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Aim: controlled assessment of whether LIS signers use GA not simply as a metalinguistic tool, but instead, whether
its properties are taken advantage of for referential purposes for efficient communication in informative task
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Although the task of USE OF CONSTRUCTED More direct representation DEPICTION AS
participants was purely ACTION DUE ITS EFFICIENCY of the event - multiple ADVANTAGE OF

informative, they elements that are perceived
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combination with another single representation
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