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Introduction

Speech perception research has shown that although listeners identify stimuli
along an acoustic-phonetic continuum in a categorical-like fashion, listeners
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Activation in the cingulate may reflect:

--Competition between responses (in this case, the 'd’
button or the 't' button).
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(/ta/) in 10 msec VOT steps (Figure 1.) O i’

The left middle temporal gyrus and two midline areas were
responsive to the tokens that correspond to the 'best fit' to the
phonetic category.

TASK 2: Tone identification task (high or low tone?)
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