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Swabian Panel Study Trend Study

Corpus STUTTGART | SCH. GMUND STUTTGART | SCH. GMUND
AGE SEX Hi Lo Hi Lo Hi Lo Hi Lo
1982 M Edu Edu Edu Edu Edu Edu Edu Edu
(1-60yrs) [ 0 0 0 1
1982 M 0 ! 0 2
(18-30yrs) [ 4 0 6 0
2017 M ! 1 3 1
(61-90yrs) [y 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 1
2017 M 0 ! 0 2 0 ! ! 3
(31-60yrs) [y 4 0 6 0 1 2 3 4
2017 > 1 1 3 1 1 2 2 1
(18-30yrs) [y 4 0 3 2
By education 1 1 3 2
By community 10 4 18 8 7 7 13 13
Total recordings 14 26 14 26

40 40

Figure 3.1. Swabian corpus
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Figure 4.1a. AKAL (Zakal): Percentage of paradigms a: and o: across the sample
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Figure 4.1b. AXAD (2axad): Percentage of paradigms a: and o: across the sample
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Figure 4.2a. AKAL (Pakal): Percentage of paradigm a: for all speakers by heritage
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Figure 4.2b. AXAD (Zaxad): Percentage of paradigm a: for all speakers by heritage
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Figure 4.4a. AKAL (Paxad): Percentage of paradigm a: by heritage for generations
3and4

100% 1
90%
80%
70% ]
60%
50%
40%
30%
20%

10%

0%
1s 25mM 25F 3sm 3SF 1P 2P 3P

W Jor OPal

Figure 4.4b. AXAD (Paxad): Percentage of paradigm a: by heritage for generations
3and4



100%

90%

80%

70%

60%

50%

40%

30%

20%

10%

0%

Percentage of Speakers with Merger or Partial Overlap in Kolokwa

EMBA>.8 OBA>.6

N\

21%

37%

NNY 37%

38%

i

79%
63%
58%
TRAP-LOT STRUT- FOOT- FACE-KIT FACE-

THOUGHT GOAT FLEECE

63%

KIT-
FLEECE

Figure 5.3. The percentage of Kolokwa speakers (n = 24) who have mergers (solid
color) for a given vowel pair; the graph also shows the percentage of speakers (n=24)
who, while not having a merger, show partial overlap (striped); the BA scores for
mergers are > .8 and for partial overlap .8 > x> .6
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® Figure 7.5. Participants’ self-attributed degree of identification with home state (top)
and host community (bottom) (Source: Adapted from Oushiro 2020b, 85.)
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. Figure 9.1. Participants’ beliefs about T-flapping in AmE; for each word, the rating is

given as the ratio of the mean flapped rating to the mean unflapped rating
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given as the ratio of the mean flapped rating to the mean unflapped rating





