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1. INTRODUCTION

These project materials are to be understood as an appendix to a book chapter by Inka
Wissner, Inka and Melissa Gagnon, “Adverbials with preposition and adjective in Eastern Quebec
(Saguenay—Lac-St-Jean)”, forthcoming in De Gruyter. They provide detailed tables illustrating
the exact measures realized on Quebec French data retrieved by Melissa Gagnon during
sociolinguistic field work in Saguenay—Lac-St-Jean from 2021 to 2022 with thirty-four
informants within the Third Way project on prepositional adverbials from Latin to Romance, a
project led by Martin Hummel at the University of Graz (Austria)**. Measures are realized
according to a method prepared from 2020 to 2021 by Wissner and Roy using Roy’s calculator
(Roy 2021-2022), completed by standard probability testing, mentioned in footnotes, using the
Fisher-Freeman-Halton test (Lowry 1998-2023). It has been applied to all Romance languages
under study in the Third Way project. The linguistic method for data collection has been
developed from 2018 to 2020 (Wissner 2023), linguistic data processing from 2020 to 2022
(Wissner forthcoming).

* M. Gagnon (fieldwork, linguistic data processing, measures): Junior linguist (MA on-going), contractor at the
University of Graz; I. Wissner (methodology, coordination): linguist at the University of Franche-Comté (France)

** Project financed in total by the Austrian Science Fund nr. P 30751-G30 (2018-2022).




2. The Third Way: Project material on Quebec French
Tables with statistical measures

2.1 The adverbials’ recognition by the informants
in their surrounding and their dialect (A.1-A.2)







A.1-A.2 Recognition A2 A2 A2 A2 A2 A2
Categories exclusive £ 5 o ? E — 85| = 5 g ? 2 B S :
Answers in absolute numbers and | & & ? 2 = g & : 5 2 EL | T & : 5 2
% S | B g SEE T2 | ok = L
2| g8 - SE|ZE - x| T
= é., o g ,3 [ * § “ g Se * M
French [Saguenay—Lac-St-Jean] 0.3 0 0 34 9.8+0.2/-1.3 0.3 0 0 34 9.8+0.2/-1.3
Item 3: Pour de bon 0%) | (100%) | [83%CL:+0.2/-1.1] 0%) (100%) | [83%CL+0.2/-1.1]
Female speakers 0.6 0 0 17 9.6+0.4/-2.4 0.6 0 0 17 9.6+0.4/-2.4
(0%) (100%) | [83%CL+0.3/-2.0] | p=1.0 (0%) (100%) | [83%CL:+03/-2.0] | p=1.0
Male speakers 0.6 0 0 17 9.6 +0.4/-2.4 Notsign. | 0.6 0 0 17 9.6 +0.4/-2.4 Not sign.
(0%) | (100%) | [83%CI:+0.3/-2.0] (0%) (100%) | [83 % CL:+0.3/-2.0]
Younger speakers 0.6 0 0 18 9.6+0.4/-22 0.6 0 0 18 9.6+0.4/-2.2
(0%) (100%) | [83%CL+0.3/-1.9] | p=0.96 (0%) (100%) | [83%CI:403/-1.9] | p=0.96
Elder speakers 0.6 0 0 16 9.6+0.4/-2.5 Notsign. | 0.6 0 0 16 9.6+0.4/-2.5 Not sign.
(0%) (100%) | [83% CIL:+0.3/-2.1] (0%) (100%) | [83 % CL:+0.3/-2.1]
1.3 0 0 8 9.3+0.7/-4.1 p=0.98 1.3 0 0 8 9.3+0.7/-4.1 p=0.98
[83 % CIL: +0.6 / -3.5] [83 % CI: +0.6 / -3.5]
1.0 0 0 10 9.4+0.6/-3.5 p=0.93 1.0 0 0 10 9.4+0.6/-3.5 p=0.93
[83 % CL +0.5 / -3.0] [83 % CL: +0.5 / -3.0]
1.3 0 0 8 9.3+0.7/-4.1 p=0.98 1.3 0 0 8 9.3+0.7/-4.1 p=0.98
[83 % CL +0.6 / -3.5] [83 % CL: +0.6 / -3.5]
1.3 0 0 8 9.3+0.7/-4.1 p=0.98 1.3 0 0 8 9.3+0.7/-4.1 p=0.98
[83 % CIL: +0.6 / -3.5] [83 % CI: +0.6 / -3.5]
b P 0ompariso een age-gro ILb significance (P =), comparison age-groups
8 | 6-6 6 18 to 29 30 to 45 46 to 65 > 65
p=093 p=10 p=10 p=093 p=10 p=10
p=0.93 p=0.93 p=0.93 p=0.93
p=10 p=10
French [Saguenay—Lac-St-Jean] 0.3 0 34 0 0.2 +0.8/-0.2 0.3 0 34 0 0.2+0.8/-0.2
Ttem 4: (*)De fixe 100%) | (0%) [83 % CI: +0.7/-0.2] (100%) 0%) [83 % CI: +0.7 /-0.2]

Table 2.1: Analysis: A.1-2. The adverbials’ recognition (A.1) and local recognition (4.2)




A.1-A.2 Recognition A2 A2 A2 A2 A2 A2
Categories exclusive £ 5 =) ? E - g o £ E g ? 7= g :
; & | Z2¢ =] ge ® 2 2| =8 = 2
Answers in absolute numbers and § = Y] 2 3 g < < 0%2 § E | e & - e w
% I 2% 6 SEE| gE |28 | =k °E | <F
x| a8 58| IF|53| 28 3§ | I3
- (=} - ©w = !
French [Saguenay—Lac-St-Jean] 0.3 0 27 7 22+1.6/-1.3 0.3 2 27 5 1.6 +1.5/-1.1
Item 5: Pour certain (79%) (21%) | [83%CL+1.4/-1.2] 6%) | (79%) (15%) | [83%CL:+1.3/-1.0]
Female speakers 0.6 0 14 3 2.0+2.3/-1.6 0.6 1 14 2 1.5+2.2/-1.3
(82%) (18%) [83%CL:+2.0/-14] | p=0.7 (6%) (82%) (12%) [83%CL+19/-11] | p=0.67
Male speakers 0.6 0 13 4 25424/-19 Not sign. 0.6 1 13 3 20+23/-1.6 Not sign.
(76%) (24%) | [83%CL:+2.1/-1.7] 6%) | (76%) (18%) | [83%CL+2.0/-14]
Younger speakers 0.6 0 15 3 1.9+22/-1.6 0.6 1 15 2 1.4+42.1/-1.3
(83%) (17%) [83%CL+1.9/-14] | p=0.58 (6%) (83%) (11%) [83%CL+1.8/-1.1] | p=0.57
Elder speakers 0.6 0 12 4 2.742.5/-2.0 Not sign. 0.6 1 12 3 2.1+24/-1.7 Not sign.
(75%) (25%) | [83%CL:+2.2/-1.7] 6%) | (75%) (19%) | [83%CL+2.1/-1.5]
13 0 6 2 29+43.6/-2.6 p=0.82 1.3 1 6 1 1.8+3.5/-1.8 p=0.89
[83 % CIL: +3.1/-2.2] [83 % CI: +3.0/ -1.5]
1.0 0 9 1 1.5+3.0/-1.5 p=041 1.0 0 9 1 1.5+3.0/-1.5 p=0.68
[83 % CI: +2.5/-1.2] [83 % CL: +2.5 /-1.2]
13 0 5 3 39+3.6/-3.2 p=041 1.3 1 5 2 29+43.6/-2.6 p=0.57
[83 % CIL: +3.1/-2.7] [83 % CI: +3.1/-2.2]
13 0 7 1 1.8+3.5/-1.8 p=0.6 1.3 0 7 1 1.8+3.5/-1.8 p=0.89
[83 % CIL: +3.0 / -1.5] [83 % CI: +3.0/ -1.5]
b * 0 een age-gro IL.b significance (P =), comparison age-groups
8 | 6-6 6 18 to 29 30 to 45 46 to 65 > 65
p=042 p=0.6 p=0.55 p=0.84 p=0.55 p=10
p=0.19 p=0.84 p=042 p=0.84
p=027 p=0.55
P 00 O
French [Saguenay—Lac-St-Jean] 0.3 0 7 27 7.8+1.3/-1.8 0.3 2 9 23 6.7+1.6/-1.9
Item 6: En continu 21%) | (79%) | [83%CL+1.1/-16] (6%) | (26%) | (68%) | [83%CL+1.4/-1.7]
Female speakers 0.6 0 3 14 8.0+1.6/-2.8 0.6 2 4 11 6.4+22/-2.8
(18%) (82%) | [83%CL+14/-24] | p=0.72 (12%) | (24%) (64%) | [B3%CL:+1.9/-24] | p=0.74
Male speakers 0.6 0 4 13 7.5+1.9/-2.8 Not sign. 0.6 0 5 12 6.9+2.1/-2.8 Not sign.
(24%) (76%) | [83%CL+1.6/-2.4] 0%) | (29%) (71%) | [83%CL+1.8/-2.4]
0.6 0 2 16 86+12/-26 | p=022] 06 1 2 15 81+1.5/-27 | p=0.06




