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1. @FU&HIC

1.1. HEEITEDR

FHEDED AR BRI T TOEHEENIL, %5?&“%Albﬁﬁ*ﬂﬁﬁﬁgﬁﬁ%o:@:k
I FICEAS LR THEL L, BFEENCfE D BRI T T TEFAECERA2HRE LT
%ﬂéhé(&mw&Pwmhw%%\JDIOQMﬁﬁﬁO%@ﬁ M«Mkﬁ%oxﬁnﬂﬁﬁﬂ
EEHBRICFEIHLHAICLEL, oG, METHELERSME SIS 2 Lo E

7= (McGurk & MacDonald, 1976)0 7c& X IE, "ba" &\ BEFEHFHIC "ga” wv%@Ltmﬁﬁﬁ
EEMSELI LT, OB “d” L) EHEAETLDOTHL, TOHE, BHELAL
T "ba” & “da” AWML TVABIE, BHHLANT “ga” & “da” PFULTVE I EHEIED
UHAEEERS L LRBENS, McGurk IR {E, BIEE TICHBE  OMRATRIF SN TED
(e.g. Kuhl, Tsuzaki, Tohkura, & Meltzoff, 1994; McGurk & MacDonald, 1976; Sekiyama & Burnham,
2008; Sekiyama & Tohkura, 1991, 1993; van Wassenhove, Grant, & Poeppel, 2005), #FEHIEIZBIT5H
HHROEENWSLMIShTE,

12, TEHERR

McGurk B RAERICFAR EN S & ) LEHAEICBIT 2 HEMRAIH ORI IE, BE L L OREE
HOIZh, HBREOEMPHUTFIZE > THREETHH I EAMESh TS, 7oL 21 HAEHEE
HEHEEOKRNIEEBEFEORKAIEART McGurk Z1EAERFIW - Z LBFEIT SRS (Kuhl et
al., 1994; Sekiyama & Burnham, 2008; Sekiyama & Tohkura, 1991, 1993), F 7=, Z&EMEALICHNFE L7
HE» S, WEFRFERITELPORAILRB IO THEFHOERE LB RITSLLIITRBT
EHHE XN TS (McGurk & MacDonald,1976; Massaro, Thompson, Barron, & Laren,1986), L#A*L
A5, AABRBEFETIE, 2089 LENLRENIA SNV T &A% Sekiyama & Burnham
(2008) (&> THILHMIZE N

Vbl A SN ARG S L RS ORBEE S NEOERPNICEN T 202 RAT
5712, Sekiyama & Burnham (2008) IXBESED A X A ENGRE & MW L FERELREL. £
DRG] 2 ET Lo ZO&ER, HHERHEERATIZ 6 BP S 8RICHIT THEICL 2HENKEL
20, KATIREIGREL Y LB RECRIEKENE 2o/ —F,. HARMBIEAICEZDNX
9 RENIZASRT, KAICBWT b BEIPGRE & S REO ISR RIZ R A LN kol SO
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Es, HEDGENMMGCEES T BN L ) BRSNSV Bimdih h, o
HVIRIEPHENROREICKE LT E LD LARBE I,

1.3. BEERD

I > fh £ i% B > b F (&, B # T (electroencefarography: EEG) . B8 fE (19 % &% 40 36 13 b 1% &
(functional magnetic resonance imaging : f-MRI) . it (magnetoence phalography : MEG) 7% LD JE4R
WL T CBIRT L EATTE& S, EEGICIL Tt RiFRICBIBEShZ b0 L, AR, 504
B LTHEREND L2 DH Y, HBHIXNRIYE LN, (event-related potential : ERP) & Xidh 5,
ERP %> MEG &, BRI AREEICIEH BN TV 2 DA T, TR TMEOMEICB W TU AL
AHEhTwa,

