Congruency etfects of speaker’s gaze on listeners’ sentence comprehension
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(Griffin & Bock, 2000; Kreysa, 2006) ' ' '
Eye-tracking studies provided evidence that speaker

gaze cues are interpreted by listeners to contain 4 a “ & @ “ % @ ‘ o @ ‘

400 ms before

sentence offset
sentence offset

Speakers’ direct their gaze toward an object

reterential intentions
(Staudte & Crocker, 2011; Staudte et al., 2014) \

* Do listeners utilize this external cue as soon as it is
available to make phonological and formal
predictions about the unfolding sentence?

* The blue box indicates the manipulated gaze cue Verghchen mit dem Auto, ist das Haus verhaltnismallig klein, denke ich.
* The highlighted word indicates the region of interest . . ‘
Compared to the car, the house is relatively small, Ithink.
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' ' ' Gaze cues can influence
& ~C 230 * expectancy of t.he phonologi?a.l form
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