‘ (11%) (89%) [83 % CI: +1.1/-2.2] Not sign. (6%) (11%) (83%) [83 % CIL: +1.3 /-2.3] Not sign.
Elder speakers 0.6 0 5 11 6.7+22/-2.9 0.6 1 7 8 5.0+2.5/-2.7
(31%) (69%) | [83%CL+1.9/-2.5] 6%) | (44%) (50%) | [83%Cl:+2.2/-2.3]
13 0 1 7 82+1.8/-42 p=0.63 1.3 1 1 6 7.1+2.5/-4.1 p=0.67
[83 % CL: +1.5 / -3.6] [83 % CI: +2.2 / -3.5]
1.0 0 1 9 85+1.5/-3.7 p=0.46 1.0 0 1 9 85+1.5/-3.7 p=0.15
[83 % CL: +1.2/-3.2] [83 % CIL: +1.2 /-3.2]
13 0 0 8 9.3+0.7/-4.1 p=0.18 1.3 0 2 6 7.1+2.5/-4.1 p=0.67
[83 % CL: +0.6 / -3.5] [83 % CI: +2.2 / -3.5]
13 0 5 3 39+3.6/-3.2 p=20.05 1.3 1 5 2 29+43.6/-2.6 p=0.04
[83 % CIL: +3.1/-2.7] [83 % CI: +3.1/-2.2]
Lb significance (P =), comparison between age-groups IL.b significance (P =), comparison age-groups
18-29 30-45 46-65 > 65 18 to 29 30 to 45 46 to 65 > 65
p=047 p=10 p=0.05
p=047 p=0.01
p=0.05
Table 2.1: Analysis: A.1-2. The adverbials’ recognition (A.1) and local recognition (4.2)
A.1-A.2 Recognition A2 A2 A2 A2 A2 A2
. . - ) - —
Categories exclusive eS| oF S - co | =8| 2 z 7= g =
. 2¢ | 28 S) o o = 5¢ | £8 e S 5 £ o
Answers in absolute numbers and | § & | & L > g« < u%} gz | = L > & - e w
) oy = )
§ iEg5| ° EHELIE L
= * = Se El
g °5 S g | »5 -
French [Saguenay—Lac-St-Jean] 0.3 0 15 19 5.6+1.7/-1.9 0.3 0 15 19 56+1.7/-1.9
Item 7: A drette 44%) | (56%) | [83%CL+1.5/-1.7] (44%) | (56%) | [83%CL+1.5/-1.7]
Female speakers 0.6 0 7 10 5.842.3/-2.7 0.6 0 7 10 5.8423/-2.7
(41%) | (59%) | [83%CL:+2.0/-24] | p=0.75 (41%) | (59%) | [83%CL+2.0/-24] | p=0.75
Male speakers 0.6 0 8 9 53+42.4/-2.7 Not sign. 0.6 0 8 9 53+2.4/-2.17 Not sign.
(47%) (53%) | [83%CL+2.1/-23] (47%) (53%) | [83%CL+2.1/-2.3]
Younger speakers 0.6 0 11 7 4.0+2.5/-23 0.6 0 11 7 40+2.5/-23
(61%) | (39%) | [83%CL+2.1/-20] | p=0.05 (61%) | (39%) | [83%CL:+2.1/-20] | p=0.05
Elder speakers 0.6 0 4 12 7.342.0/-2.9 Not sign. 0.6 0 4 12 7.342.0/-2.9 Not sign.
(25%) (75%) | [83%CL:+1.7/-2.5] (25%) (75%) | [83%CL +1.7/-2.5]
1.3 0 3 5 6.1+3.1/-3.9 p=0.82 1.3 0 3 5 6.1+3.1/-3.9 p=0.82

[83 % CI: +2.6 / -3.4]

[83 % CI: +2.6 / -3.4]




1.0 0 8 2 24+32/-2.1 p=0.03 1.0 0 8 2 24+32/-2.1 p=0.03
[83 % CI: +2.7 / -1.8] [83 % CIL: +2.7/-1.8]
1.3 0 2 6 7.1+2.5/-4.1 p=0.39 1.3 0 2 6 7.1+2.5/-4.1 p=0.39
[83 % CI: +2.2 / -3.5] [83 % CIL: +2.2 / -3.5]
1.3 0 2 6 7.1+2.5/-4.1 p=04 1.3 0 2 6 7.1+2.5/-4.1 p=04
[83 % CI: +2.2 / -3.5] [83 % CIL: +2.2/-3.5]
L.b significance (P =), comparison between age-groups IL.b significance (P =), comparison age-groups
18-29 30-45 46-65 > 65 18 to 29 30 to 45 46 to 65 > 65
p=0.07 p=0.62 p=0.62 p=0.07 p=0.62 p=0.62
p=0.02 p=0.02 p=0.02 p=0.02
p=10 p=10
French [Saguenay—Lac-St-Jean] 0.3 0 32 2 0.8+1.2/-0.7 0.3 0 32 2 0.8+1.2/-0.7
Item 8.1: En especial (94%) (6%) [83 % CI: +1.1/-0.6] (94%) (6%) [83 % CIL: +1.1/-0.6]
Female speakers 0.6 0 15 2 1.5+22/-1.3 0.6 0 15 2 1.54+22/-1.3
(88%) (12%) [83%CL+1.9/-11] | p=0.27 (88%) (12%) [83%CL+1.9/-1.1] | p=0.27
Male speakers 0.6 0 17 0 0.4+1.6/-0.4 Not sign. 0.6 0 17 0 0.4+1.6/-0.4 Not sign.
(100%) (0%) [83 % CI: +1.4/-0.3] (100%) (0%) [83 % CI: +1.4/-0.3]
Younger speakers 0.6 0 17 1 09+1.9/-09 0.6 0 17 1 09+1.9/-09
(94%) (6%) [83%CL+1.6/-07] | p=0.92 (94%) (6%) [83%CL+1.6/-07] | p=0.92
Elder speakers 0.6 0 15 1 1.0+2.1/-1.0 Not sign. 0.6 0 15 1 1.0+2.1/-1.0 Not sign.
(94%) (6%) | [83%CL+1.8/-0.8] (94%) (6%) [83 % CI: +1.8 /-0.8]
1.3 0 7 1 1.8+3.5/-1.8 p=0.66 1.3 0 7 1 1.8+3.5/-1.8 p=0.66
[83 % CIL: +3.0/ -1.5] [83 % CIL: +3.0 /-1.5]
1.0 0 10 0 0.6 +2.5/-0.6 p=0.49 1.0 0 10 0 0.6 +2.5/-0.6 p=049
[83 % CI: +2.1/-0.5] [83 % CIL: +2.1/-0.5]
1.3 0 8 0 0.7+3.0/-0.7 p=0.62 1.3 0 8 0 0.7+3.0/-0.7 p=0.62
[83 % CL: +2.5/-0.6] [83 % CI: +2.5/-0.6]
1.3 0 7 1 1.8+3.5/-1.8 p=0.67 1.3 0 7 1 1.8+3.5/-1.8 p=0.67

[83 % CL +3.0/-1.5]
Lb significance (P =), comparison between age-groups

18-29 30-45 46-65 > 65
p=0.39 p=0.46 p=10

p=0.90 =039

p=0.46

Table 2.1: Analysis: A.1-2. The adverbials’ recognition (A.1) and local recognition (4.2)

[83 % CI: +3.0 / -1.5]

