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Fig. 1 The results of response bias toward geminate of Japanese by Japanese native listeners,

Japanese learners with bias toward geminate, Japanese learners without bias toward geminate, or

tense obstruent consonants of Korean native with no-history of learning Japanese
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Table 2. The average of Boundary Position in each group

erete JP erete JP erete JP agi KOR
B.P (ms) Fast Normal Slow Normal
FRFEANAT AV (n=6) 65.4 30.5 -9.7 60
FRFAALT A7 L (n=4) 46 18.6 35.2 69.5
HFEE (n=5) 27.5 38.4 52 51.2
H AGE lnunﬁ% (n=2) 39.3 79.2 91.8 59.3
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