
INTRODUCTION 

Review question / Objective: What is the 
cognitive cost of using contextual cues in 
spoken word recognition? 

Condition being studied: The use of context 
in spoken language recognition. 

METHODS 

Participant or population: Human adults. 

Intervention: The use of context in spoken 
language recognition. 

Comparator: Comparison of cognitive cost 
of language understanding with or without 
contextual cues. 

S t u d y d e s i g n s t o b e i n c l u d e d : 
Experimental. 
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Review question / Objective: What is the cognitive cost of 
using contextual cues in spoken word recognition? 
Condition being studied: The use of context in spoken 
language recognition.  
Information sources: electronic databases, grey literature, 
hand search, contact with authors. 

INPLASY registration number: This protocol was registered with 
the International Platform of Registered Systematic Review and 
Meta-Analysis Protocols (INPLASY) on 18 February 2021 and was 
last updated on 18 February 2021 (registration number 
INPLASY202120057). 
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Eligibility criteria: Adults over 18 years of 
age. 

Information sources: electronic databases, 
grey literature, hand search, contact with 
authors. 

Main outcome(s): A scoping review of the 
literature examining cognitive cost of 
context use. Identifying the nature and 
extent of the evidence gathered in different 
methodologies. 

Quality assessment / Risk of bias analysis: 
No formal quality assessment (a scoping 
review). 

Strategy of data synthesis: Tabular and 
narrative commentary. 

Subgroup analys is : Methodologies 
(correlation studies vs. manipulations such 
as dual task studies), Type of stimuli 
presentat ion (qu iet /noise , normal/
distorted). 

Sensitivity analysis: Not necessary for 
scoping review. 

Language: No restriction. 

Country(ies) involved: Israel. 

Keywords: context use, prediction in 
language processing, cognitive resources.  
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