AR, FRHENEC L A HRBEREMOMTEINCML T, FHEmREHRD L E L 250ms T THIEES L
52 EAHERPIZ & o TH & HIC 3 N7 (Basle, Fort, Delpuech, & Giard, 2004; Colin, Radeau, Soquet, .
Demolin, Colin, & Deltenre, 2002; van Wassenhove et al., 2005) . ERP Tid, f#IZiEHOKE 2 2RT
WO (a V), BRENZEEI (ms) 2SR S, L0 % BEPE M (negative polarity : N). F 4 % By 1% 4&
(positive polarity :P) & L THIRE N5, KLOPHEL, MBLL Z-iRIEEZ MU P1. NIL P2, N2 kD &
TR T S L% e NI P2 IS LT, KFHROMISE (van Wassenhove et al.,, 2005) Ti&, &
REOAOBERUIILAT, FEEEE B L7 BLIENT AN 2 - BESE 4 © RIEASA L. i¥ieid
FHidA8M2dHs LM SN SHIC MEGRENNWAE7 4 25 2 FIEFEH TOA
(Davis, Kislyuk, Kim, & Sams, 2008) T, EOADMEIZ T, SIS HIE T 100ms 438
WKHLNDEHWEDOE— 7 HBMP§ 5 2 eaf s, Dharo, #HEffrfmshizZ e
LB EHRAEANOEENHBE LK 100ms » OBBIND T LARmENI, £, 77 ¥ AHSH
st TOWTE (Basle et al., 2004) Ti&, SBULEHATETE, BINO AW X b BUSKEI AR &
52 &, 2512 ERP Tl van Wassenhove ct al. (2005) @ SR H £ FBEC N1 RIBA AT 5 2
EXFNINTVD, 22T, AWFETIE, TEHIFZED SoRME & I 7s H AR IR & & RIS S
2B HEOMBETLL RO MRAERP TR ED LI IZMBT 200, BT LEOELL.

1.4. B®

AWFRETIX, MR & & NN 2 R, AL ORI B SR R
Lo BBITRESY T 1+ MO DN T 281709 (Basle et al., 2004; Sekiyama &
Burnham, 2008) {(ZA7H L. BUSKERIORE % 35 272V KB 2 Tid ERP % S RGBS 351 % Kl
MR 2 B Lico E700 BB L7 &9 4 ARG & & SCFR IR 2 M o BUBSEE A o % R
(Kuhl et al., 1994; Sekiyama & Tohkura, 1991; 1993; Sekiyama & Burnham, 2008) (2aFH L. iAo
WA N S O H ARG SR O 2 S AAGRREBH S M TH I L2 e L1,

2. T

KBTI, fTHO7T— 2 & LTHISKN (RT) 24RE0I, VAL OBENT OB LR L

<o
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21. Hi&k
211, EBRZME

HAGEREESEE (Japanese group:JG) 18 %4 (CFH¥4FEH#, 21.28 % © fFH. 20-267% : B 6 %, &
% 12%4) LEFEFFESFEE (English group ' EG) 6% (FHEH, 20 125 M. 19-225 B
4%, KE28) B E L7, IGIFRERKSEIE) &, EG EREARAKEIIBEELEL LTEY T
AVANEAFYRAANTH o7, EEAVWAFEMNEFLL, ) BEED). BHL b ITARERS
MMt %bDTHo 7,

2.1.2. Fl#

BRER. BEFLERSATHELZBEESSR (Audio-only : AO) & BEF EHESEELARERER
7 (Auditory-visual t AV) D2 &ML L7zo AV EHICEL TR, SEIEBHBEES—-BHL2DDOA%E
Auwize &&MFIE, 2 AOKEFE [BARENE 0). ZENE (B)] 2EhEh b, /ga/ DFFEE
L7zs—¥—- 71) v 7% Adobe Premiere 5. | & AV THiSE L7 (BLR 1640x480 pixel. 29.97 7 L —
L, B L 16bit. 44kHz, AF LA T7 7 A NELTER)

