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Analyses using multi-level model with random subject and item effects. The dependent variable (error or correction) was coded as binary, and a logistic version of the model was used accordingly. The maximum random effect structure that the model tolerated was included, unless for post-hoc tests in which the maximum random effect included was the one tolerated by both English and Spanish post-hoc models in order to allow for direct comparison between the model results. 


Table B1 - Results of the error analysis on NP1 and NP2. Data from both languages were collapsed, and an interaction term was included to investigate the possible interaction between NP position and language.
	Fixed effects
	Coefficient
	SE
	z
	p-value

	Intercept
	-4.058
	0.215
	-18.853
	<2e-16

	NP position
	0.321
	0.155
	2.07
	.038

	Language
	0.387
	0.217
	1.789
	.074

	NP position x Language
	0.0333
	0.18
	0.185
	.853

	Random effects
	Variance
	
	
	

	Subject intercept
	0.168
	
	
	

	Item intercept
	0.032
	
	
	

	NP position| subject 
	0.359
	
	
	

	NP position | item
	<0.001
	 
	 
	 

	
	
	
	
	


Table B2 - Results of the post-hoc model of error analysis on NP1 and NP2 in English.
	Fixed effects
	Coefficient
	SE
	z
	p-value

	Intercept
	-4.124
	0.235
	-17.588
	<.001

	NP position
	0.345
	0.128
	2.706
	.007

	Random effects
	Variance
	
	
	

	Subject intercept
	0.421
	
	
	

	Item intercept
	0.238
	 
	 
	 




Table B3 - Results of the post-hoc model of error analysis on NP1 and NP2 in Spanish.
	Fixed effects
	Coefficient
	SE
	z
	p-value

	Intercept
	-3.715
	0.209
	-17.74
	<.001

	NP position
	0.355
	0.117
	3.026
	.002

	Random effects
	Variance
	
	
	

	Subject intercept
	0.444
	
	
	

	Item intercept
	0.152
	 
	 
	 




Table B4 - Results of the correction analysis on NP1 and NP2. Data from both languages were collapsed, and an interaction term was included to investigate the possible interaction between NP position and language.
	Fixed effects
	Coefficient
	SE
	z
	p-value

	Intercept
	0.669
	0.397
	1.68
	.092

	NP position
	0.737
	0.372
	1.982
	.048

	Language
	0.165
	0.458
	0.361
	.718

	NP position x Language
	-0.222
	0.489
	-0.454
	.65

	Random effects
	Variance
	
	
	

	Subject intercept
	0.854
	
	
	

	Item intercept
	0.456
	
	
	

	NP position| subject 
	0.179
	
	
	

	NP position | item
	0.014
	 
	 
	 




Table B5 - Results of the post-hoc model of correction analysis on NP1 and NP2 in English.
	Fixed effects
	Coefficient
	SE
	z
	p-value

	Intercept
	0.63
	0.37
	1.703
	.089

	NP position
	0.821
	0.335
	2.45
	.014

	Random effects
	Variance
	
	
	

	Subject intercept
	0.355
	
	
	

	Item intercept
	0.569
	 
	 
	 





Table B6 - Results of the post-hoc model of correction analysis on NP1 and NP2 in Spanish.
	Fixed effects
	Coefficient
	SE
	z
	p-value

	Intercept
	0.845
	0.332
	2.544
	.011

	NP position
	0.557
	0.28
	1.991
	.047

	Random effects
	Variance
	
	
	

	Subject intercept
	0.707
	
	
	

	Item intercept
	0.657
	 
	 
	 




Table B7 - Results of the error analysis on word position within NP collapsed over NP1 and NP2. Data from both languages were collapsed, and an interaction term was included to investigate the possible interaction between NP position and language.
	Fixed effects
	Coefficient
	SE
	z
	p-value

	Intercept
	-3.333
	0.236
	-14.096
	<.001

	Word position
	-0.893
	0.239
	-3.74
	<.001

	Language
	-0.01
	0.228
	-0.046
	.964

	Word position x Language
	0.551
	0.273
	2.018
	.044

	Random effects
	Variance
	
	
	

	Subject intercept
	0.444
	
	
	

	Item intercept
	0.107
	
	
	

	Word position | subject
	0.158
	
	
	

	Word position| item*
	0.107
	 
	 
	 




Table B8 - Results of the post-hoc model of error analysis on word position in English.
	Fixed effects
	Coefficient
	SE
	z
	p-value

	Intercept
	-3.317
	0.166
	-19.961
	<.001

	Word position
	-0.972
	0.014
	-6.948
	<.001

	Random effects
	Variance
	
	
	

	Subject intercept
	0.407
	
	
	

	Item intercept
	<0.001
	 
	 
	 



Table B9 - Results of the post-hoc model of error analysis on word position in Spanish.
	Fixed effects
	Coefficient
	SE
	z
	p-value

	Intercept
	-3.352
	0.208
	-16.15
	<.001

	Word position
	-0.419
	0.223
	-1.879
	.06

	Random effects
	Variance
	
	
	

	Subject intercept
	0.441
	
	
	

	Item intercept
	0.106
	 
	 
	 




Correction models on word position within NP

Table B10 - Results of the correction analysis on word position within NP. Data from both languages were collapsed, and an interaction term was included to investigate the possible interaction between NP position and language.
	Fixed effects
	Coefficient
	SE
	z
	p-value

	Intercept
	2.058
	0.331
	6.225
	<.001

	Word position
	-1.731
	0.376
	-4.606
	<.001

	Language
	-0.563
	0.33
	-1.704
	.088

	Word position x Language
	0.586
	0.454
	1.289
	.197

	Random effects
	Variance
	
	
	

	Subject intercept
	0.813
	
	
	

	Item intercept
	0.024
	
	
	

	Word position | subject
	0.277
	
	
	

	Word position| item
	0.024
	 
	 
	 







Table B11 - Results of the post-hoc model of correction analysis on word position in English.
	Fixedcts
	Coefficient
	SE
	z
	p-value

	Intercept
	1.878
	0.27
	6.96
	<.001

	Word position
	-1.527
	0.347
	-4.399
	<.001

	Random effects
	Variance
	
	
	

	Subject intercept
	0.39
	
	
	

	Item intercept
	<0.001
	 
	 
	 



Table B12 - Results of the post-hoc model of correction analysis on word position in Spanish.
	Fixed effects
	Coefficient
	SE
	z
	p-value

	Intercept
	1.533
	0.2961
	5.177
	<.001

	Word position
	-1.11
	0.3417
	-3.25
	.001

	Random effects
	Variance
	
	
	

	Subject intercept
	0.445
	
	
	

	Item intercept
	0.056
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Fixed effects  Coefficient  SE  z  p - value  

Intercept  - 4.058  0.215  - 18.853  <2e - 16  

NP  position  0.321  0.155  2.07  .038  

Language  0.387  0.217  1.789  .074  

NP position x Language  0.0333  0.18  0.185  .853  

Random effects  Variance     

Subject intercept  0.168     

Item intercept  0.032     

NP position| subject   0.359     

NP position | item  <0.001           

     

