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Fundamentals of human communication reside not only in our ability to
use speech but also to recruit our body movements for meaningful expres-
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sion. Our group investigates how our bodily actions interact with language
structure, processing, and use in communication across languages and
cultures. We focus on two domains of human communicative behavior:
(1) gestures that speakers use while speaking, and (2) sign languages
(established or emerging) used by deaf people.
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Role of modality
in sign language
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effects in locative expressions, we also
found that both languages used language-specific and categorical as well as
analogical structures in locative expressions. Thus, even in the domain of space,
the affordances of visual modality seem
to be constrained by linguistic structures
and reveal linguistic diversity.

Other subprojects
• Neurocognition of gesture
• Sign/gesture development
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