Persistence of structure and its effect on
planning

sentence
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| SENTENCE PRODUCTION
Sentence production involves vanous steps (Levelt, 1989)
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REPETITION OF STRUCTURE CHANGES PLANNING STRATEGIES
= Speakers tend 1o repeat syntactk that they hean
1986),
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PLANNING

I this change in early planning strategies: - Does structursl priming
(a) a long-term effect? change the scope of planning
(1) only a transient benefit? \ in sentence production?

| Drepicanon of Konopks & Meyee 2034)
Repettion of structure is 3 robust effect that

across several intervening sentences (Bock et al, | Isthis change in planning a
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Participants describe pictures depicting simple events.
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Target trials will be presented after the prime tria's (Lag 0) o after two intervening filler
sentences (Lag 2)

* 40 prime-1arget pairs (two-
character transitive events

(active/passive), lag {lag 0/1ag 2) eliciting active or passive
structures)
DV Testing repetition: Wm wﬂoﬂ of target « 200 fillers (intransitive events)
structure
Testing planning: proportion of Participants will be eye-tracked
fuations on agent/patient as a during the experiment
function of time

REPETITION OF STRUCTURE

FIXATIONS - LAG 0
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Propormson of fixations.

tme (ms)

Replicating previous findings: a shé: in placring
praceities or Gescrplons with repested syntax
Comnpared 10 sentences with non-repeated syntax
prioety encoding of agent
MD/ d'.« stimudus onset, followed Ly increased
foxations 1o patient (reflecting character -ty -t haracter
encodeg)

+ Repeated syntax convergence of eady foations to
Agents and patients, Lo, no paiorty encoding of
enther characier (reflecting initial conceptual
encodieg of the whole evers)

More actve sentences produced after acove
prenes than passive prames.

No decline in prming effect from Lag 010
139 2 (rephcating Bock et al, 2007)
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Outcome A - transient benefit
Clear dfferendes in planning strategies between

Qutcome B - persistent benefit
No diear dfference in planneg strategres

LgOandilag 2 between Lag 0 and Lag 2 (patienms overlap)
A Early convergence of fuations to + Atboth Lag 0 & 2 Early convergence of
agent and patient %0 agert and patient (priming

* AtLag 2 Farly fraions prioenise agent offect persists across 2 intervening filler
priming effect on plareng drsappears) sentences.
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