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Binding and unbinding in audiovisual speech fusion:
Removing the McGurk effect by an incoherent preceding audiovisual context
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o General conclusions
o The McGurk effect is modulated by the preceding context (conditional binding). It is not automatic
o The alert signal is not sufficient to re-establish binding, even partially
o The binding process is slow and gradual, but the unbinding process can be fast and complete in the case of sfrong incoherence. It can also be slow
and gradual in the case of pure phonetic incoherence
o There is no effect of pure temporal incoherence in the [-30, +170] ms window.




