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* Speakers’ direct their gaze toward an object approximately 8ooms before after 3000ms firstnoun sentence onset second noun sentence offset sentence offset

mentioning. A |
(Grittin & Bock, 2000)

Previous studies showed that listeners utilize speakers’ gaze to form predictions N ‘ ‘ ‘ . ‘ @

about the unfolding sentence.
(Jachmann et al., 2017)

. .- . . . . 'Das Auto ist kleiner als das dargestellte Haus, denke ich.
Do listeners utilize this external cue to validate expectations about the unfolding . The red box indicates the manipulated gaze cuc “Thecaris smallerthan the displayed house, | think.

sentence? And, if so, how does this effect the comprehension of the noun? » The highlighted word indicates the region of interest "Das Auto ist groRer als das dargestellte Haus, denke ich.
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