IL.b significance (P =), comparison age-groups

18 to 29 30 to 45 46 to 65 > 65
=039 p=0.46 p=10
p=0.90 =039
p=0.46




A.1-A.2 Recognition A2 A2 A2 A2 A2 A2
Categories exclusive = E oZ E — 2o | & ; g z 7 = g =
. £2 | 28 =) - oow = 5S¢ | £8 gz E T
Answers in absolute numbers and g = o ® g« (I < & - S w
% ss | 3 E & SEE Tls2| =L o T
15|62 =% | 35|35 28 S5 | %3
S @ = 1 S o= = T
French [Saguenay—Lac-St-Jean] 0.3 0 0 34 9.8+0.2/-1.3 0.3 0 0 34 9.8+0.2/-1.3
Item 8.2: En spécial 0%) | (100%) | [83%CL:+0.2/-1.2] 0%) | (100%) | [83%CI:+0.2/-1.2]
Female speakers 0.6 0 0 17 9.6 +0.4/-2.4 0.6 0 0 17 9.6 +0.4/-2.4
(0%) (100%) | [83%CL+0.3/-2.0] | p=1.0 (0%) (100%) | [83%CL:+03/-20] | p=1.0
Male speakers 0.6 0 0 17 9.6+0.4/-2.4 Not sign. 0.6 0 0 17 9.6+0.4/-2.4 Not sign.
(0%) | (100%) | [83%CI:+0.3/-2.0] (0%) | (100%) | [83 % CI:+0.3/-2.0]
Younger speakers 0.6 0 0 18 9.4+04/-22 0.6 0 0 18 9.4+04/-22
(0%) (100%) | [83%CL+0.3/-1.9] | p=0.96 (0%) (100%) | [83%CI:+03/-1.9] | p=0.96
Elder speakers 0.6 0 0 16 9.6+0.4/-2.5 Not sign. 0.6 0 0 16 9.6+0.4/-2.5 Not sign.
(0%) | (100%) | [83%CIL:+0.3/-2.1] (0%) | (100%) | [83 % CIL:+0.3/-2.1]
1.3 0 0 8 9.3+0.7/-4.1 p=0.98 1.3 0 0 8 9.3+0.7/-4.1 p=0.98
[83 % CL +0.6 / -3.5] [83 % CI: +0.6 / -3.5]
1.0 0 0 10 9.4+0.6/-3.5 p=0.93 1.0 0 0 10 9.4+0.6/-3.5 p=093
[83 % CL +0.5 / -3.0] [83 % CI: +0.5 / -3.0]
1.3 0 0 8 9.3+0.7/-4.1 p=0.98 1.3 0 0 8 9.3+0.7/-4.1 p=0.98
[83 % CL +0.6 / -3.5] [83 % CI: +0.6 / -3.5]
1.3 0 0 8 9.3+0.7/-4.1 p=0.98 1.3 0 0 8 9.3+0.7/-4.1 p=0.98
[83 % CL +0.6 / -3.5] [83 % CI: +0.6 / -3.5]
b sig P p 0 een age-gro IL.b significance (P =), comparison age-groups
8-29 | 46-6 6 18 to 29 30 to 45 46 to 65 > 65
p=093 p=10 p=10 p=093 p=10 p=10
p=093 p=0.93 p=093 p=093
p=10 p=10
French [Saguenay—Lac-St-Jean] 0.3 0 4 30 8.7+1.0/-1.7 0.3 0 4 30 8.7+1.0/-1.7
Item 9: A Uextréme (12%) | (88%) | [83%CL:+0.9/-1.5] (12%) | (88%) | [83%CL+0.9/-1.5]
Female speakers 0.6 0 3 14 8.0+1.6/-2.8 0.6 0 3 14 8.0+1.6/-2.8
(18%) (82%) | [83%CL+14/-24] | p=0.42 (18%) (82%) | [B3%CL:+1.4/-24] | p=0.42
Male speakers 0.6 0 1 16 9.1+0.9/-2.6 Not sign. 0.6 0 1 16 9.1+0.9/-2.6 Not sign.
(6%) (94%) | [83%CIL:+0.8/-22] (6%) (94%) | [83%CL+0.8/-2.2]
0.6 0 2 16 86+12/-26 | p=091| 06 0 2 16 86+1.2/2.6 | p=091




(11%) | (89%) | [83%CL:+1.1/-2.2] | Notsign. (11%) | (89%) | [83%CL+1.1/-2.2] | Notsign.
Elder speakers 0.6 0 2 14 85+1.4/-2.8 0.6 0 2 14 85+1.4/-2.8
(12%) | (88%) | [83%CI:+1.2/-2.4] (12%) | (88%) | [83%CL+1.2/-24]
1.3 0 0 8 9.3+0.7/-4.1 p=047 1.3 0 0 8 9.3+0.7/-4.1 p=047
[83 % CL: +0.6 / -3.5] [83 % CI: +0.6 / -3.5]
1.0 0 2 8 7.6+2.1/-3.7 p=10.65 1.0 0 2 8 7.6+2.1/-3.7 p=10.65
[83 % CIL: +1.8 /-3.2] [83 % CI: +1.8 /-3.2]
1.3 0 0 8 9.3+0.7/-4.1 p=047 1.3 0 0 8 9.3+0.7/-4.1 p=047
[83 % CL: +0.6 / -3.5] [83 % CI: +0.6 / -3.5]
1.3 0 2 6 7.1+42.5/-4.1 p=048 1.3 0 2 6 7.1+2.5/-4.1 p=048
[83 % CL: +2.2 / -3.5] [83 % CI: +2.2 / -3.5]
L.b significance (P =), comparison between age-groups IL.b significance (P =), comparison age-groups
18-29 30-45 46-65 > 65 18 to 29 30 to 45 46 to 65 > 65
p=0235 p=10 p=0.26
p=0.35 p=0.8
p=0.26
Table 2.1: Analysis: A.1-2. The adverbials’ recognition (A.1) and local recognition (4.2)
A.1-A.2 Recognition A2 A2 A2 A2 A2 A2
Categories exclusive £ ; oZ E — gES | & ; = = g B
. 2 Z 8 o oo B = =2 2= o S 5 <
Answers in absolute numbers and § = Y] 2 2 g < < u%} § | Zw > & - e w
% $E | & é SsE| S22 | 228| <% ¢ TE| S%
S = =) e e = | S = z S S8 =
g = o _G" wn = ~ 1
French [Saguenay—Lac-St-Jean] 0.3 0 2 32 9.2+0.7/-1.5 0.3 0 2 32 9.2+0.7/-1.5
Item 10: En gros (6%) (94%) | [83%CL+0.6/-1.4] (6%) (94%) | [83%CL+0.6/-1.4]
Female speakers 0.6 0 2 15 8.5+1.3/-2.7 0.6 0 2 15 8.5+1.3/-2.7
(12%) (88%) | [83%CL:+1.1/-23] | p=0.35 (12%) (88%) | [83%CL+1.1/-23] | p=0.35
Male speakers 0.6 0 0 17 9.6 +0.4/-2.4 Not sign. 0.6 0 0 17 9.6 +0.4 /-2.4 Not sign.
(0%) | (100%) | [83%CI:+0.3/-2.0] (0%) | (100%) | [83%CL+0.3/-2.0]
Younger speakers 0.6 0 0 18 9.6+0.4/-2.2 0.6 0 0 18 9.6+0.4/-2.2
(0%) (100%) | [83%CL+03/-19] | p=0.32 (0%) (100%) | [83%CL:+0.3/-1.9] | =032
Elder speakers 0.6 0 2 14 8.5+1.4/-2.8 Not sign. 0.6 0 2 14 8.5+1.4/-2.8 Not sign.
(12%) (88%) | [83%CL:+1.2/-24] (12%) (88%) | [83%CL+1.2/-2.4]
1.3 0 0 8 9.3+0.7/-4.1 p=0.69 1.3 0 0 8 9.3+0.7/-4.1 p=0.69

[83 % CI: +0.6 / -3.5]

[83 % CI: +0.6 / -3.5]




1.0 0 10 9.4+0.6/-3.5 p=0.59 1.0 0 0 10 9.4+0.6/-3.5 p=0.59
[83 % CL +0.5 / -3.0] [83 % CI: +0.5 / -3.0]
1.3 0 8 9.3+0.7/-4.1 p=0.69 1.3 0 0 8 9.3+0.7/-4.1 p=0.69
[83 % CL +0.6 / -3.5] [83 % CI: +0.6 / -3.5]
1.3 2 6 7.1+2.5/-4.1 p=033 1.3 0 2 6 7.1+2.5/-4.1 p=0.33
[83 % CL: +2.2 / -3.5] [83 % CIL: +2.2 / -3.5]
L.b significance (P =), comparison between age-groups IL.b significance (P =), comparison age-groups
18-29 30-45 46-65 > 65 18 to 29 30 to 45 46 to 65 > 65
p=093 p=10 p=026 p=093 p=10 p=0.26
p=093 p=021 p=093 p=021
p=026 p=0.26
French [Saguenay—Lac-St-Jean] 0.3 0 34 9.8+02/-1.3 0.3 0 0 34 9.8+02/-1.3
Ttem 11: A‘ l:improviste 0%) (100%) [83 % CI: +0.2 / -1.1] (0%) (100%) [83 % CI: +0.2 /-1.1]
Female speakers 0.6 0 17 9.6 +0.4/-2.4 0.6 0 0 17 9.6 +0.4/-2.4
(0%) (100%) | [83%CL+0.3/-20] | p=1.0 (0%) (100%) | [83%CL:+03/-2.0] | p=1.0
Male speakers 0.6 0 17 9.6+0.4/-2.4 Notsign. | 0.6 0 0 17 9.6+0.4/-2.4 Not sign.
(0%) | (100%) | [83% CI:+0.3/-2.0] (0%) | (100%) | [83 % CI:+0.3/-2.0]
Younger speakers 0.6 0 18 9.6+0.4/-2.2 0.6 0 0 18 9.6+0.4/-2.2
(0%) (100%) | [83%CL+03/-1.9] | p=0.96 (0%) (100%) | [83%CL:+0.3/-1.9] | »=0.96
Elder speakers 0.6 0 16 9.6 +0.4 /-2.5 Not sign. 0.6 0 0 16 9.6 +0.4/-2.5 Not sign.
(0%) | (100%) | [83%CIL:+0.3/-2.1] (0%) | (100%) | [83%CL+0.3/-2.1]
1.3 0 8 9.3+0.7/-4.1 p=0.98 1.3 0 0 8 9.3+0.7/-4.1 p=0.98
[83 % CI: +0.6 / -3.5] [83 % CI: +0.6 / -3.5]
1.0 0 10 9.4+0.6/-3.5 p=0.93 1.0 0 0 10 9.4+0.6/-3.5 p=0.93
[83 % CI: +0.5 / -3.0] [83 % CI: +0.5 /-3.0]
1.3 0 8 9.3+0.7/-4.1 p=0.98 1.3 0 0 8 9.3+0.7/-4.1 p=0.98
[83 % CI: +0.6 / -3.5] [83 % CI: +0.6 / -3.5]
1.3 0 8 9.3+0.7/-4.1 p=0.98 1.3 0 0 8 9.3+0.7/-4.1 p=0.98
[83 % CL +0.6 / -3.5] [83 % CI: +0.6 / -3.5]
L.b significance (P =), comparison between age-groups IL.b significance (P =), comparison age-groups
18-29 30-45 46-65 > 65 18 to 29 30 to 45 46 to 65 > 65
p=093 p=10 p=10 =093 p=10 p=10
p=093 =093 p=093 p=093
p=10 p=10

