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Where are young and emerging sign languages and why do they matter? What factors are associated with higher rates of lexical overilap?
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» shorter time depth than established spoken/sign languages: N S SR TR * signers from esoteric communities will have higher lexical overlap/lower variation than signers from exoteric communities
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» used by subsets of linguistic community who know a deaf person o~ 2 I IR - lexical overlap/variation rates may be related to amount of interaction, frequency of interaction, number of communication
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child signers have higher lexical overlap
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Field site: Nebaj, Guatemala elicitation task with over 60 photos of deaf child signers (N=9)
Population: 100,000+ (municipio) familiar items from categories including: (ages 7;4-13;7)
Spoken Languages: Ixil, Spanish people; food; animals; vehicles communication partners (N= female signers have higher lexical overlap
(each other, relatives, friends)
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Whatis lexical overiap? NECURENNEIN - | OF uw

using the same sign for the same referent (can be considered an indicator of convergence or conventionalization) e Corr s Tega e,
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overlapping signs all signs jaccard similarity score future directions
signer 1 labels AR EAT - document social interations of signers, quantitative measures of frequency, length of interactions
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- evaluate overlap based on sign form versus iconic prototype (current coding)
» compare jaccard inex with weighted measure (Lutzenberger et al., 2021)
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