAT A L) BlTiX
HETH 72,

(2) 29 L7-Hgeil B\ Cld i 2 FRRIR 3B & O TR O A G 0HRET S L 7zas,
Z OFHIICIERES S D e e, BFEFER S . MOFBITERA. B ARRYIHEE
YEL. BEH - BRATSEISERMEEERVEL) 5. BFRARFE LW Th, E
BRIZix, 84 QRIS § 5 &R EILTEIO—E LTRESITONERELDTH S
b, HEHMEEE OB U CEIBTE L NV OEBRITE DS SN TnbH 2 &AF
WL L %% (Figure 1),

(3) DL RFE LHMRKE (tabula rasa ) 25T TG DOMEIRED SBE S
L5HDTHLY, H2HEHRFHEIIBVTUL, WHREOEZEEIHR/YIZHAB TH L, 2
S L7-IIREE I3, B AESEORE, S s L O OREBREII T 578 i
DRTOMEREE LTRABTE 5, F2EHRFEROEFARICBLITTHE 1 F5E (60
DFBIARENE S, INFETWLODPDIEAEH SN TE7: (* Assimilation Model ”,
Best & Strange, 1992 ; “ Speech Learning Theory ”, Flege, 1990), < 2T, #N T T
DYVEFEFEREBREICL - T, HREL L TCOMESFEIIEARB TRECELT S

(cf. Yamada & Tohkura, 1992), % 2 SiEFEMRICB VT, WHREOHEL ZET
ER K FEMREERT H I LIIIMEDND S,

2, TAYLKER/REICLIHFFEERT - RET - REOFE

$2EmE LCHABE£E T 2T 5H
AT EHIC, AAENEEET g TEN  Table 1. Examples of the minimal triplets

contrasting short vowel, long vowel and /Q/
used as stimulus materials.

HBH (FAR - B, 1990 @ /I - #RIE D,
1982), ZAHfZETIE, 7 A ) HWEL F}EE

B Response Structure Examples
LHARERBOLWT A ) I N2, B Category
FEEEEE - BRUE - REOMEIHLIT- short V C1V1-C2v2 /Kkato/
o Bt HWEOERMBIES, BEEIIZL long V. |civi-vi-cavz | /kaato/
Q CI1V1-Q-C2V2 /kaQto/

DEEEA T I - THoTh, BEYRHE
SZRAVHRE, ATOFEBTRTHLZ &



#i~ L 72 (Jamieson & Morosan, 1986 ; Logan, Lively & Pisoni, 1991 ; Lively, et al.,, 1994), H
REEREOMED HVIIEREE, SRFOXINIBVTIE, HREICELLERMB LY
FOERPRELEFEE TR LT b, RIFFRTIE, 29 L-BOEH ( suprasegmental )
HREIZE L ZOFEERMREEE L7

AKWETIE, $9, E2SEFYICBITLE Table 2. Combinations of VI and C2.
SRR e i, 5 S o U Vil saig
FEICRET L7, SEMEFEOEREILE  C2-variable training were enclosed with
FEIRMBATI B BRILCIEETE 2, e e e
IFGEICBITAELEFEOMBILIZH SN ALIE  "m" were used in the mini-test.
BTAH 575, BILITE L L CORKREET ) V1
B DORIeFA T (performance ) #EELTHY .
PO EBTEHICET AT ST R8T 2
=FIE S THRER )T L, 22T, A7
YMEHODHRIEILDET L, WO DFE
L. 29 LKk EBRITE O KIS ET
DIG M RMER R CARBY L v & ) BT A5
Wb, ERET AL LTI, itk [7Y
TAP=FKRAMFAM] THA ~ (Strange &
Dittmann, 1984) (ZHNZ . FNHERFTEE TE O
72 b, S50y L a vHEOI=F A
THEL, BbEEEL X FEIcEETE S &
IS L7ze R LAMHE Ly PEHAEL, #
HBRICEN L WHRRET L 72,
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FH &

