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Relationship between L2 listening ability and mean length of perceptual run as
an indicator of phonological working memory

Murao, Remi

2,700,000

(MLPR)
MLPR

(MLPR)

(PWM)

(PWM)
MLPR
PUM

PWM

PWM

MLPR
PWM

This study proposes the mean length of perceptual run (MLPR) as an indicator
of phonological working memory (PWM) which explains the L2 listening ability better than the
listening span task (LST). MLPR is the sentence mean of the maximum total number of continuous
words/syllables a listener could repeat/dictate, reflecting the listener’ s morphosyntactic and
formulaic knowledge of language stored in their long-term memory. The linear mixed-effects model
revealed that increased MLPR significantly increased listening ability. Conversely, the storage and
processing scores of LST were not detected as predictive factors. A structural equation modeling
analysis of the proposed model showed that L2 learners possessing more knowledge of linguistic
formulaicity could hold longer stretches of words in PWM and were more successful listeners of the
English language. Classroom training of MLPR for 12 weeks led to a significant increase in MLPR,
motivating the students to commit to learning English.
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[ ] It goes without saying that love is one of the most important themes in literature.
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