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INTRODUCTION RESULTS: Experiment 1

Resumptive pronouns (RPs) have been argued to help comprehenders establish complex or

infelicitous filler-gap dependencies [1,2]. Yet, RPs do not consistently facilitate comprehension [3], Comprehension: Subject x Tail interaction 1.00 L :imate'si -
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In this study, we delineate one case where RPs may facilitate processing - when local ambiguity
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the SRC reading via filler-verb agreement and filler animacy (inanimates are less SRC-biased [6]).

EXPERIMENT 1: Acceptability Judgement & Comprehension RESULTS: Experiment 2

A joint acceptability judgement and comprehension task (participants= 60, sets=48) in a 2x2x3
design, crossing: Subject (Null or Overt), Tail (Gap or RP), and Filler type (animate.PL, animate.SG or
inanimate.PL).
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animate.PL We like the apprentices, that {¢ | people} tested.PL {_| them}. during training.

animate.SG We like the apprentice, that {@ | people} tested.PL {_ | him}, during training.

inanimate.PL.  We like the experiments. that {2 | people} tested.PL {_ | them}. during training.

Question: Did the { apprentices | apprentice | experiments } test something?

CONCLUSION

EXPERIMENT 2: Sentence Completion

The distribution of RPs in Hebrew is modulated by local ambiguity with an SRC.

We found that when the subject of an ORC is null, and the filler is a likely subject (animate and agreeing
with the verb):

e Comprehension of the filler-gap dependency decreases but RPs restore comprehension;
e RP acceptability increases, and they are rated on a par with gaps.

Pilot sentence completion task (participants=20, sets=24). Participants wrote an RC completion to a
filler+comp preamble, following a two-sentence context in a 2X3 design, crossing Subject (Null or
Overt) and Filler type (animate.PL, animate.SG or inanimate.PL).

Context {9 | the researchers} tested.PL the { apprentices | apprentice | experiments } in the
beginning of the year. Still, the { apprentices | apprentice | experiments } failed.

The { apprentices | apprentice | experiments } that failed.