(Weba) BABFERERELZLLVT XV AANISG, WFNE T A HRELFELTS
B2 UHNT, FEIE—HKFE (General American ), JNBIIKEY Y 270 ¥ K%ETE
TS N7z BEERF L ERS N 5 8L & BHE IS U728 ASs b 7z,

BERERED)  EEREEE. /C1VIC2V2/—/C1VIVIC2V2/—/C1VIQC2V2/ X\ 3 ==
VI TV b7 28H5VIE3HAOHARERREE BIE, e, pdbé, ol ;
cf Tablel )o V1 & LTHARESHE, C2LLT/k, s, t, h (F), g, z, d, b,
p, sh, ch, dz/D12FFEXH W/ (Table 2), THDE X, V1, C22FLTH, C1, V
2ORBRDLN) Ty P EBEMARE L, BB IHIAEYRELTLEN 14, 34T,
LE2ZEGHETAS, O 2H8BHERFETH S, WTNOFEE b EHBEIMIEE L%
BRidmv, TEONERILA T R ABERBEMER FEAFHEIEEN) NTEBI N,
PEFCH720, W=t 7Ly MIBTAERIICTELRYALE v F, 771> FTRET
BT EMRDOENTz, B, BRASRIZLVEFMT A M 21T/ 2 A, ZOFHELERZ
99.4% T 720 EBREKE L TRESINZOEV 1, C2THY, JEHEREME» F& LT,



V10 /IZEETAHC 2131018 (/ &k, (@m&m:)

s, t, h (F), g, z, d, b, sh, dz/) < Correction Trial
Fv% C 28 (/CloC2V2/) v hE, C2 [ Response Keys ON |
/K /CEETAHYV 1 E LTS BEMYAV ] Vbl Fogaod (VFP) |
75 1V1kV2/) % SHE N, Ak
ZE (/v ) 7 PR [ I Stimulus Sounds ONI
g L LTtk 3 40EFAHG bR, $72V 1 Y e
TEjL o PTIIEV1IIZDXCLl, V2OEL S 0
=<]0 sec
)7Ly FAEBWSNDT, &I A j
28N 7Ly MSHWSENT % Jlﬁ)ﬂﬂﬁi no T e incorrect
o MIORNYTL Y MO % A, T A HETIE L wmal
Lo FELT, VIELCHABSBE, C2& [ Y
Reward: Punisher:
LTI2F&, 4EHVLT7LTFA My b (240 a chime a buzzer
KTl b)) b ZO—Hh SRR L7 — a visual coin (FR4) a timeout
Vi N —uab7» Z X — ¢ I

Aty b (/kVIC20/ D—HB, k3 H D%
. EHM2RY) L o b)) BHEEEIN, R

Mty beETFAMHRE ALY FTIE, C1BLD
V2DORELZALEVI—C2F) 7Ly FPHVLN, BRERIEHRL 2\, BFIE—HDAT
RSNz BI6E v b, 44.1H A \IF22.05k H z TEFILSI NIz,
(EEEE)  TFEMBMEANy F74>y (AF 97 A, SR—A) X hWEIZERL,
EEEHIE S X OSEEERIE, T ¥ 2 — % (NeXT Cube Turbo ) 2 & 1) HEMWIZAT - 720
(EERFHE) EESMIE, C2%#H (/CloC2Ve/) £y NERAWCIREITH C 248
(C2—variable ) MWk, V128 (/C1VIkV2/) £y FZ2HWCIHET LV 1 £
(V1—variable ) INFEH. 7 A FOAER LIFIIITH2WEEH (control ) B 3 &4
THb (HEMIT, Table 3). F5MFLd, 1L HIREN LI TI T A Y v a ¥,
H2—-5HICIMEy vy (B, BOHIZFMT A MLy I3 v, E7-10HIZAIHE
vigy (B¥), FLBIZRAMTFA MLy Y a v EITH. 7T AN, FET A, KX
FFRARDEYE Yy avid, ZVFAMEY 1Y) =X (72088047, K7053) 226745, £
oL Al e v TIE, Il 2 BECIFIEIIERE (270581k. #920%0) OB I =7 A b (1268