EFEIX 65dB SPL TERL., EHIv I Y I A X %S A7 $T 57285 K/ 4 X (300- 12000Hz :
SN It 13dB SPL) %M L 72,

Fig. 11X, 3BT L EWC X 5 /ba/, /gl % EFMENTY 7 b Praat (Boersma, & Weenink, 2010) % v
THRIELZDBDTHD, ARY by 7 LDEEBE» OSBRI, TEEIHEC % 5 R R,
REGEVHHEIORMB SN LICLS [HHE] 2RLTWV5, /ba, /ga/ld, WTHHIHEFET
HY, BE, BERANIFFIRGZE). SFFIJICHALT, FFER. A7 MO 7T a5 EFIRE
DEEIIEITLTBI>TWE0ORb» 5, BEILEWHIRIORIE T TORM (voice onset time :
VOT) . BFELEANRY bur 5 h28F I 5HITE %, FiiRkBifLGIE, KREKERO T A
NFE—DH LD THARD Z EAFHE L, ] OBE, FHEREPHERICEITL TS0, VOT
<A FADOMTREN, Jba/ Tld — 78ms. J/ga/ Tid — 98ms & % 5, HAK (1993) OBFFETIL. H
FEREEFICL2AFHREICET 5 VOT OFHEIL /ba/ 25— 89ms (#EFH. — 65 2°H — 125ms).
fgal ¥~ 75ms (HEBH. — 3505 — 125ms) THAH EMWMEL Tvwb, —F. E/ba/. Elga/ TP VOT &
L F 0 IE SR EZIZFBRICERIRBAME > THD I Edtbh b, Jhid, REFEFED
fbal, /da/v /gal D VOT iZ¥IZE W & 7R L7 Lisker (1964, p.395) O#MEEL —H L Twb, VOT

J/bal J/gal E/ba/ E/ga/
J) F0=199Hz E) F0=167Hz

Fig. 1. Waveform & Spectrogram



234 AKEETF - BULTE - BERIGEEE - A 1L (Ph

. BFEBRAET L ESHESERNTLIMNENEI2LD L 252 EHMSGATEY). VOT 2 #%1EL
TZAEFERTI, BEICBLTIR, VOTHAY U ECHNIIAERBEREE LT, + 60ms A LETHN
EERRSTE L THNESNDL Z LARENTWS (Lisker & Abramson, 1970) .
PEns, AFETHVIREE. ThEFROSEOREERBLZbDLEEZI LN,

2.1.3. FHEE

MEIIHATE =% (SONY SDM — 51). BEFIZZOLFICELNIZAY -7 (AIWA SC-B10) % H
WTERL, HEBEIR, BRET= S ORMICBINIBTICED ., RIRREIRETERICEML 2.
FEEE 11k, EER2 CEHIS ABE LAY — LV FV—ARNTE I o7, (Fig. 2)o

KEHER L. AO L. AVEHD 254K ORTI LY FTholo FHEBIRIIHERE OFXE
AAO MNP S. R LHAAV RE2 S L L, BEEICIE, RELAFH ba". “ga” oD
STholehaflrL,. K7 VL TRIRT 2 LI R, Fig. 31, 1 RfTOHNTH %,

Loudspeaker

[ 15 inch monitor ]
h

90 cm
Y

Shield room

Fig. 2. Room setting

(ms) ;

video onset audlo onse Button press

Fig. 3. A trial flow of movie: RTs were measured as the time from the

audio onset to the button press. The onset of the next stimulus

was 1500ms after the button press.

22. R

RT IZDoWTC, #HEBREOREE (2:1G. EG) *HBREHER. BETREM (2: A0, AV) x FIHFHEE
(2: BEEFEE. FEREREE) < M (2 /e, /ga) EHBBAERE T2 4 BERPESTEITo 0
ZORR, BHREOHTE x ERFHICH L TREERAPERETH - [F(1,22)48.04, p<.001], JG T
X, AV &0 RT3, AO Sz B LT AL 722 [F(1,22)-8.59, p<.01] (Fig. 4a) . EG TiZ4EHE L
72[F(1,22):9.46, p<.01] (Fig. 4b)o & 5. AVEBFDORT 3. JG £ Y EGDHF W E 2 - 72 [F(1,44)=
6.63, p<.05],
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1200 200 —M8¥ —
OAO m AV OAORAV |
900 900
ié'/ 600 | é 600 |-
> &
300 + 300 -
0 0 :
J/ba/ J/gal E/ba/ E/ga/ E/ba/ E/ga/ J/bal J/gal
Native Non-native Native Non-native
stimuli  stimuli stimuli  stimuli
a) JG b) EG