Table 2.1: Analysis: A.1-2. The adverbials’ recognition (A.1) and local recognition (4.2)
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A.1-A.2 Recognition A2 A2 A2 A2 A2 A2
Categories exclusive £ 5 = ? E — E = £ ; g ? = g :
. @ Z S o oo & @ =& o O o® =
Answers in absolute numbers and § = Y] : © & « e N § = | Z : o s w
9 g 2 = z == 8 < B S 2 o E. z o L]
& isg5| ° °fg| 35 /:s|28| ° ZE| SE
= é., & g g o < 7 = é., g) g SRS *
French [Saguenay—Lac-St-Jean] 0.3 0 4 30 8.7+1.0/-1.7 0.3 0 6 28 81+1.2/-1.8
Item 12: Au large (12%) | (88%) | [83%CL+0.9/-15] (18%) | (82%) | [83%CL+1.1/-1.6]
Female speakers 0.6 0 1 16 9.1+0.9/-2.6 0.6 0 1 16 9.1+0.9/-2.6
(6%) (94%) | [83%CL+08/-22] | p=0.42 (6%) (94%) | [83%CI:+0.8/-22] | p=0.13
Male speakers 0.6 0 3 14 8.0+1.6/-2.8 Not sign. 0.6 0 5 12 6.9+2.1/-2.8 Not sign.
(18%) (82%) [83 % CI: +1.4/-2.4] (29%) (71%) [83 % CL: +1.8 / -2.4]
Younger speakers 0.6 0 3 15 8.1+1.5/-2.7 0.6 0 3 15 8.1+1.5/-2.7
(17%) (83%) [83%CL+1.3/-23] | p=0.48 (17%) (83%) [83%CL:+1.3/-23] | p=0.88
Elder speakers 0.6 0 1 15 9.0+1.0/-2.7 Not sign. 0.6 0 3 13 79+1.7/-2.9 Not sign.
(6%) (94%) | [83%CL +0.8/-2.3] (19%) (81%) | [83%CL+1.5/-2.5]
1.3 0 0 8 9.3+0.7/-4.1 p=0.49 1.3 0 0 8 9.3+0.7/-4.1 p=0.28
[83 % CL +0.6 / -3.5] [83 % CL: +0.6 / -3.5]
1.0 0 3 7 6.8+2.6/-3.7 p=0.32 1.0 0 3 7 6.8+2.6/-3.7 p=0.51
[83 % CL: +2.2/-3.2] [83 % CI: +2.2/-3.2]
1.3 0 0 8 9.3+0.7/-4.1 p=0.49 1.3 0 0 8 9.3+0.7/-4.1 p=0.28
[83 % CL +0.6 / -3.5] [83 % CL: +0.6 / -3.5]
1.3 0 1 7 82+1.8/-4.2 p=091 1.3 0 3 5 6.1+3.1/-3.9 p=0.32
[83 % CL +1.5/-3.6] [83 % CL: +2.6 / -3.4]
b ? 0 een age-gro IL.b significance (P =), comparison age-groups
8 | 46-6 6 18 to 29 30 to 45 46 to 65 > 65
=0.17 p=10 p=0.54 p=0.17 p=10 p=0.11
p=0.17 p=0.46 p=0.17 p=0.74
p=0.54 p=0.11
French [Saguenay—Lac-St-Jean] 0.3 0 32 2 0.8+1.2/-0.7 0.3 0 32 2 0.8+1.2/-0.7
Item 13: De léger (94%) | (6%) | [83%CL+1.1/-0.6] (94%) | (6%) | [83%CL+1.1/-0.6]
Female speakers 0.6 0 16 1 0.9+2.0/-0.9 0.6 0 16 1 0.9+2.0/-0.9
(94%) (6%) [83%CL:+1.7/-08] | p=1.0 (94%) (6%) [83%CL:+1.7/-08] | p=1.0
Male speakers 0.6 0 16 1 0.9+2.0/-0.9 Not sign. 0.6 0 16 1 0.9+2.0/-0.9 Not sign.
(94%) (6%) (83 % CL: +1.7/-0.8] (94%) (6%) [83 % CI: +1.7/-0.8]
0.6 0 18 0 04+1.5/-04 | p=024| 06 0 18 0 0.4+1.5/-0.4 p=024




| (100%) | (0%) | [83%CL+1.3/-03] | Notsign. (100%) | (0%) | [83%CL+1.3/-03] | Notsign.
Elder speakers 0.6 0 14 2 1.5+23/-14 0.6 0 14 2 1.5+23/-14
(87%) (13%) | [83%CL:+2.0/-1.2] (87%) (13%) | [83%CL+2.0/-1.2]
1.3 0 8 0 0.7+3.0/-0.7 p=0.62 1.3 0 8 0 0.7+3.0/-0.7 p=10.62
[83 % CI: 42.5 / -0.6] [83 % CI: +2.5 /-0.6]
1.0 0 10 0 0.6 +2.5/-0.6 p=0.48 1.0 0 10 0 0.6 +2.5/-0.6 p=048
[83 % CI: +2.1/-0.5] [83 % CI: +2.1/-0.5]
1.3 0 6 2 29+43.6/-2.6 p=0.29 1.3 0 6 2 29+43.6/-2.6 p=0.29
(83 % CL: +3.1/-2.2] [83 % CI: +3.1 /-2.2]
1.3 0 8 0 0.7+3.0/-0.7 p=0.62 1.3 0 8 0 0.7+3.0/-0.7 p=10.62
[83 % CI: 42.5 / -0.6] [83 % CI: +2.5 / -0.6]
L.b significance (P =), comparison between age-groups IL.b significance (P =), comparison age-groups
18-29 30-45 46-65 > 65 18 to 29 30 to 45 46 to 65 > 65
p=09 p=02 p=10
p=0.16 =09
p=02
Table 2.1: Analysis: A.1-2. The adverbials’ recognition (A.1) and local recognition (4.2)
A.1-A.2 Recognition A2 A2 A2 A2 A2 A2
. . - ) - —
Categories exclusive eS| oF S - co | =8| 2 z 7= g =
. 2¢ | 28 <) oo P s ¢ | E8 <) SIS 5 <
Answers in absolute numbers and | § & | & L > g« < u%} gz | = L > & - e w
) oy = )
g iz gz ¢ ":§| S5 85|28 ° 5§ SE
—-- * = oo * =
g °5 S g | »5 -
French [Saguenay—Lac-St-Jean] 0.3 0 15 19 5.6+1.7/-1.9 0.3 0 15 19 56+1.7/-1.9
Item 14: A plein (44%) | (56%) | [83%CL+1.5/-1.7] (44%) | (56%) | [83%CL+15/-1.7]
Female speakers 0.6 0 6 11 6.4+22/-2.8 0.6 0 6 11 6.4+22/-2.8
(35%) (65%) | [83%CL:+1.9/-24] | p=034 (35%) (65%) | [83%CL+19/-24] | p=034
Male speakers 0.6 0 9 8 4.7+2.5/-2.6 Not sign. 0.6 0 9 8 47+2.5/-2.6 Not sign.
(53%) (47%) | [83%CL+22/-2.2] (53%) (47%) | [83%CL:+2.2/-2.2]
Younger speakers 0.6 0 13 5 29+24/-2.0 p=0.001 0.6 0 13 5 29+2.4/-2.0 p=0.001
(72%) | (28%) | [83%CL+2.1/-18] | gjgn, (72%) | (28%) | [83%CL+21/-18] | gion,
Elder speakers 0.6 0 2 14 85+1.4/-2.8 high 0.6 0 2 14 8.5+1.4/-2.8 high
(13%) (87%) [83 % CI: +1.2/-2.4] depend. (13%) (87%) [83 % CI: +1.2/-2.4] depend.
1.3 0 6 2 29+43.6/-2.6 p=0.1 1.3 0 6 2 29+43.6/-2.6 p=0.1

[83 % CI: +3.1/-2.2]

