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e Future directions: Investigating motion processing in children's development and in bilingual speakers
Helen Engemann Coralie Vincent et Efstathia Soroli 1. il(;)l;lg D. I. (1996). From « thought and language » to « thinking for speaking ». In J. J. Gumperz & S. C. Levinson (ed.), Rethinking linguistic relativity (p.
). Cambridge, UK: Cambridge University Press.
Institut fur Psych0|inguistik & Maya Hickmann Laboratoire Savoirs, Textes, 2. Slobin, D. I. (2004). How people move: Discourse effects of linguistic typology. In C. L. Moder & A. Martinovic-Zic (ed.), Discourse across languages and
. . . cultures (p. 195-210). Amsterdam & Philadelphia: John Benjamins Publishing.
Didaktik der deutschen SpraChe Laboratoire Structures Langage 3. Choi, S. & Bowerman, M. (1991). Learning to express motion events in English and Korean: The influence of language-specific lexicalization patterns.
i it3 i ité Li Cognition, 41, p. 83—-121.
Goethe Universitat Fr.ankfu fi Formelles du Lang,age CNRS & Unive r_SIte _Ille.3 . Choi, S. & Hattrup, K. (2012). Relative contribution of cognition/perception and language on spatial categorization. Cognitive Science, 36, 102—129.
h.engemann@em.uni-frankfurt.de  CNRS & Université Paris 8 efstathia.soroli@univ-lille3.fr

4
5. Talmy, L. (2000). Toward a Cognitive Semantics: Typology and Process in Concept Structuring (Vol. 2). Cambridge (Mass.); London: the MIT Press.
6. R Core Team (2015). R: A language and environment for statistical computing. R Foundation for Statistical Computing, Vienna, Austria.

7

Agence Nationale de la Recherche

N

Douglas Bates, Martin Maechler, Ben Bolker, Steve Walker (2015). Fitting Linear Mixed-Effects Models Using Ime4. Journal of Statistical Software,
67(1), 1-48.

8. Hanke, M., Halchenko, Y. O., Sederberg, P. B., Hanson, S. J., Haxby, J. V. & Pollmann, S. (2008). PyMVPA: A Python toolbox for classifier-based data
analysis. Poster presented at the 34th conference "Psychology and Brain" (Psychologie und Gehirn 2008).

LANGACROSS-2 was funded by ANR & DFG

http://archive.sfl.cnrs.fr/-LANGACROSS-2-2011-2014-Utterance-.html