Fig. 4. RTs for two language groups

23. EE

EER 1 Tid, JG & EG £ RIZ A0 FfF L AV ERHFOEFMED RT 2ET L712. ZOHE. A0
EEENR—ZXT A4 v ELI-HBERAMNOMEIL. SEBHTRL > T EGIE. AOKRMBIZHART
AV R TRT 28 L7225 IGIZEZD &) ZfEmIEAShT, LA AVEHFTRT 2ERL,
LlEXS, EEMEOBRORBELENBEICL - TELL I EARBREINS, 2F ), EG 3HE
FICREBREAATLHI L TAVEHETORT @M L5 IGIEREBRISFAMLIzZ &L
TIHHEWN B %), AVRETRTHEAKE 2oL, TOKRIZ, EGIZAOLML VR
HE&RM (VO) TRTHHEL ., JGIZ VO &ML A0 RIFIZENA LW E W) FITHFZE Sekiyama &
Burnham (2008) & #47 %,

CNHLDRERIZ, BFARICBVT, JIG TREEERY. EC TEHEEFRISEINICERESLS
CEERRBRL TS, /R, McGurk RIRDOEBERRENRBEICL > TRLD I EMHRESN TV
(Kuhl, Tsuzaki, Tohkura, & Meltzoff, 1994; Sekiyama & Tohkura, 1991, 1993), FhizZ DI L L HEL
TWwWaEEZ LN,

Basle et al. (2004) &, 7 7 ¥ AFEBEFHEFHE ZWRIZ, AVERE AO BRFORT LB L, AV E
ARTRT DML Z & & #HE L7 Basleetal. (2004) DEERIL, AO. VO. AV ERTHR I N/
4EH (pals Ipils Jpols Ipyl) 1709 2L LTI YFLARRL, 70y 2BICATE»S 1 5Hi%
target & L7720 RBIdtarget DBEIZKR Y VL AT DL 0IHILDTH Y, 75 VABBEFHIIBNT
b AVIERFEFMEICRENICERA LA EARBEN S, REBRFERN O, AV FROEZEIL,
IG TIHHIMIER T2 2 LR EN, IGC ORI EFNERE S L LERLILEXD
ZENTE B,

3. KE2

EE2 T, RBETFLBIBTSHEFROEE 2., BB ORMOHER D SRE L7
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3.1. Bk

3.1.1. KBREmE

CERIOBMENS, IG8 % CEYERK. 225 6. 21-265%: B34, L s54) & EG3
% (CEH4ER. 19,75 S, 19-225% 524, T i14) 28RE L,

3.1.2. ®H
EEB 1 LEKRTH o7

3.1.3. Fix

BLUR, TEOERIEIERL LEBRICITo 7. ERIERIE. AO. AVD25M4& 4084710 Y b, &
800 AT THh o 7o SMEMIEITHEERE OEHAH A0 £ 5. B FEI AV 16 L L. 3 0
T TR 21T o 7o BEERF WL, BIELZ2FHAY ba”. “ga’ OLHELTHolhORML
T D A E KD o RBE 1 AT 2000ms THE L 720

3.1.4. FRMECER

B it, EFE 10-20 BKICHE L7z Fpl. Fp2. F7. F3. Fz. F4. F8, T3, C3. Cz. C4, T4. T5. P3,
Pz. P4, T6. Ol. O2 & HFEAEM (19ch). MERER (Al + A2) ZEEEM (Fig.5). AEBERF
RBIUBBEPEMERE LCEH IR, B#EET (HALE Neurofax EEG - 1100) 12 & ) Higds L O
T4 NF )T (0.53-300Hz) ENADB, F 7Y ¥ 7 FE K S00Hz TPC (DELL OptiPlex
GX280) IRt E iz, MY FELT, AFLF 774 NVO—FICEFEREE R LA 30ms D+ —
VESEREL. Mk 20ch (2FREK L7z (Fig. 6)o

Fig. 5. The 10-20 system

900ms

20" channel (left)
21* channel (right} TRt

Fig. 6. The audio signals: The trigger signals were recorded on the 20th
channel of the EEG and the speech signals were recorded on the

21st channel to make sure the synchronization.
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3.1.5.

