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* For the word /pep/, there appears to be a greater degree of compensation

O ———— and adaptation that occurred across subjects. 3/4 subjects displayed shifts
\\ 3 Perturbed acoustic signal played back through subject’s In their formant values that were consistent with the hypothesis.
* | headphones The magnitude of the shift was more significant in /pep/, as indicated by
| Figure 3. Experimental Setup | the greater spread of data points across phases.
Figure 1. Bilabial consonant /p/  Figure 2. Alveolar consonant /t/ Subject 4 /pep/ Subject 4 /tet Speaker-specific differences were noted, for example, subject 4 displayed
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more change in F2 than F1, suggesting greater backward change in
tongue position than downward change.
Overall, /pep/ is a more facilitatory consonant context for vowel SA,
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and adaptive articulatory responses to shifted formants in
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competition for articulatory placement of the tongue in /pep/.

articulation, consistent with SA of the vowel in /pep/. condensed data points.