[83 % CL: +3.1/-2.2]
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1.0 0 7 3 3.2+43.3/-2.6 p=0.14 1.0 0 7 3 32+33/-2.6 p=0.14
[83 % CI: +2.8 / -2.3] [83 % CI: +2.8 / -2.3]
1.3 0 1 7 82+1.8/-4.2 p=0.11 1.3 0 1 7 82+1.8/-42 p=0.11
[83 % CL: +1.5 / -3.6] [83 % CIL: +1.5 / -3.6]
1.3 0 1 7 82+1.8/-4.2 p=0.11 1.3 0 1 7 82+1.8/-42 p=0.11
[83 % CL: +1.5 / -3.6] [83 % CIL: +1.5 / -3.6]
L.b significance (P =), comparison between age-groups IL.b significance (P =), comparison age-groups
18-29 30-45 46-65 > 65 18 to 29 30 to 45 46 to 65 > 65
p=0.85 p=0.01 p=0.01 p=0.85 p=0.01 p=0.01
p=10.02 p=0.02 p=0.02 p=20.02
p=10 p=1.0
Item 15: De *plene 0.3 0 34 0 0.2 +0.8/-0.2 0.3 0 34 0 0.2 +0.8/-0.2
(100%) | (0%) | [83%CL+0.7/-02] (100%) | (0%) | [83%CL:+0.7/-02]
Table 2.1: Analysis: A.1-2. The adverbials’ recognition (A.1) and local recognition (4.2)
A.1-A.2 Recognition A2 A2 A2 A2 A2 A2
Categories exclusive £ ; oZ E — g S| & ; == = g B
. 2| 28 <) oo P s ¢ | E8 <) SIS 5 T
Answers in absolute numbers and | & g 9% > ° g § e c:%} -} y = LE] > o 2w
' 22 es| ¢ ctE| sg| iz (28| ° I sE
:°: o5 g * 9 :G: ] S e * N
French [Saguenay—Lac-St-Jean] 0.3 1 31 2 0.8+1.2/-0.7 0.3 1 31 2 0.8+1.2/-0.7
Item 16: De sec B%) | (91%) (6%) (83 % CL: +1.1/-0.6] 3%) | (91%) (6%) [83 % CI: +1.1/-0.6]
Female speakers 0.6 1 16 0 0.4+1.6/-0.4 0.6 1 16 0 0.4+1.6/-0.4
(6%) | (94%) (0%) [83%CL+14/-03] | p=0.27 (6%) | (94%) (0%) [83%CI: +1.4/-03] | p=0.27
Male speakers 0.6 0 15 2 1.5+2.2/-1.3 Not sign. 0.6 0 15 2 1.54+22/-1.3 Not sign.
(0%) | (88%) (12%) | [83%CL+1.9/-1.1] 0%) | (88%) (12%) | [83%CL+1.9/-1.1]
Younger speakers 0.6 1 15 2 1.4+2.1/-1.3 0.6 1 15 2 1.4+2.1/-1.3
(6%) | (83%) | (11%) | [83%CL+1.8/-11] | p=03 (6%) | (83%) (11%) | [83%CL+18/-11] | p=03
Elder speakers 0.6 0 16 0 0.4+1.7/-0.4 Not sign. 0.6 0 16 0 0.4+1.7/-0.4 Not sign.
(0%) | (100%) | (0%) [83 % CI: +1.4/-0.3] 0%) | (100%) | (0%) [83 % CI: +1.4 /-0.3]
1.3 0 8 0 0.7+3.0/-0.7 p=0.68 1.3 0 8 0 0.7+3.0/-0.7 p=0.68
[83 % CL: +2.5 / -0.6] [83 % CI: +2.5 / -0.6]
1.0 1 7 2 24+32/-2.1 p=0.37 1.0 1 7 2 24+32/-2.1 p=0.37
[83 % CI: +2.7/-1.8] [83 % CI: +2.7 / -1.8]
1.3 0 8 0 0.7+3.0/-0.7 p=0.68 1.3 0 8 0 0.7+3.0/-0.7 p=0.68
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[83 % CI: +2.5 / -0.6]

[83 % CI: +2.5 / -0.6]

1.3 0 8 0 0.7+3.0/-0.7 p=0.68 1.3 0 8 0 0.7+3.0/-0.7 p=0.68
[83 % CL: +2.5 / -0.6] [83 % CI: +2.5 / -0.6]
b sig P omp on b een age-gro IL.b significance (P =), comparison age-groups
8-29 | 46-6 6 18 to 29 30 to 45 46 to 65 > 65
p=0.28 p=10 p=10 p=0.28 p=1.0 p=1.0
p=0.28 p=0.28 p=0.28 p=0.28
p=10 p=10
French [Saguenay—Lac-St-Jean] 0.3 0 3 31 9.0+0.9/-1.6
Item 17: D’ordinaire 9%) 91%) | [83%CL+0.7/-1.4]
Female speakers 0.6 0 1 16 9.1+0.9/-2.6
6%) | (94%) | [83%CL+0.8/-22] | p=0.68
Male speakers 0.6 0 2 15 8.5+1.3/-2.7 Not sign.
(12%) | (88%) | [83%CL+1.1/-2.3]
Younger speakers 0.6 0 3 15 8.1+1.5/-2.7
(17%) | (83%) | [83%CL+1.3/-23] | p=022
Elder speakers 0.6 0 0 16 9.6 +0.4 /-2.5 Not sign.
(0%) | (100%) | [83 % CIL:+0.3/-2.1]
1.3 0 1 7 82+1.8/-4.2 p=0.38
[83 % CI: +1.5 / -3.6]
1.0 0 2 8 7.6+2.1/-3.7 p=0.53
[83 % CI: +1.8 /-3.2]
1.3 0 0 8 9.3+0.7/-4.1 p=0.6
[83 % CI: +0.6 / -3.5]
1.3 0 0 8 9.3+0.7/-4.1 p=0.6
[83 % CI: +0.6 / -3.5]
L.b significance (P =), comparison between age-groups IL.b significance (P =), comparison age-groups
18-29 30-45 46-65 > 65 18 to 29 30 to 45 46 to 65 > 65
p=0.76 p=0.54 p=0.54
p=035 p=035
p=10
Table 2.1: Analysis: A.1-2. The adverbials’ recognition (A.1) and local recognition (4.2)
A.1-A.2 Recognition A2 A2 A2 A2 A2
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Categories exclusive £ 5 =) ? E = g o £ 5 g ? 7= g :
Answers in absolute numbers and | & & ? ° = S & < 2@ E5 | E¢ &° 2w
0 s S | &8 Z =2 Qg C e S B o= S0
% a2 |28 ° °fE| S5| 2= | 28 IE| €%
=y @ g - *T s wn = Se T
= — =
French [Saguenay—Lac-St-Jean] 0.3 1 31 2 0.8+1.2/-0.7 0.3 1 31 2 0.8+1.2/-0.7
Item 18: Pour le siir B%) | (91%) (6%) [83 % CI: +1.1/-0.6] GB%) | 91%) (6%) [83 % CL: +1.1/-0.6]
Female speakers 0.6 1 15 1 0.9+2.0/-0.9 0.6 1 15 1 0.9+2.0/-0.9
(6%) | (88%) (6%) (83%CL+1.7/-0.8] | p=1.0 (6%) | (88%) (6%) [83%CL:+1.7/-08] | p=1.0
Male speakers 0.6 0 16 1 0.9+2.0/-0.9 Not sign. 0.6 0 16 1 0.9+2.0/-0.9 Not sign.
(0%) | (94%) (6%) [83 % CI: +1.7/-0.8] 0%) | (94%) (6%) [83 % CI: +1.7 /-0.8]
ounger speake 0.6 1 17 0 04+1.5/-0.4 0.6 1 17 0 04+1.5/-0.4
(6%) (94%) (0%) [83%CL+13/-03] | p=0.24 (6%) (94%) (0%) [83 % CL: +1.3/-03] | p=0.24
d peake 0.6 0 14 2 1.5+23/-14 Not sign. 0.6 0 14 2 1.5+23/-14 Not sign.
(0%) | (88%) (12%) | [83%CL+2.0/-12] (0%) | (88%) (12%) | [83%CL+2.0/-12]
1.3 0 8 0 0.7+3.0/-0.7 p=0.62 1.3 0 8 0 0.7+3.0/-0.7 p=10.62
[83 % CL: +2.5 / -0.6] [83 % CL: +2.5 / -0.6]
1.0 1 9 0 0.6 +2.5/-0.6 p=0.49 1.0 1 9 0 0.6 +2.5/-0.6 p=0.49
[83 % CL +2.1/-0.5] [83 % CL: +2.1 /-0.5]
1.3 0 7 1 1.8+3.5/-1.8 p=0.67 1.3 0 7 1 1.8+3.5/-1.8 p=0.67
[83 % CIL: +3.0/ -1.5] [83 % CI: +3.0/ -1.5]
1.3 0 7 1 1.8+3.5/-1.8 p=0.67 1.3 0 7 1 1.8+3.5/-1.8 p=0.67
[83 % CIL: +3.0/ -1.5] [83 % CI: +3.0/ -1.5]
b ? 0 een age-gro IL.b significance (P =), comparison age-groups
8 | 6-6 6 18 to 29 30 to 45 46 to 65 > 65
p=09 p=0.46 p=0.46 p=09 p=0.46 p=0.46
p=039 p=0.39 p=039 p=039
p=10 p=10
French [Saguenay—Lac-St-Jean] 0.3 0 1 33 9.5+0.5/-1.4 0.3 0 1 33 9.5+0.5/-1.4
Item 19: Au sérieux (3%) 97%) | [83%CL+04/-1.3] 3%) 97%) | [83 % CL+0.4/-1.3]
Female speakers 0.6 0 0 17 9.6 +0.4 /-2.4 0.6 0 0 17 9.6 +0.4 /-2.4
(0%) (100%) | [83%CL+0.3/-2.0] | p=10.61 (0%) (100%) | [83%CL:+0.3/-2.0] | p=0.61
Male speakers 0.6 0 1 16 9.1+0.9/-2.6 Not sign. 0.6 0 1 16 9.1+0.9/-2.6 Not sign.
(6%) (94%) | [83%CIL:+0.8/-22] (6%) (94%) | [83%CL+0.8/-2.2]
Younger speakers 0.6 0 0 18 9.6+0.4/-2.2 0.6 0 0 18 9.6+0.4/-2.2
(0%) (100%) | [83%CL+0.3/-1.9] | p=0.57 (0%) (100%) | [83%CL:+0.3/-1.9] | ,=0.57
Elder speakers 0.6 0 1 15 9.0+1.0/-2.7 Not sign. 0.6 0 1 15 9.0+1.0/-2.7 Not sign.
(6%) (94%) | [83%CI: +0.8/-23] (6%) (94%) | [83%CL +0.8/-2.3]