AT, audio onset 11 200ms 2 ~X— R F 4 » L L. &I (AO. AV), H@ (BEEEE&. RS
FH). HEM (o sga) BN ABERE 100 NS L 72:. Appendix 113, JG. EG OEMFTYTH 5,
K2 OEBETTE LCid, BEMNISHT 2L TH S 700, W (Cz) TRsEShINL P20
WV 57 % 4047 L 72 (Basle et al.. 2004; Lewandowska, Bekisz, Szymaszek. Wrobel, & Szelag, 2008; van
Wassenhove et al., 2003)

32 &3
NI, P2I22WT, HBRAOF (2:1G. EG) ZHERFINEN. &£ (2:A0. AV) x ¥ (2
B S, JEREEEER T x P (2 : bws, Jga) EHERENER LT D 4 BRSO ETTo 72

3.21. iRE

N, MBERERICHE VT A0 £ ICHENAV £ THA L [F(1.9):5.72, p<.05]. HBRHEDE
xSRI A SN d o 7z P2iRIIE. BERF O FHE < Rt < WIBG Y L TR IfERL A
ETH o7 [F(1.956.22, p<.05]0 Fig. TISRT & 9IS, EG Tld, FHNIZBWTRHIBO EEI R
BHUAASA SN [F(1.9)8.42, p=.018]17%, IG I Z D & ) RfdlifizASh e d ol EGIL, #I¥
DR OB A0 RFIZ IS L T AV RfF TR % M4 S €72 [F(1.18):7.76. p=012] (Fig. 7Ta)o ¥
7:v AO ZfFTEG (L, HEHHRFEOWB L b HILEFHZOMMTHRIEL ML & €72 [F1.18):12.33, p=
0025] (Fig. 8)o

10 10
——JG —— G
_ oA EG| & EG
) T L
2 R A
4 4
AO condition AV condition AO condition AV condition
a) Naltive stimuli b) Non-native stimuli
Fig. 7. P2 amplitude
12
10
s
2
.‘§ 8 O Native stimuli
= B Non-native stimuli
s 06
E
-
4
2

JG EG
Fig. 8. AO condition on P2
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3.22. #B%

NI L, MEBERIZH VT A0 RIS AV & Tild L7z [F(1,9)410.982, p<.01] 2%, #5k
BOBHEFBCREEMEA OGN0z, P2RFFICE L T, BEREOEHE. £MHICL5ERA
L holz.e

33 EBER

FER2 T, BUEREFEAILICOWTERP D HMR Lo NIHTIZML TR, JIGLEGEHIZAO
ERIZEBEL, AV ERIFCIREIZ L L# IS8 5 5 8 A& 5 /-, van Wassenhove et al.
(2005) 1. EG 0 RICHHEFHEOWHEMVWT A0, VO. AVO3ILRMHICLZ2BRFEEHWTE
BElL:Llah, BEENBICHERNBRMMT S LIk T, NI-P2IRIEORAD, #HROEMHH
LA EZHE LTS, B2 T, EG 2 NI IRIWE, KT van Wassenhove et al. (2005) & FBLL
AR E N L w2 b, LA Ly AFETOMBERMMA NN & 5 P2 iRIEORAICHE L T,
EGIZBVWTOAA LN, JGIZML TIX, AORBRL AV BiRDEWVIINI KA TOALIALNL
Motze 7, EG TA LML P2 IRIEKRAIE, EFHAOWBMICRONLLDTH o7,

Vo, BiEEICL B0, FEMoERSP2RIECHR SN, EGH200ms £ F T
AV BRICEBHEBREZTD—F. IGIEZOEEX100ms 1B TLOER SN o7zl LHRSE
y (A

AO 27ROBE, P2 TEG RBHEFFOMBUIILE L. EHFHFHEOHMOBIIREZ M 3272,
TOZEIZMLTiE 212 OB TR FHEOMEMNMBEL TV 20 TELEVIEER 5.

