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B METHOD & MEASURES

CORPUS STUDY - SaGA CORPUS [s]
» Extracted means per speaker & focus condition (background —focus)

BACKGROUND

FOCUS: The choice of a referent over alternatives that are relevant for the discourse [1]

HYPERARTICULATION Hypo- & Hyperarticulation INDIVIDUAL VARIATION = Hyperarticulation = hyperarticulation in focus
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Prosodic and multimodal cues mark focus [3,4] Distance

— stronger cues, more precise alignment Fall\ Distance = Slope

Distance

Do individual speakers use both unimodal and multimodal hyperarticulation in focus marking or do they prefer one strateqgy?

RESULTS O DISCUSSION

PROSODY: Individual slopes by Focus MULTIMODAL.: Individual distances by Focus Hypo- & Hyperarticulation in focus per modality PROSODIC hyperarticulation preferred MULTIMODAL hyperarticulation preferred
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Hyperarticulation persists in the individual
marking of focus across modalities
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Individual variation differs between modalities

Most speakers use only one hyperarticulation
strateqgy, but all hyperarticulate in at least one
strategy
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e Both strategies are needed for a
— — : . comprehensive picture on hyperarticulation in

Multimodal hyperarticulation
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SEPARATE INDIVIDUAL STRATEGIES STRATEGY GROUPS STRATEGY POWER RELATIONS Other focus contexts (e.g., contrastivity) may
. . . . be relevant in individual marking

" Prosody: 41.7% hyperarticulate in focus = 37.5% use both strategies = 29.2% prefer prosodic strategy (left plot) | |

Higher variation of slopes in background * 58.3% use multimodal only = 70.8% prefer multimodal strategy (right plot) Restrmted MEasures: other- prosodic or
= Multimodal: stable hyperarticulation in focus " 4.2% use prosody only " 41.7%: strong preference for one strategy multimodal measures are likely to be involved

(96%) But some participants differ only little — Everyone hyperarticulates — all prefer the multimodal one in hypo- & hyperarticulation
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