Figure 2.  Flowchart of a training trial

Table3  Schedule of training experiment
: Conditions
DAY ; C2 Variable control

: V1 Variable :
t pretest : [1 ] habituation (10 trials) [2] full perception test (720 trials) [3] production test (30 trials
2 training 1 : i
3 training 2 : [1] identification training (270 trials) ; [1] mini perception test (126 trials)
4 training 3 : [2] mini perception test (126 trials) :
5 training 4 !
6 interim test  : [1] full perception test (720 trials) [2] production test (30 trials)
7 training 5 i
8 training 6 ! [1] identification training (270 trials) : [1] mini perception test (126 triais)
9 training 7 : [2] mini perception test (126 trials)
10 training 8 .
11 posttest : [1] full perception test (720 trials) [2] production test (30 trials)




1. #1057) EATV, R TE I =T A O
BT o FEINFRIL, SINFRGE IS L 723
Mgty b (C 2%ty b2V 1 EEE
M) 33 =X, IZFAMEIIZTA MY
ML) =Xhbhb, I, 7A ML H
MOBRAINET v ¥ MIEFEENTZ, T A b
A VTS, RIEER BELZEL) BR
%, 3 DOEIREE (* short vowel 7, “ long
“ short vowel + Q") D 1 D% #EIR
TLHRHBEFRETH L, LT AMERAL
BRI VW72 RERETH HA, UL E CTH
—RIEDSAE S NS 5 (RIS R 2 8. IR

1
vowel

BFRIL0OFD) . ERRD 7 4 — F Ny 705 A8 (EEE ; F v 1 2B L UB &SR, b
7, AR T -BIOBIERT) PR LA, P2 VIEFRAAF T 2 —VTEREN

I —eme C2-variable —p— Vl1-variable
100. e e——  me - . —— e m—
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70
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Figure 3. Learning curve of each training

group in the identification fraining. Numbers

of the ordinate show mean percentage of

correct responses in each session (Yamada,

Yamada & Strange, 1994).

720 BEBATE LT, EEVHIBT 2 L TR—DOFITHIE SNz (Figure 2),

I—-—— C2-var ——Dwwee Vl-var ——3¢— control]

% minitest

full test

TRelsaror fre gosuey o corre Ly espouses

T ———t——
1 23456 78 ¢H%

[ I TR

Sessions K |

Figure 4. Generalization in minitests of each
training session (left ) and in two full tests, thai
is, interim test and posttest ( right ). Numbers on
the ordinate show averaged relative frequency of
correct responses. In each subject, the number
of correct responses in the first session was the
starting point (0 % ) for the rest of minitests and
that in the pretest was the starting point for the
interim test and posttest ( Yamada, Yamada &
Strange, 1994 ).

. pretest D interim test - posttest

% 501 C2-variable

T U T U T U

trained talkers (T
vs. untrained talker (U)

% 50,C2-variable -
¢ | V1-variable

0 40 :

control

.
1l
'
v
]
'
'
'
'
'
'

T U T U

phonemic context ;
trained (T) vs. untrained (U)

ALL

Figure 5 Generalization processes in interim test
and posttest (Yamada, Yamada & Strange, 1995).
The ordinate indicates mean percentage of errors in
sub-categories, (1) talkers used in training vs. an

unfamiliar talker (upper) , and (2) trained phonemic
contexts vs. untrained contexts (lower).
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2. 1) BEXEEBOLVWTZAYHEEZFZILLIBAEERS - REE - REONE~T