AEBAER DS, BEEE ML T, WEDOBE 100ms LIl A SN S IG £ FHEDOKYE
A3200ms [CAHND EG LV ) HRAEICBT A FiliESRE I h/,

AWFETIX. JG & EG 2R QUITFHASLICBIT 2 WM %, RT (%8R 1) & ERP (%8k2) »
SHE L7z, EEB I T, BHEMRAMOBEIZLY EG TIX RT 23EHi L7225 IG TIZRT 29K
Lo 2% 0. HEOIEINEG TRIBEMN TH - 720125 LT, IGTEL LATHINTH Y. B4
RTHo/ZIEHRBEEND, ORI, EGIIBIGREIC AR THEM L FERBETRTAMEM L.
JG IIBNGRE L BB T RT ICEN AR SN LN o 72 &) Sekiyama & Burnham (2008) D&EHIC
BUL T/ MEd b, EGIRFMENL ) OWEMMOMENUIELSHL TEHILIZE- T,
PEWABAEEMN L FEREIC T4 IV 7 RETIERI LA EXRBEENSE, LI L, IG
TRED L) RBIMIA SN LD o7z, BT B2, BADEG T McGurk 1R AERT 2 (eg.
Kuhl et al., 1994; McGurk & MacDonald, 1976; Sekiyama & Burnham, 2008; Sekiyama & Tohkura, 1993)
DI, SDEILRTTA IV TRIRMBRBELTVWD I EFRBENS,

FER 2 I BV T ERP THIE S MR N O #MEIZ, EG T 200ms 43 £ THLRAD, IG
T 100ms fF 8 F TLOA SN ARD -7, EG T McGurk $1 82554 < BT 5013, HEHBOME
HRBMTHSD ZEWFRICEZ 6N S, EG X, HENMOUADSHRNTHLILIZL-T, #
FHIFLICHUEHHRAE R E U CRB S h, 2088, A0 B/RICHIEEL T AV B/RCRT 25 <
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L7z hs,

EG OMBEIL TR RISE o> ERP OUINNE, NIIRIE, N1k, P2 4581 35V T van Wassenhove et al.
(2005) DETWREELEELTEN, A0 BRICHE L T AV 2/ TRIEOMB . #EHEHT 5 1
PHER SN, LaL, P2fIRIZ W TIAMMEN A5A 59", van Wassenhove et al. (2005) L 11 R
Lol TH o7, 7205 AWFED EG D ERPHBEEA, NELLDOTHoL L2 EBTHE.
P2 IC DV TIIBIRF B RN L THMEH T A2 LB D 5, AR TIE, BFWHISH$ 584
TdH 5D 72, NI, P20 #) ] W 4+ % o #t L 7= (Basle et al., 2004; Lewandowska et al., 2008; van
Wassenhove et al.. 2005) A%, B | CRE I N WEERIFHALII TSI 4 I v 7R z5 58
L7:e4 5556, NI, P2IZEFTT5PI TAO, AV BIRIZEZIVAASNREI EXELONS,
CORICHMLTYL, BHOREAHE1E59,

AWRETIE, HBELEENAEOFEE 2T L7720, IG L EG 2RI, fIEEEEIC>WTH )
LEZMW. ZO#E, EGIIBVWTAOBRKT, HEoORSItHs L, FEEFEONHD
BRCIRIEAMA Lo S e R S 7z AEERTHM L fBUE, VOTHICWML T, ZhZFhoE

MO ERLIODTH -7 £H %D, VOTIRFEHOA MM, EMEZEROTE D a)*c'zb
% (Lisker, & Abramson, 1964:1970), iif/K (1993) 37 7?6 Hik (AAE, PEE, @EE. €
11/7.%%. A T4 =) FHANRLL, VOTIZOWTHRIEEL -8 %, B#REL e >

