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4. Empirical investigations
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4.3 Mental representation in language processing: Proceduralization
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Figure 1. Average speaking rates in L2 French and L1 English
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Figure 2. Average mean length of runs in L2 French and L1 English
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Figure 3. Individual speaking rate scores in L2 French and L1 English
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Figure 4. Individual mean length of run scores in L2 French and L1 English
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