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Supplemental Material S4. Analysis of the probability of correct consonant identification as a function of experimental
condition. AV = auditory—visual; A = auditory; V = visual; DS = Down syndrome; Ctr = control.
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Average values and 95% confident intervals between-participants are provided. Background colors highlight significant
differences between modalities and bold numbers significant differences between groups (p <.05). The regression analysis and
multiple comparisons were run using the same method as in Analysis 1 (see Methods section in main article). The full model
Modality*Speaker_group*Stimulus + (Modality*Speaker_group | Participant) + (Modality*Speaker_group | Speaker) was used to
perform all multiple comparisons. The area under the receiver operating characteristic (ROC) curve computed from the full model
(logistic regression) is 0.82 (good predictive level).



