The EffECts Of tense Emma Wing®& Pavel Koval®™

*University of Connecticut

on event representations during processing *New York University: Abu Dhab

contact: emma.wing@uconn.edu

Background Results

During event comprehension, we track and represent changes to tense == past = future  picture type = - initial state == end state
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Methods Discussion

Participants: Selt-reported monolingual Sentence conditions: . . , ,
native English-speaking adults recruited via Mo <tored the oot he interaction between tense and event representations is more amodal
store : MINIMAL CHANGE |SIMPLE PAST :
Prolific E‘;)) Alz; eaned tisgot RS TANTIAL CHANGE | <IMPLE PACT than grounded: object states that are more relevant to a comprenender are not
(Exp 1 N=179; Exp 2 N=185; Exp 3: N=364) | | made more salient by tense. Substantial change events may be existentially
(c) Alan will store the pot. MINIMAL CHANGE |SIMPLE FUTURE , , f | f
Procedure: Sentence-Picture Verification (d) Alan will clean the pot. CUBSTANTIAL CHANGE | SIMPLE FUTURE bound at VP, and their content is therefore unable to be affected by tense.
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Follow-up: Explore the potential relationship between tense and typicality'?.
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