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The relevance between Japanese long vowel perception and individual factor:

The case of Korean learner of Japanese
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Abstract: After a brief description of the acquisition processes of vowel length perception, this study
attempts to explain variation in these processes with individual differences of Korean learners of
Japanese as a second language. Findings demonstrated that 1) the Korean learners improved in
their perception of the long-vowel over time, 2) first and second year students were unable to
perceive the difference between long and short vowels. The individual differences measured by

psychometric questionnaire were learning experience, motivation, learning strategies. The results

may explain variation in acquisition.
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