The ability to use contextual cues to achieve phonological
constancy emerges by 14 months
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- The ability to map similar sounding words to different meanings alone is far from enough for Method
successful speech processing. To overcome variability in the speech signal, young learners must
also adapt to the surface variability and achieve phonological constancy.
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Table 2. A demonstration of visual and auditory stimuli used throughout the procedures.

Note: The order of the two test trials and the switched tone were counterbalanced across subjects. Experiment 1 and 3a, as
well as Experiment 2 and 3b, differed in the number of speakers during the habituation and test phases. Gloss on the
Cantonese carrier phrases can be found in Figure 3.
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