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Supplemental Material S3. Examples of treatment stimuli implemented in the current study.

Target sounds Examples of treatment stimuli Treated
Consonants (C):  Variation level 1 bobi mumi nini teti
b, m, n,t ClvicClv+ bobu mumu ninu tetu
bobo mumo nino teto Yes
Vowels (V): bobe mume nine tete
i,uo,¢ & bobae mumee ninae tetee
Variation level 2 bami muti nebi toni
Civic2v+ baemu mutu nebu tonu
baemo muto nebo tono Yes
bame mute nebe tone
bame mutee neba tonae
Variation level 3 bebe maebae nubu tibi
Civic+Vvi beme mama numu timi No
bene meenae nunu tini
bete maetee nutu titi
Variation level 4 bino mite nibi timee
Civ+C2V1i buns mute nubi tumee
bono mote nobi tomae No
beno Mete nebi temee
baeno meete neebi teme
Variation level 5 betu maenu nuti tebeae
ClV+C+V+ bome muni nito teno
baemi mume nome tote No
bete moti nene tibe
bubs mebo neetu temu

Note. Treatment stimuli for the participant in this study were generated in series of CVCV nonwords.
Phonetic variation increases hierarchically from Variation Level 1 (only the final vowel varies) to
Variation Level 5 (both vowels and the second consonant vary). Only Variation Level 1 and 2 were
treated in the 9-week treatment period. Plus (+) indicates variation of sounds across a series of

nonwords.
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