JFZ b

BEBEIORAN O FELERIZ60-T70% T, Fv AL (33%) % ko720 THIER
FEEEBEORNNED TH o722 LIl L B, RERTIE, INBRIZET D, BARESHEHEIC
M A2 ERFHEPSE R TbE o7, LAL, BREO TNV LOHRE 2, 3 [EOHH
BIDRIRTHSTHo72E)Thb, C2H/s/, /sh/, /chl/, [k/DEH. BEVESH»
olze MM, FUOBMTCTHEREBIEI A TER WL | HERELSHIFICE Y ST,

2, 2) RENRICHTZEBHER

phonemic context
. trained untrained
training group - —_——O—

(C2-var/ Vl-var)

control group e geren eeee ----
C2-variable group V1-variable group
)
% 30T 30T ‘\ .’__.___z
W g e e
e W - (AN
O -+~ -+ \'.7“.'. “ ’ ::
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R 4 Il
R
O 10+ 10+
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Figure 6. Generalization processes in the minitests. The ordinate indicates mean percentage of errors in
each training condition, that is, (1) training group vs. control group and (2) trained phonemic contexts
vs. untrained contexts. Constituents of each context condition in control group correspond to those in
each training group.

MBI BT, FEOBITL & 312, JGEEICB 5 EERDEF L ALLERA LN,
ZOFPUTENI R SN L KIDFETOE S 1d, FERTHWO N -BEO T B X UIEFROA
MEERLCWb, T72, FHEEERTIEMIRENEOFFMBIIEDN LD o7z, EFrIFE
TEDOBILEAT VIV OMEICE 5 T, BEARFEERSRR LRV H S, LrL, K
I CREFANEFEADOZL) LI BPIREMHR TRELR P 122 EZRRTHL LD LW
2 % (Figure 3),

2, 3) ERETAMIBIBKE

FEIFROMETICE b2, FHEIRICEA LFFLZHEAPERINDLI=T XA MR, MR T

FHLREEOHEAEREINLFHT A M, KA MTFAMIBWT, LR REILARE SN



(ZfRAOfEIA), Figure 4 ; 77 A b, Figure 5). (HFHELLBILERTHEE LERD
0. FREIHEBENEZ I ZEFG SN VWL b, '
2. 4) JIEEREAOEFEREOHEE

FL v v a v TATONAZIZF A MIE Y, C 2 EBIIMRSM &V 1 EHEMET L O
BT, CORGBRORLLILPHEHLNE R 572, C2EBIFELETIE, RUD3I Ly ¥
g Y CRBUSREERA T ADIR L, VIEBRETIERE Y 3 VT TRAIZED L
72 (Figure 6),

REIENRTE (geminata) Wb a2, FESIICL D L, FEEFESOLD (),
Molk) LHMEDOLD B, holx) 2’Hb, BIEIETA/k, t, &, z, d, b, dz/
EHRBEIBTAEBEEES, /s, h (F), sh/:&T, ZOREBELHEK L 25, Wl
MR E BI2, BE D) DEBEIEL, ZO0ZIIBVWTERBTLRASNS Z LWL
MEG 572 THLC2DFFICE, V1IOREIZHL»TELD 572,

2. 5) EAE

ARERRIE, T AEATHRERBROLZWERETAVTEBRLZOIZE 2 b, £+
DMEPRREIZERELFED D 72, T2, MBI, FEHREIROND ODF)EHE(C
FZE L 2 WA AN o — T, MEIEIZ O 3T ek b 2 R THEBREI N, CTDLI %
BAZEDTICHRT 500, FNZNOIREEIH B 2 RIS E L T TH - - D0 T4 H#
BE LT LEYD 5,

