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Prosodic Features of English Production and the AoA Effect
Xue Jin Nie Ya+u Li Ban-ban
( University of Science and Technology Beijing Beijing 100083 China)

The effects of age on the acquisition of a second language ( 1.2) are involved in the critical period for learning an 12 which
therefore becomes one of the most controversial research topics in the area of SLA. By using the ToBI and the Praat the present
study made an acoustic analysis on the prosodic features of 90 Chinese college students and 15 English native speakers ( NES)
and examined the age of acquisition effect on these features. The results showed significant difference on prosodic features be—
tween Chinese EFL learners and English natives. The EFL learners showed slower speech and articulation rates overuse of pitch
accents misplace of phrasal accents misplace of pause and ignorance on the rhythm. Regarding the AoA effect the EFL lear—
ners with later AoA are more likely to approximate NES’ prosodic patterns. The findings have great implications for acquiring
native-dike prosodic patterns in a foreign language context.
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