15



1.3 0 0 8 9.3+0.7/-4.1 p=0.85 1.3 0 0 8 9.3+0.7/-4.1 p=10.85
[83 % CL: +0.6 / -3.5] [83 % CI: +0.6 / -3.5]
1.0 0 0 10 9.4+0.6/-3.5 p=0.75 1.0 0 0 10 9.4+0.6/-3.5 p=0.75
[83 % CL: +0.5 / -3.0] [83 % CI: +0.5 / -3.0]
1.3 0 0 8 9.3+0.7/-4.1 p=0.85 1.3 0 0 8 9.3+0.7/-4.1 p=10.85
[83 % CL: +0.6 / -3.5] [83 % CI: +0.6 / -3.5]
1.3 0 1 7 82+1.8/-4.2 p=0.58 1.3 0 1 7 82+1.8/-42 p=0.58
[83 % CL: +1.5 / -3.6] [83 % CIL: +1.5 / -3.6]
L.b significance (P =), comparison between age-groups IL.b significance (P =), comparison age-groups
18-29 30-45 46-65 > 65 18 to 29 30 to 45 46 to 65 > 65
p=0.93 p=10 p=0.54
p=0.93 p=047
p=0.54
Table 2.1: Analysis: A.1-2. The adverbials’ recognition (A.1) and local recognition (4.2)

A.1-A.2 Recognition A2 A2 A2 A2 A2 A2
] o -] )

Categories exclusive | oF = o = = | &% —~ = "=

. 22 028| s ~2E| ET 23 EE| - tE)| EF

Answers in absolute numbers and | § & | & UE 2 g < e U%” gz | = u§ 2 o« s w
S ¢ = )

. iz|55| ° "iE| s3)dz|z8| ° 2| s
= * = Se * =
g1 °5 S g | »5 -

French [Saguenay—Lac-St-Jean] 0.3 0 2 32 9.2+0.7/-1.5 0.3 0 2 30 9.2+0.7/-1.6

Ttem 20: Pour vrai (6%) (94%) | [83%CL:+0.6/-14] (6%) (94%) | [83%CL +0.6/-1.4]

Female speakers 0.6 0 0 17 9.6 +0.4/-2.4 0.6 0 0 17 9.6 +0.4/-2.4
(0%) (100%) | [83%CL+03/-2.0] | p=0.35 (0%) (100%) | [83%CL:+03/-2.0] | =035
Male speakers 0.6 0 2 15 8.5+1.3/-2.7 Not sign. 0.6 0 2 13 84+1.5/-2.9 Not sign.
(12%) (88%) | [83%CL+1.1/-23] (13%) (87%) | [83%CL +13/-2.5]
Younger speakers 0.6 0 1 17 9.1+0.9/-2.4 0.6 0 1 15 9.0+1.0/-2.7
(6%) (94%) | [B3%CL+0.7/-2.1] | p=0.93 (6%) (94%) | [83%CL:+0.8/-23] | p=1.0
Elder speakers 0.6 0 1 15 9.0+1.0/-2.7 Not sign. 0.6 0 1 15 9.0+1.0/-2.7 Not sign.
(6%) (94%) | [83%CL:+0.8/-2.3] (6%) (94%) | [83 % CL +0.8/-2.3]
1.3 0 0 8 9.3+0.7/-4.1 p=0.72 1.3 0 0 6 9.1+0.9/-4.8 p=0.83
[83 % CL: +0.6 / -3.5] [83 % CI: +0.8 / -4.1]
1.0 0 1 9 8.5+1.5/-3.7 p=0.83 1.0 0 1 9 85+1.5/-3.7 p=0.86
[83 % CL: +1.2/-3.2] [83 % CL: +1.2 /-3.2]
1.3 0 1 7 82+1.8/-4.2 p=0.68 1.3 0 1 7 82+1.8/-42 p=0.71
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[83 % CI: +1.5 / -3.6]

[83 % CIL: +1.5 / -3.6]

1.3 0 0 8 9.3+0.7/-4.1 p=0.72 1.3 0 0 8 9.3+0.7/-4.1 p=20.70
[83 % CL +0.6 / -3.5] [83 % CL: +0.6 / -3.5]
b sig P omp on b een age-gro IL.b significance (P =), comparison age-groups
8-29 | 46-6 6 18 to 29 30 to 45 46 to 65 > 65
p=0.64 p=0.54 p=10 p=0.75 p=0.63 =09
p=0.86 p=0.64 p=0.86 p=0.64
p=054 p=0.54
French [Saguenay—Lac-St-Jean] 0.3 2 6 26 75+1.4/-19
Item 21: En brave (6%) | (18%) | (76%) | [83%CL+1.2/-1.6]
Female speakers 0.6 2 4 11 6.4+22/-2.8
(12%) | (24%) | (64%) | [83%CL+1.9/-24] | p=0.16
Male speakers 0.6 0 2 15 8.5+1.3/-2.7 Not sign.
(0%) | (12%) | (88%) | [83%ClL+1.1/-23]
Younger speakers 0.6 1 4 13 7.1+2.0/-2.7
(6%) | (2%) | (72%) | [83%CL+17/-24] | p=06
Elder speakers 0.6 1 2 13 7.9+1.7/-2.9 Not sign.
(6%) (13%) (81%) | [83%CL +1.5/-2.5]
1.3 1 2 5 6.1+3.1/-3.9 p=05
[83 % CL: +2.6 / -3.4]
1.0 0 2 8 7.6+2.1/-3.7 p=0.81
[83 % CI: +1.8 /-3.2]
1.3 1 0 7 82+1.8/-4.2 p=0.55
[83 % CL: +1.5 / -3.6]
1.3 0 2 6 7.1+42.5/-4.1 p=094
[83 % CL: +2.2 / -3.5]
L.b significance (P =), comparison between age-groups IL.b significance (P =), comparison age-groups
18-29 30-45 46-65 > 65 18 to 29 30 to 45 46 to 65 > 65
p=045 p=03 p=0.62 p=045 p=03 p=0.62
p=0.76 p=0.38 p=0.76 p=0.38
p=059 p=0.59
Table 2.1: Analysis: A.1-2. The adverbials’ recognition (A.1) and local recognition (4.2)
A.1-A.2 Recognition A2 A2 A2 A2 A2
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Categories exclusive £ 5 = ? E — g ; £ 5 g ? z = g :
Answers in absolute numbers and | & & ? ®= = g & : 5 2 EL | ER = : ;D »
o s | 7= z S5E TS| o o5 0
225§ sE| SB35 28 sg| %%
:G: o 3 g * 7 :G: ] S e * o
French [Saguenay—Lac-St-Jean] 0.3 0 2 32 9.2+0.7/-1.5 0.4 0 2 26 9.1+0.8/-1.8
Item 22: De court (6%) (94%) | [83%CL+0.6/-1.4] (7%) (93%) | [83%CIL+0.7/-1.6]
Female speakers 0.6 0 0 17 9.6 +0.4/-2.4 0.7 0 0 15 9.6 +0.4/-2.6
(0%) | (100%) | [83%CL:+03/-2.0] | ;=0.35 (0%) | (100%) | [83%CI:+0.4/-22] | p=0.29
Male speakers 0.6 0 2 15 85+13/-2.7 Not sign. 0.8 0 2 11 8.1+1.7/-32 Not sign.
(12%) (88%) | [83%CL+1.1/-23] (15%) (85%) | [83%CL+1.4/-2.8]
ounger speake 0.6 0 1 17 9.14+0.9/-2.4 0.8 0 1 12 88+1.2/-3.1
(6%) (94%) | [83%CL+0.7/-21] | p=0.93 (8%) (92%) | [83%CL+1.0/27] | p=0.92
d peake 0.6 0 1 15 9.0+1.0/-2.7 Not sign. 0.7 0 1 14 9.0+1.0/-2.8 Not sign.
(6%) (94%) | [83%CL+0.8/-23] (7%) (93%) | [83%CL+0.9/-2.4]
1.3 0 0 8 9.3+0.7/-4.1 p=0.72 2.0 0 0 5 89+1.1/-53 p=20.85
[83 % CL: +0.6 / -3.5] [83 % CI: +0.9 / -4.4]
1.0 0 1 9 8.5+1.5/-3.7 p=0.83 1.3 0 1 7 82+1.8/-42 p=0.78
[83 % CL: +1.2/-3.2] [83 % CIL +1.5 / -3.6]
1.3 0 0 8 9.3+0.7/-4.1 p=0.72 1.4 0 0 7 92+0.8/-4.4 p=0.69
[83 % CL: +0.6 / -3.5] [83 % CI: +0.7 / -3.8]
1.3 0 1 7 82+1.8/-4.2 p=0.68 1.3 0 1 7 82+1.8/-42 p=0.78
[83 % CL: +1.5 / -3.6] [83 % CIL +1.5 / -3.6]
b & on between age-gro IL.b significance (P =), comparison age-groups
8 | 6-6 6 18 to 29 30 to 45 46 to 65 > 65
p=0.64 p=10 p=054 p=0.70 p=0.88 p=0.70
p=0.64 p=0.86 p=058 p=10
p=054 p=058
French [Saguenay—Lac-St-Jean] 0.3 0 29 5 1.6 +1.5/-1.1
Item 23: A mal 85%) | (15%) | [83%CL +1.3/-1.0]
Female speakers 0.6 0 15 2 1.5+2.2/-1.3
(88%) | (12%) | [83%CL+1.9/-11] | p=0.67
Male speakers 0.6 0 14 3 2.0+23/-1.6 Not sign.
(82%) | (18%) | [83%CL:+2.0/-1.4]
Younger speakers 0.6 0 15 3 1.9+22/-1.6
(83%) | (17%) | [83%CL+1.9/-14] | p=0.78
Elder speakers 0.6 0 14 2 1.5+2.3/-1.4 Not sign.
(88%) (12%) | [83%CIL:+2.0/-1.2]

