Metadata, citation and similar papers at core.ac.uk

Institutional Repository - Research Portal

Dépébt Institutionnel - Portail de la Recherche

UNIVERSITE researchportal.unamur.be
DE NAMUR

RESEARCH OUTPUTS / RESULTATS DE RECHERCHE

Markers of (dis)fluency across signers' profiles in French Belgian Sign Language
(LSFB). A comparative analysis between Native, Near-Native and Late Signers

Notarrigo, Ingrid; Meurant, Laurence

Publication date:
2015

Document Version
Publisher's PDF, also known as Version of record

Link to publication

Citation for pulished version (HARVARD):

Notarrigo, | & Meurant, L 2015, 'Markers of (dis)fluency across signers' profiles in French Belgian Sign Language
(LSFB). A comparative analysis between Native, Near-Native and Late Signers', 2nd International Conference
on Sign Language Acquisition, Amsterdam, Netherlands, 1/07/15 - 3/07/15.

General rights
Copyright and moral rights for the publications made accessible in the public portal are retained by the authors and/or other copyright owners
and it is a condition of accessing publications that users recognise and abide by the legal requirements associated with these rights.

» Users may download and print one copy of any publication from the public portal for the purpose of private study or research.
* You may not further distribute the material or use it for any profit-making activity or commercial gain
* You may freely distribute the URL identifying the publication in the public portal ?

Take down policy
If you believe that this document breaches copyright please contact us providing details, and we will remove access to the work immediately
and investigate your claim.

Download date: 23. Jun. 2020


https://core.ac.uk/display/326272303?utm_source=pdf&utm_medium=banner&utm_campaign=pdf-decoration-v1
https://researchportal.unamur.be/en/publications/markers-of-disfluency-across-signers-profiles-in-french-belgian-sign-language-lsfb-a-comparative-analysis-between-native-nearnative-and-late-signers(80066117-aae0-45da-acb2-655cf47e87c6).html

Markers of (dis)fluency across signers’ profiles in French Belgian Sign Language (LSFB)
A comparative analysis between Native, Near-Native and Late Signers

BE'“I.E,&%'JE Ingrid Notarrigo and Laurence Meurant 2nd International Conference on Sign Language Acquisition (ICSLA)

ingrid.notarrigo@unamur.be & laurence.meurant@unamur.be 1-3 July 2015, Amsterdam

1. Research question . 3 groups : Native, Near-Native and Late Signers

. _ _ ,
« Several linguistic criteria involved in (Dis)Fluency = Different behaviour according to language background:

2. Background 4. Methodology 3.2) Annotation of linguistic criteria in ELAN
= Impact of a delayed L1 Acquisition at the level of 3.1) Data selection on extra-linguistic criteria Markers of (dis)fluency (fluencemes):
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6. Summary

= No distinction in the frequency of linguistic criteria involved in (Dis)Fluency between signers with different language background

— That is for palm-ups, stops between signs, word search gestures, and floating gazes

= Except for rate of articulation: Native Signers (LSFB from birth) faster versus Near-Native/Late Signers (delayed LSFB) slower
— And therefore, for the number of hands involved in signing and the number of addressed/spatialized gazes (positive correlation p<0,05)

7. Discussion 8. Further issues

= Relative impact of L1 delayed acquisition on Production and Fluency Holds of hands = Combinations of fluencemes

= Acquisition of some markers of (dis)fluency locked in time Repeated signs = Functions of fluencemes

= Acquisition of some other markers of (dis)fluency achieved at any time Phonological economy (Parisot & Villeneuve 2007) = Additional signers
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