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Introduction Results Results
Neuroimaging has shown that during silent lip-reading, neural activity over the visual A. Training improved participants’ lip-reading ability. C. Lip-reading resulted in a more robust cortical encoding of the
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auditory cortex (Calver et al. 1997; Pekkola et al., 2005; Bourguinon et al., 2020). £ 1 : 705 I :
However it remains unclear what the activity reflects. 05 | - °
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Q2: Is auditory cortical activation reflecting an ability to synthesize speech from novel trained novel trained feature, we partialled out EEG responses from each feature before modeling the other.
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Sixteen native English speakers (11 females, ages 19-37) were recruited from Sz S ,
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