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Context and questions Material and method Interaction between musical meter and prosody

People who stutter have their fluency improved by : « 32 participants matched in French prosody:
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* Clear difficulty of PWS with the initiation of speech movements, reflected by longer Voice Reaction Times (Hyp1) 8 E.e £ .. Dl é _SZ'“ ;“ T
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* No systematic negative mean asynchrony in speech, like in finger tapping. Unexpected tendency towards improved synchronization Syllable Number Syllable Number Syllable Number
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" Reduced synchronization consistency in PWS (like finger tapping), especially at high metronome rate )

K =>» No different syllable pattern in synchronization tasks, compared to Reading and Reaction tasks /