18



1.3

1.0

1.3

1.3

2

0

1.8+3.5/-1.8
[83 % CI: +3.0/-1.5]
24+32/-2.1
(83 % CL: +2.7/-1.8]
29+3.6/-2.6
(83 % CL: +3.1/-2.2]
0.7+3.0/-0.7
(83 % CL: +2.5 / -0.6]

Lb significance (P =), comparison between age-groups

p=0091
p=0.76
p=0.55

p=026

IL.b significance (P =), comparison age-groups

18-29 30-45 46-65 > 65 18 to 29 30 to 45 46 to 65 > 65
Table 2.1: Analysis: A.1-2. The adverbials’ recognition (A.1) and local recognition (4.2)
A.1-A.2 Recognition A2 A2 A2 A2 A2 A2
Categories exclusive £ 5 o ? E n 8% | = 5 g ? 2 B S :
Answers in absolute numbers and | § & %,,% = g § < 5 2| FTE | =R = = : ;D @»
% S2|e2| ¢ sz2| gE |28 |28 | ¢ 5| <%
B w | 5 & o & 2| B | 29 S5 =
g = o _G" wn = ~ T
Item 24: De *diaire 0.3 0 34 0 0.2 +0.8/-0.2 0.3 0 34 0 0.2 +0.8/-0.2
(100%) (0%) [83 % CIL: +0.7 / -0.2] (100%) (0%) [83 % CI: +0.7 /-0.2]
Item 25: (*)De seguide 0.3 0 34 0 0.2 +0.8/-0.2 0.3 0 34 0 0.2+0.8/-0.2
(100%) (0%) [83 % CIL: +0.7 / -0.2] (100%) (0%) [83 % CI: +0.7 /-0.2]
French [Saguenay—Lac-St-Jean] 0.3 0 30 4 1.3+1.4/-1.0 0.3 0 30 4 1.3+1.4/-1.0
Item 26: A blanc (88%) | (12%) | [83%CL+1.2/-09] (88%) | (12%) | [83%CL+1.2/-0.9]
Female speakers 0.6 0 16 1 0.9+2.0/-0.9 0.6 0 16 1 0.9+2.0/-0.9
(94%) (6%) [83%CL+1.7/-0.8] | p=0.36 (94%) (6%) [83%CIL:+1.7/-08] | p=0.36
Male speakers 0.6 0 14 3 2.0+2.3/-1.6 Not sign. 0.6 0 14 3 2.0+2.3/-1.6 Not sign.
(82%) (18%) | [83%CIL:+2.0/-1.4] (82%) (18%) | [83%CL:+2.0/-1.4]
Younger speakers 0.6 0 16 2 1.4+2.1/-1.3 0.6 0 16 2 1.4+2.1/-1.3
(89%) | (11%) | [83%CL+1.8/-11] | p=089 (89%) | (11%) | [83%CL+1.8/-11] | p=0.89
Elder speakers 0.6 0 14 2 1.5+23/-1.4 Not sign. 0.6 0 14 2 1.5423/-1.4 Not sign.
(87%) (13%) | [83%CL:+2.0/-1.2] (87%) (13%) | [83%CL+2.0/-1.2]
1.3 0 8 0 0.7+3.0/-0.7 p=0.37 1.3 0 8 0 0.7+3.0/-0.7 p=0.37
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[83 % CI: +2.5/-0.6]

[83 % CIL: +2.5 /-0.6]

1.0 0 8 2 24+432/-21 p=0.62 1.0 0 8 2 24+43.2/-2.1 p=0.62
[83 % CI: +2.7 / -1.8] [83 % CIL: +2.7/-1.8]
1.3 0 8 0 0.7+43.0/-0.7 p=0.37 1.3 0 8 0 0.7+3.0/-0.7 p=0.37
[83 % CI: +2.5 / -0.6] [83 % CIL: +2.5 / -0.6]
1.3 0 6 2 2943.6/-2.6 p=0.44 1.3 0 6 2 2.943.6/-2.6 p=0.44
[83 % CI: +3.1/-2.2] [83 % CL: +3.1/-2.2]
b sig P 0 ge-gro IL.b significance (P =), comparison age-groups
8-29 | 6-6 6 18 to 29 30 to 45 46 to 65 > 65
p=0.28 p=10 p=0.20 p=028 p=10 p=0.20
p=0.28 p=0.78 p=0.28 p=0.78
p=0.20 p=0.20
French [Saguenay—Lac-St-Jean] 0.3 3 18 13 39+1.8/-1.7 0.3 3 18 13 39+1.8/-1.7
Item 27: En clair (9%) (53%) (38%) [83 % CL: +1.5/-1.5] 9%) (53%) (38%) [83 % CI: +1.5/-1.5]
Female speakers 0.6 1 9 7 42+42.5/-2.5 0.6 1 9 7 42+42.5/-25
(6%) | (53%) | (41%) | [83%CL+22/-21] | p=0.74 (6%) | (53%) | (41%) | [83%CL+22/-21] | p=0.74
Male speakers 0.6 2 9 6 3.6+2.5/-2.3 Not sign. 0.6 2 9 6 3.6+2.5/-23 Not sign.
(12%) | (53%) | (35%) | [83%CL+2.2/-2.0] (12%) | (53%) (35%) | [83%CIL:+22/-2.0]
Younger speakers 0.6 2 8 8 4542.4/-25 0.6 2 8 8 4542.4/-25
(12%) | (44%) (44%) | [83%CL+2.1/-2.1] | p=0.46 (12%) | (44%) (44%) | [83%CL+2.1/-21] | p=0.46
Elder speakers 0.6 1 10 5 3342.6/-2.2 Not sign. 0.6 1 10 5 3342.6/-2.2 Not sign.
(6%) | (63%) | (31%) | [83%CL+2.2/-19] (6%) | (63%) (31%) | [83%CL:+2.2/-1.9]
1.3 2 4 2 2943.6/-2.6 p=0.52 1.3 2 4 2 2.943.6/-2.6 p=0.52
[83 % CI: +3.1/-2.2] [83 % CIL: +3.1/-2.2]
1.0 0 4 6 59+42.9/-35 p=024 1.0 0 4 6 59+429/-3.5 p=0.24
[83 % CI: +2.5 / -3.0] [83 % CIL: +2.5 / -3.0]
1.3 0 4 4 5.0+3.4/-3.6 p=0.53 1.3 0 4 4 5.0+3.4/-3.6 p=0.53
[83 % CIL: +2.9/ -3.1] [83 % CIL: +2.9/-3.1]
1.3 1 6 1 1.8+3.5/-1.8 p=0.15 1.3 1 6 1 1.843.5/-1.8 p=0.15
[83 % CI: +3.0/ -1.5] [83 % CIL: +3.0 /-1.5]
Lb significance (P =), comparison between age-groups IL.b significance (P =), comparison age-groups
18-29 30-45 46-65 > 65 18 to 29 30 to 45 46 to 65 > 65
p=0.15 p=0.31 p=0.55
p=0.68 p=0.04
p=0.11

Table 2.1: Analysis: A.1-2. The adverbials’ recognition (A.1) and local recognition (4.2)




