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Sign language research shows ‘head forward’ (‘hf’) can be indicator or part of the
|NTRODUCT|ON nonmanual configuration in interrogatives, conditionals and other constructions. The
actual study is based on corpus data, annotated by Deaf natives focusing on

clause-like units (CLUs) and nonmanuals (NMs). In central stage of this study is informed evaluation on ‘hf’, that is, the Deaf
annotators understanding of ‘hf’ und its function/s is analyzed.

1. Determine ‘hf’s within given signed
A P P ROA C H discourse by selecting them from

Deaf annotators’ associations
with ‘head forward’
In Austrian Sign Language
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» a choice of signed texts of the corpus, focusing on videos with themes
[ embedded (polar) interrogativity about expressing wishes, thoughts, negative and positive experiences

_ » in total 150 min annotated material .
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\ Abbr.:

hf: head forward

others (eg part of br: brows raised

/ CA-COI’]StI’UCtIOI’]) NMs: nonmanuals

CLU: claus-like unit
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FUTURE — EXPECTATIONS

B) Modal of functional/semantic
A) Analysis on language status interpretation of nonmanuals

Based on criteria of

a) systematic recognition of forms

b) systematic association of meanings/functions

c) well-formed evaluation regarding co-occurrence of NMs
d) replacement/alternation of particular NMs in each CLU
e) subjective awareness of rules of usage by SL-users

>% % broad:
L multiple of meanings

more narrowed:
a few meanings

narrowed:

We expect to gain information particular meaning/function

» on acceptability and variation
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