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RIGHT EAR ADVANTAGE FOR MANDARIN TONE PERCEP TION
AND ITS MECHANISM: A DICHOTIC LISTENING STUDY

Liu I, Peng Danling
(Institute of Brain and Cognitive Psychology, Beijing Normal University, Beijing 100875, China)

Abstract

In dichotic listening, a right ear advantage reflects left hemisphere specialization, and a left ear advantage reflects
right hemisphere spedalization. A didhotic listening task was used to investigate the brain lateralization of Mandarine
tone. A response hand factor was manipulated to distinguish direct access and callosal relay explanations of perceptual
asymmetry of Mandarine tone. The results indicated a right ear advantage or left hemisphere superiority for the perception
of Mandarine tone and supported direct access model in the perception of M andarine tone.

Key words dichotic listening, right ear advantage , direct access model, callosal relay model.