—i 2R EWC BV T VOT 347, BAEOMNICHET S L8 L, WMEHEICLS
ﬁ/@ﬁ\ 200ms (2N D Z EAURENAEGIZML T, SO VOTHDFTHAENED LS IEH L0
2V TLIRHT A LELVH LA,

B cio, SHBEENAEOMEICBY TGS ZHBEE L LTIVl 2000
(Basle et al., 2004; Davis et al., 2008; van Wassenhove et al., 2005). R E WG E L L2BICo
WTOFF BB OV T ELWREIZ IR Tw v, LA L. KRS S, EG IZHBMAFEFZET
o TG E RSB DY THERE T ELEAR L 2 s A N, FilFEHIIBYTOARE
RO MASE AL FEBIIZ 137 & B AR S his,

AMETEPZRTIIBOTOAFTHMOERDBASNLA, THIENL, PRPOLD L) LM EY
BLTVWROEA53D NIEG PRPERFSCHLT BEREEOHRBEERMELAHET
Lewandowska et al. (2008) i, NI ¥R, N1 450E. P2 R (2 3B O W BN 24 E KB X h, P2
WRIBIIGRBEORBEA M S B Z L 2RMEL 7. P2 IIFIZ, WS MMVRET, WIS
WHEL Y LML T AL WG LTS oF D, AWML EERTLL. EGIHAORRLDY
DB ML 72 AV SR T HEREN RS o BEX DI ENTED, COMBUTIER
THLNIZRT DR E SHEEGUNH 5. IGITH L Tid P2 RIS EMA2E R (. FHAEOBREOR
RO IMAMSEE W F EEL I L3R b BEALI LD TESL, NILRSICWL T, HE
# & B2 MRS L2 BIBAE T 5 HIPEWFE C Winncke & Phillips (2009) (3, Wil & HERE DI
AO BARICHART AV R TNIRIEZ B S L2/ LTV 5, HER L MRS TIISIERE
DOHENRE D EHRBENS (Thompson, 1995: Filli. A, 2007) %, Z DAL 100ms i
RS shTtwhvy, FAREORLZHERICE T, NI ESICALNABIAEBL T2
(Basle et al., 2004; van Wassenhove et al., 2005; Winneke & Phillips, 2009) = & A6, NI BRI St
THYFMARE ML TWAE I ARSI,
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L, BBREHAENIML. RT & ERP L OMRIZOWTHACHG LIweEEL S,

X ™
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A Study of Audio-Visual Speech Perception by ERP
Interlanguage Comparison of N1 and P2

HisANAGA Satoko * SEKIYAMA Kaoru * IGASAKI Tomohiko and MURAYAMA Nobuki

By using event-related potentials (ERP, Experiment 2) and reaction times (RT, Experiment 1), the present
study examined interlanguage differences between Japanese and English in audio-visual speech perception
(Kuhl, Tsuzaki, Tohkura, & Meltzoff, 1994: Sekiyama & Burnham, 2008; Sekiyama & Tohkura, 1991, 1993)
. There were an auditory-only (AO) and a congruent auditory-visual (AV) conditions. In Experiment |, RTs
showed opposite tendencies between English-language (EG) and Japanese-language (JG) groups for the AO-
AV relationship: the additional congruent visual information speeded up the speech perception processes for the
EG. but it slowed down the processes for the JG. Thus, the visual influence was promoting for the EG but
disturbing for the JG. In Experiment 2, different ERP patierns were found between the EG and JG: Whereas the
visual influence was sustained (maintained from N1 to P2) in the EG, the influence was transicnt (limited only
to N1) in the JG. The ERP and RT data were both consistent with the reported interlanguage differences that

the JG perceivers use visual information to the less extent than the EG perceivers do.
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Appendix 1

/ba/ N1 /gal/

amplitude (pVv)

amplitude (uV)

100ms AO AV b) EG AO AV

ERP for the native stimuli

onset P2

/ba/

b) EG

ERP for the non-native stimuli





