Online perception of coda glottalization in American English
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2. Glottalization is used to enhance /t/ in
particular [2].
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* Here and in spontaneous speech,

2|l glottalization is strongest at end of
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» Both accounts assume that
glottalization should be beneficial to
listeners.
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* Voiced stops are recognized more slowly overall _.

> For voiced stops — poorer recognition when

presented with glottalized tokens
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