Tracking lexical garden-path resolution with MEG:
Phonological commitment and sensitivity to subphonemic detail are independent
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Results: Time-locked to Syllable/Word Onset Conclusion

1. Responses in left (but not right) Heschl’'s Gyrus are modulated by phoneme ambiguity ~50 ms after onset. e ..
2. Sensitivity to PoA and VOT is bilateral at 100 ms. Replicated across syllable and word contexts. ‘ . e Sensitivity to phoneme categories is

+ Speech is inherently noisy and ambiguous

+ Comprehension fluency is achieved by integrating
top-down information with bottom-up acoustic input
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Experiment 2: Lexical Garden Paths
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reanalysis is not necessary.
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