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Phonological misuse analysis of Japanese Sign Language learners and learning
effects of explicit instruction.

NOMI, Yukiko
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Focusing on the phonological parameter "movement," which is considered the
most difficult for native speakers of Japanese Sign Language to learn when learning a sign language,
this study organized the grammatical rules for phonological changes in Japanese Sign Language,
especially for compound words, and visualized the similarities with Japanese grammar, and selected
grammar items that Japanese sign language learners should pay special attention to learn. The
following is a brief description of the content of the explicit instruction.
As explicit instructional content, it was suggested that (1) modifiers weaken and disappear in the
same way as Japanese clitics, and (2) AB becomes Ab or ab for the first element and aB for the
second element as a characteristic of sign language, are effective. As a learning material, a sign
language commentary video specialized for AB could be created, which would lead to effective
learning by sign language learners.
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