AR BWTIE, 7 AU A ABAREEEE BT A S HEANEESAMRN, S F2i1
7T A MR AWTERR S N7z, BT EICE L variability DK & WEIERIE & » MBI IE
MADFEB 2 REST L L, BFEEEEVIERTE CHAHAICEEPREELR Z L5 E
Rolie TANNFEFEREE N T A HAEESE - REY - BEOHMEIBE LT, ABET
RWIZHERENTH Y, BB - 3585 & QLA BILR 2RI T & 72, F—ilfs
THoTH, MHIRED B VIIERBEOMEZEIRE L, SHEICEAZESBR 2 TR T
BT ED, ZOWREHLMI L, $mkdERI T EZHETLIETEETHL LRBEEN
720

3. EMBARICHMTT

FTDOERIE, BARFEEFEMEEICEL, W{OPDEIIBWTURBHNTH S, TEMES
BIIBNWT, FEEBOMPRERESERICIZER CELWREREND Y, T /ERh Lkt
DIz RHE 7 O variation * RELKTAZEDWEMNTH o720 CNEEHTHIC
. FEEBIIEZOZIRCPLIBELBIR)IIEDNDFTLL, —H T, LW ELDFEED,
ST TILEHELROEFEILEL 2 HH, ZHIUIIHEWIC L 2EFFEE B L Tn b, ER,
AW TIEa > ¥ a— % 2FH L3I0 L) EHENICRSBEHE ORI EBIE S, AR
HEE y PRIFRBLENTOEEEFVWZ RV, 29 LAEREZEVEL, JigHEtry o
RERERFIEESHO NI E, ZOFHIEESICEMBTIRE 25759, 7275, &0
L) EHNETII Y2 =Y IZIBMAFFEIEL T LD TV, KEZLEL S5,



ELLNEVZIRERDEENECERDOFT I L 2RBIHELDHLEEZ O,
KEERTIE, BRI E S %2 o BB T, HIBREDORBEE LIRS,
ChiE, BICHHEESTEICSLSNLLZITYL, FEFRIGEE BRI, ZALPD
ERAE LB L AT L TVh, UL, ZOBEHHBESHEICE > TEE 22O,
VL HAREBFR L LTHEYZDDOEIEBRL RV, AL T 274 Ay M XidbsHLw
YA TOEMABHEL TV DED, REBROBEEZFEOITL L, WAL IRES ZdbN
THEMHABEIEF THoTdH, HIBREOFEMROFETEDL L) T LIIh b, $TICH
IZZNVF AT 4 THEM BN LV E W) BBILE S, 20RE - SIRP OISR SR
ELDhoTWh, 5HTIVF AT 4 TEMPERRPHARICERTHIZBELTE, ZONES
THREICFHM T ALENH L5 9,
2FELELRHUETHIIBVC, BEHOETIL, v VF AT 1 T Ay T =7 EAERL
TWh, BAEHB LN TR, BANEER. RER, JMRERSE, STIL0HROX
FA THEMPHERRLEENDDOH L, TTISHA T, BEERSC VK- P ORM 2 EREL
BOLDIZ, HHVIEH Y F 2T ARBMITEER: SR CF A ERIRAE O 2012, A
9y NI — 2 HMAESN TS, ZLC, BMEOFEFRIZ. Ao bPT =7 2FHLAZVTF AT
L TEMIZBYDODOHL LV DONERTH L, 4%, BERNTHIFIZRETE 2ENHH
YERTHELDIC, FOLDOHEM - FMT I N—A by ¥ — FEIFELEL Y S -2 K
A ENLEIND,

#x
1) R id, SUTHEREFESEMES (19964 7 A27H ., EEREMZERT) CTHRELZH
TICMELZLDTH b,
2) AHCIFILEHTHER (AT R AMIEHRBEEZH) B L0 Winifred Strange #3% (¥
7 A7aY) FRE) EORFEFEE D EIZL TS,

B
KIFFED—EIE, %1 FHITT L, CHEAREMEEMBS GERFEA. —&IEC)
BLOEEMNIZGEE L LTCO®HB 2 TER L 72, EBZEITICEE L TIE, Desiderio Saludes,
Brett H. Fitzgerald MO 21572,
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