Putting German [|] and [¢] in two different boxes: native vs. L2 German speakers
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o The center of gravity (CoG) was extracted at
the beginning, in the middle and the end of the
fricatives.

e [/] =» no significant difference in mean (CoG)
between groups.
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57.441858 Visible part 0.816457 seconds 58.258315

o Intensity of low (1kHz-3kHz, 1kHz-4kHz)

and high (3kHz-6kHz, 4kHz-7kHz) frequency

bands.

i o GG group =p significant intensity ditfferences

ossel W in both low as well as in the high frequency
-t P band 3kHz-6kHz (p < 0.001). =» no significant

difference for 4kHz-7kHz.

o FG group =» significant differences in both

high and low frequency bands (p < 0.001).

o Intensity of frequency bands =» more distinc-

tive for FG than in GG speakers.
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CONCLUSIONS

0586 Hz

e Acoustic measures for [[] and [¢] ina VC context. e No contextual measures in German L1 speech
=P no increased error rate regarding classifica-
tion.

e [.ocal measures only =» Advantageous

(no revision of acoustic measures and decision thresh-

olds with respect to the preceding vowel or context VC
vs. CV)
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e Results show =» contextual measures are only

solid cues in German native speech.

Vowel quality in German L2 speech of French L1
speakers =» does not allow a solid distinction in
a VC context.
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