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Introduction

» Alignment in conversation: tendency to adopt interlocutor’s lexical items, syntactic structures etc. \":/ \ (\":/) \
» Evidence mostly from carefully controlled picture-description experiments ) / )

(e.g. Pearson et al., 2004) and some corpus studies (e.g. Gries, 2005) J J
» Alighment is supposed to be ubiquitous and contribute to successful communication
(Pickering & Garrod, 2004) \/ \/ \/ \/
Research questions: temporal aspects of alignment Confederate Participant
1. Do speakers align in spontaneous, written, task-oriented discourse?
2. Does alignment increase over the course of the discourse? (cf. Pickering & Garrod, 2004) We present: | |
3. Does alignment contribute to successful communication; > A novel analysis for alignment,
i.e. do participants who are more aligned complete the task in less time? > which considers the complete discourse,
(cf. Pickering & Garrod, 2004) » not just select primes and targets
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1. Do speakers align at all in spontaneous, task-oriented, written discourse” 3. Does more alignment lead to faster task performance?
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results from linear models:

>

6 results from mixed-effects models: level estimate | t-value | p-value | Adjusted R*
gs— level estimate | t-value | p-value qeml;iza;_pe -é?éé -ég—g _ g; 8 géj f;{;
g lexical 0.20857 1 9.359 | < .0001 breadth 06134 | 0432 | =.667 | -0.008546
3 - sentence type 0.31951 4.494 < .0001
E‘ag_ breadth -0.10819 -2.548 < .05 . . .

’ depth 0.14498 | -1.738 | = .0576 Discussion and Conclusions

1. reliable lexical and syntactic alignment

o
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baseline participants

oup » In spontaneous, written, task-oriented discourse
2. Does alignment increase over the course of the discourse? » using a _basellne that dlsentan_gles real communicative alignment from linguistic
conventions and task constraints
‘/ x » using a novel analysis approach on the whole data taking frequency distributions
Das . o x Into account
2 o » We see considerable effects of linguistic conventions and the task: underlines
. gb 500 Importance of a proper baseline
= . © . . 5 .
: 35 \ s / » syntactic and lexical alignment are rather long-lasting: occur from one round to the next
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2 2 0.2 \ / . . . - - Corpus-based Approach.
o o s, (possibly because alignment is high from the beginning) S
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L . D A T » compatible both with interactive alignment model (Pickering aegue. Betadoral ancarain Y
round number round number round number & Garrod, 2004) and implicit learning account (Chang et al., 2006) Sciences, 27, 169-226.
1 -1 Pearson, J., Pickering, M., Branigan, H.,
. ] McLean, J., Nass, C., & Hu, J. (2004).
reSUItS from |Ineal‘ mOdels. . ] . . The influence of beliefs about an
3. the more lexical alignment, the faster task completion time interlocutor on lexical and syntactic
level estimate | t-value | p-value | Adjusted R’ > lexical alignment contributes to successful communication if i e A
lexical 0.034386 | 4.095 | < .0001 0.1399 measured as task completion time P e il e
sentence type | -0.005215 | -0.249 | = .8042 -0.009767 > no evidence that syntactic alignment affects task completion time | p9uage Processing (AMLaF), A en
breadth 0.007174 | 0.318 | = 17.51 -0.009353 > incompatible with interactive alignment model, but possibly Chang., F; Dell 6. 5. & Bock K (2000)

compatible with implicit learning account Review, 113 (2), 234-272.
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