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* Do speakers with different language backgrounds perceive PD differently? *The sample stimuli all have ratio = 2.4

Hypotheses:

4 Results: frequency modulation A: PD Is perceived as low tone

» Higher modulation degree — more period-doubled tones perceived as low tones
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2 Artificial language learning experiment
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» Participants: 30 native Mandarin (18F; tonal) & 31 English
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