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The goal of this research was to ascertain the extent to which interaction makes pronunciation more
intelligible among Japanese speakers of English and other non-native speakers. The tentative results
suggest that some activities facilitate intelligibility more than other kinds of activities.

Because the covid-19 pandemic, the results of this research were actually
quite limited. This research proposal required experiments that necessitated putting research
subjects in close proximity with each other. Accordingly, for the safety of the research
participants, the experiments that were part of this proposal were cancelled in the middle of the
experiment. | was not able to gather the sample size that was specified in the original research
proposal. | did write up the results of the experiment based on the data that | gathered, but
because of the small sample size, the results are somewhat ambiguous and do not support all the
hypotheses.

As far as publications, | was only able to publish one peer-reviewed article during the research
Beriod. Although other articles are in peer review right now, all in all, I cannot claim to have
een able to fulfill the purpose of the original research proposal during the research period. Of

course, this is because of the covid-19 pandemic.
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(1) This study reexamines an older second language acquisition theory from an
English as a Lingua Franca (ELF) perspective: the interaction hypothesis. The
interaction hypothesis hypothesizes that second language acquisition is helped with
conversational interaction because these interactions give opportunities to those who
are interacting to notice both unintelligible and intelligible pronunciations when
interactants encounter a loss of mutual intelligibility.

(2) During the negotiation to overcome the loss of mutual intelligibility, those who
are interacting first notice which pronunciations are not mutually intelligible, and
then negotiate a more intelligible pronunciation. In a word, the interaction
hypothesis states that conversational interaction gives both negative and positive

evidence as to the intelligibility of pronunciation.

(1) Does interaction promote mutually intelligible pronunciation a lot, or just a little?
The experimental design and the results of this experiment will answer this question.
As such this study’s research question is the following: What is the effect of
successive interactions on mutual intelligibility among dyads of ELF users?

(2) In light of this research question, the following hypotheses have been formulated:
Hi:  The dyads in the interaction condition will maintain higher mutual
intelligibility than the dyads in the no interaction condition in each of the three
successive trials of the experiment.

H2: The more the dyads in the interaction condition interact with one another, the
more mutually intelligible they will become across the three successive trials of the
experiment.

Hs: The dyads in the no interaction condition will not become more mutually

intelligible across the three successive trials of the experiment.

(1) Participants

There were 52 participants in this study. They are all expanding circle countries:
Japanese (N = 26), Chinese (N = 18), Korean (N = 4), Russian (N = 1), Malawi (N =1),
Sri Lanka (N = 1), and Lithuanian (N = 1). A majority were female (female N = 34;
male N = 18).



(2) Experimental Design
The experimental design used minimal pair word cards so that dyads had to create

intelligible phonemic contrasts to successfully complete the tasks. This in turn
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(3) Experimental Procedure

26 Japanese/Non-Japanese dyads were created. Each dyad was randomly assigned
to either the interaction condition or the no interaction condition. The instructions
given to the dyad differed depending on the condition to which the dyad had been
placed.

(4) The Interaction Condition

In the interaction condition, the dyad could do the following: 1) the participants could
repeat the words within the word-cards and word-boxes as many times as he/she
thought necessary for his/her partner to understand; 2) the participants could say
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yes”, “no”, and “okay” to confirm or reject a partner’s attempted pronunciations; 3)



the participants could say “please repeat”’; 4) the participants could say “shall I
repeat it?” if he/she thought that his/her partner did not understand him/her. These
instructions are designed to allow the dyad to appeal to segmental repair strategies

if they encounter a mutual intelligibility breakdown.

(5) The No Interaction Condition

In the no interaction condition, the participants could do only the following: the
instructor has to read twenty-four sentences one time each from a prepared script,
and to wait for the listener to say “okay” before proceeding to the next sentence.
These instructions limit the possibilities open to the dyad when they encounter a

mutual intelligibility breakdown.

(1) Because the covid-19 pandemic, the results of this research were actually quite
limited. This research proposal required experiments that necessitated putting
research subjects in close proximity with each other. Accordingly, for the safety of the
research participants, the experiments that were part of this proposal were cancelled
in the middle of the experiment. | was not able to gather the sample size that was
specified in the original research proposal. | did write up the results of the
experiment based on the data that | gathered, but because of the small sample size,
the results are somewhat ambiguous and do not support all the hypotheses.

(2) As far as publications, | was only able to publish one peer-reviewed article during
the research period. Although other articles are in peer review right now, all in all, |
cannot claim to have been able to fulfill the purpose of the original research proposal
during the research period. Of course, this is because of the covid-19 pandemic.

(3) The research that | was able to publish during the 2019-2020 research period

includes all of the following articles:

O’Neal, G. (2019a). The accommodation of intelligible segmental pronunciation:
Segmental repair and adjustments in English as a Lingua Franca interactions.
Journal of Second Language Pronunciation, 5(1), 119-138.

O’Neal, G. (2019b). Systematicity in linguistic feature selection: Repair sequences
and subsequent accommodation. Journal of English as a Lingua Franca, 8(2),

211-233.



O’Neal, G. (2020). Does an ELF phonology exist? Asian Englishes, 22(3), 282-296.

O'Neal, G., & Matsumoto, Y. (2019). Beyond intelligibility: ‘Transintelligibility’

phenomena in English as a lingua franca interactions. International Journal
of Applied Linguistics, 29, 44-60.

There is another article that is directly based on the results of the experiment that

is listed in this research proposal, but it will not be published until 2021 at the
earliest.
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