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Brain tracks temporal structure during continuous speech1.

Syntax provides top-down temporal predictions2.        Visual speech provides bottom-up temporal cues3.

Do syntactic and visual timing cues independently shape neural encoding of speech?
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• Syntax and visual timing cues interact during speech comprehension.

• Future work will investigate how visual speech contributes to syntactic 

temporal prediction across different acoustic degradation levels.
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2 model structures
1. Acoustic model

• acoustic predictors only

2. Full model: 

• acoustic + syntactic predictors
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