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Introduction: Existing evidence shows considerable plasticity in perception of speech categories, e.g., short-term
changes to the distributions of acoustic cues (Kraljic & Samuel, 2006; Maye, Aslin, & Tanenhaus, 2008; Norris, McQueen, & Cutler, 2003,
Clayards, Tanenhaus, Aslin, & Jacobs, 2008)

However, plasticity in perception does not always lead to changes in production (Kraljic, Brennan, & Samuel, 2008, (Delvaux &
Soquet, 2007; Nielsen, 2007)

Our goal: investigate the relationship between plasticity in perception and production by
exposing participants to a shifted distribution of phonetic cues. This artificial distribution was
designed to shift the typical /b/ distribution towards longer VOTs, with a consequent shift in the
boundary between /b/ and /p/
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