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e The “complex” variables, /e/ and /e&/, have slightly higher birthyear e [n cases of dialect reallocation, focusing should occur (Trudgill
. . . coefficients than 2 of the “simple” variables, /1/ and /e/ (Figure 4). 1986, Britain & Trudgill 2005).
C O I I I p 16X1ty ln dlaleCt Cont aCt OUt CO I I I eS e /i/ has the rarest southern variant in generation 1 and completes its e So the overall variance for each front vowel should decrease from
change within one generation, thus showing a high birthyear coefficient. one generation to the next.
RObin D 0O dSWOrth N Ofth C arolin a St ate UHiVGfSity e The complex variables do not change more quickly than the simple e This is true for the simple variables, but the complex variables
/ variables in the first generation; they take until generation 3 to show finish focusing within one generation (Figure 6).

higher rates of change (Figure 5). e The simple variables show clear reduction in between-speaker

e Rate of change alone does not strongly distinguish the simple and com- variance over time, but the complex variables do not (Figure 7).
plex variables.
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Figure 5: Estimates for generations 2 and 3, relative to generation 1, in linear mixed-
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effects models. Dashed lines are complex variables.

— Dependent variables: Lobanov-normalized F1 and F2 (at nu-
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: . : . . . veer I [ * Figure 7: Variance in speaker intercepts from linear mixed effects models at
— Fixed effects: preceding place; following place, manner, voice; . . . .
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e /¢/ is conditioned by following place: Fronted variants occur before . 1' 0 ) 2 Conclusions
coronals in generation 1 (Figure 2). normalized F2 at nucleus , | , ,
e /e/ is conditioned by following place: Raised variants occur before Figure 2: Effect of following place for /e/ across 3 generations e Complex variables show higher rates of change than simple variables Bibli h
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