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2A: In the task, 19 participants overtly produced sentences from the MOCHA-TIMIT

, . , _ normalized EMG activity recorded from facial electrodes (1B).
corpus [3]. After a broadband click, participants listened to playback of their
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1C: Epochs generated from EMG electrodes confirm removal of EMG activity in
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3B: Model ‘Weights for‘percép'tion'and nroduction epoched to onset of neural activity
reveal a pre-articulatory increase in production weights.

3C: Model performance correlation values with p<.01 bootstrap significance (n=100
boots).

2C: Comparing topographic maps between perception and production reveals N100
1E: Grand average response to inter-trial broadbrand click shows preservation of activity in both conditions, with frontal/central activity at t=-0.1s present in
N1/P2 auditory responses in when compared to ICA-corrected data. production only.