A.1-A.2 Recognition A2 A2 A2 A2 A2 A2
Categories exclusive = 5 = ? E = g ; £ 5 g ? 7 = g :
Answers in absolute numbers and | T & % & = g § < 5 2| FTE | =R = & : 5 2
& $E|e2| ¢ sce| sE| 28|22 ¢ e | <f
g S g I E.
= 'é'a o g i ® * 5 = 'é" % g ce * 5
French [Saguenay—Lac-St-Jean] 0.3 0 16 18 53+1.7/-1.9 0.3 0 16 16 50+1.8/-1.9
Item 28: A couvert @7%) | (53%) | [83%CL+1.5/-1.6] (50%) | (50%) | [83%CL+1.6/-17]
Female speakers 0.6 0 7 10 5.84+2.3/-2.7 0.7 0 7 8 5.3+2.6/-2.8
(41%) (59%) | [83%CL+2.0/-24] | p=0.53 (47%) (53%) | [83%CL+22/-25] | p=0.74
Male speakers 0.6 0 9 8 4.7+2.5/-2.6 Not sign. 0.6 0 9 8 47+2.5/-2.6 Not sign.
(53%) | (47%) | [83%CL:+2.2/-22] (53%) (47%) | [83%CL:+2.2/-2.2]
Younger speakers 0.6 0 9 9 5.0+2.4/-2.6 0.6 0 9 9 5.0+2.4/-2.6
(50%) (50%) | [83%CL+2.1/-22] | p=0.74 (50%) (50%) | [83%CL+2.1/-22] | p=10
Elder speakers 0.6 0 7 9 5.6+2.4/-2.8 Not sign. 0.7 0 7 7 5.0+2.7/-2.9 Not sign.
(44%) (56%) | [83%CI:+2.1/-2.4] (50%) (50%) | [83%CI:+2.3/-2.5]
1.3 0 4 4 5.0+3.4/-3.6 p=0.88 1.3 0 4 4 5.0+3.4/-3.6 p=0.97
[83 % CL: +2.9/-3.1] [83 % CI: +2.9/-3.1]
1.0 0 5 5 5.0+3.1/-33 p=0.88 1.0 0 5 5 5.0+3.1/-33 p=0.97
[83 % CI: +2.7 / -2.9] [83 % CI: +2.7 /-2.9]
1.3 0 3 5 6.1+3.1/-3.9 p=0.65 1.3 0 3 5 6.1+3.1/-3.9 p=0.53
[83 % CL: +2.6 / -3.4] [83 % CI: +2.6 / -3.4]
1.3 0 4 4 5.0+3.4/-3.6 p=0.88 1.7 0 4 2 3.6+4.1/-33 p=048
[83 % CL: +2.9/-3.1] [83 % CI: +3.5/-2.8]
b sig P 0 een age-gro IL.b significance (P =), comparison age-groups
8-29 | 46-6 6 18 to 29 30 to 45 46 to 65 > 65
p=1.0 p=10.63 p=10 p=10 p=0.63 p=0.54
p=0.62 p=10 p=0.62 p=053
p=0.63 p=028
French [Saguenay—Lac-St-Jean] 0.3 1 17 16 4.7+1.8/-1.8 0.3 1 19 14 42+1.8/-1.8
Item 29: En dernier B%) | (50%) 47%) | [83%CL+1.5/-1.6] B%) | (56%) (41%) | [83%CL+1.6/-1.5]
Female speakers 0.6 1 9 7 42+42.5/-2.5 0.6 1 10 6 3.6+2.5/-2.3
(6%) | (53%) | (41%) | [83%CL+2.2/-21] | p=0.52 (6%) | (59%) (35%) | [83%CL:+22/-2.0] | p=0.52
Male speakers 0.6 0 8 9 53424/-2.7 Not sign. 0.6 0 9 8 4.7+25/-2.6 Not sign.
(0%) | (47%) | (53%) | [83%CL:+2.1/-23] 0%) | (53%) (47%) | [83%CL:+22/-2.2]
0.6 1 10 7 40+425/-23 p=035] 06 1 10 7 40+2.5/-23 p=0.79

21



(6%) (55%) (39%) | [83%CI:+2.1/-2.0] | Notsign. (6%) (55%) (39%) | [83%CL+2.1/-2.0] | Notsign.
Elder speakers 0.6 0 7 9 56+2.4/-2.8 0.6 0 9 7 44+2.6/-2.6
(0%) | (44%) (56%) | [83%CL+2.1/-2.4] 0%) | (56%) (44%) | [83%CL:+2.2/-2.2]
1.3 0 3 5 6.1+3.1/-3.9 p=05 1.3 0 3 5 6.1+3.1/-39 p=033
[83 % CI: 42.6 / -3.4] [83 % CI: +2.6 / -3.4]
1.0 1 7 2 24+32/-2.1 p=0.1 1.0 1 7 2 24+32/-2.1 p=0.18
[83 % CI: +2.7 / -1.8] [83 % CI: +2.7 / -1.8]
1.3 0 4 4 5.0+3.4/-3.6 p=0.94 1.3 0 6 2 29+3.6/-2.6 p=036
(83 % CL +2.9/-3.1] [83 % CI: +3.1 /-2.2]
1.3 0 3 5 6.1+3.1/-3.9 p=05 1.3 0 3 5 6.1+3.1/-39 p=033
[83 % CI: 42.6 / -3.4] [83 % CI: +2.6 / -3.4]
Lb significance (P =), comparison between age-groups IL.b significance (P =), comparison age-groups
18-29 30-45 46-65 > 65 18 to 29 30 to 45 46 to 65 > 65
p=0.07 p=0.14 p=10
p=0.78 p=0.07
p=0.14

Table 2.1: Analysis: A.1-2. The adverbials’ recognition (A.1) and local recognition (4.2)
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A.1-A.2 Recognition A2 A2 A2 A2 A2 A2
Categories exclusive = ; oZ E — 2o | e ; g z z = g =
- 52| z8 = = B = e | B8 = 8 & 5 ©
Answers in absolute numbers and § 4 EX 2 3 g < e U%” § Y = LE] > o s w
’ iz|es| ° cgE| s EE| 28| ° R
'§ o 5 g * 5 évs 2B e * =
French [Saguenay—Lac-St-Jean] 0.3 0 0 34 9.8+0.2/-1.3 0.3 0 0 34 9.8+0.2/-1.3
Item 30: Par expreés 0%) | (100%) | [83%CL:+0.2/-1.1] 0%) | (100%) | [83%CL:+0.2 /-1.1]
Female speakers 0.6 0 0 17 9.6 +0.4/-2.4 0.6 0 0 17 9.6 +0.4/-2.4
(0%) | (100%) | [83%CL+03/-2.0] | p=1.0 (0%) | (100%) | [83%CL:+0.3/-2.0] | p=1.0
Male speakers 0.6 0 0 17 9.6+0.4/-2.4 Not sign. 0.6 0 0 17 9.6 +0.4/-2.4 Not sign.
(0%) (100%) | [83%CL:+0.3/-2.0] (0%) (100%) | [83 % CL:+0.3/-2.0]
Younger speakers 0.6 0 0 18 9.6+0.4/-2.2 0.6 0 0 18 9.6+0.4/-2.2
(0%) (100%) | [83%CL+03/-1.9] | p=0.96 (0%) (100%) | [83%CL:+0.3/-1.9] | »=0.96
Elder speakers 0.6 0 0 16 9.6 +0.4/-2.5 Not sign. 0.6 0 0 16 9.6+0.4/-2.5 Not sign.
(0%) (100%) | [83%CL:+0.3/-2.1] (0%) (100%) | [83 % CL:+0.3/-2.1]
1.3 0 0 8 9.3+0.7/-4.1 p=0.98 1.3 0 0 8 9.3+0.7/-4.1 p=0.98
[83 % CL +0.6 / -3.5] [83 % CI: +0.6 / -3.5]
1.0 0 0 10 9.4+0.6/-3.5 p=0.93 1.0 0 0 10 9.4+0.6/-3.5 p=093
[83 % CL +0.5 / -3.0] [83 % CI: +0.5 / -3.0]
1.3 0 0 8 9.3+0.7/-4.1 p=0.98 1.3 0 0 8 9.3+0.7/-4.1 p=0.98
[83 % CL +0.6 / -3.5] [83 % CI: +0.6 / -3.5]
1.3 0 0 8 9.3+0.7/-4.1 p=0.98 1.3 0 0 8 9.3+0.7/-4.1 p=0.98
[83 % CL +0.6 / -3.5] [83 % CI: +0.6 / -3.5]
b P p 0 een age-gro IL.b significance (P =), comparison age-groups
8 | 46-6 6 18 to 29 30 to 45 46 to 65 > 65
p=0.93 p=10 p=10 p=0.93 p=1.0 p=1.0
p=093 =093 p=093 p=093
p=10 p=10
French [Saguenay—Lac-St-Jean] 0.3 0 0 34 9.8+0.2/-1.3
Item 31: En grand 0%) (100%) | [83%CI:+0.2/-1.1]
Female speakers 0.6 0 0 17 9.6 +0.4/-2.4
(0%) | (100%) | [83%CL+03/-20] | p=1.0
Male speakers 0.6 0 0 17 9.6 +0.4/-2.4 Not sign.
(0%) | (100%) | [83 % CI:+0.3/-2.0]
0.6 0 0 18 96+04/22 | p=096

23



Elder speakers

(0%) (100%) [83 % CI: +0.3/-1.9] | Not sign.
0.6 0 0 16 9.6+0.4/-2.5
(0%) (100%) | [83 % CIL:+0.3/-2.1]
1.3 0 0 8 9.3+0.7/-4.1 p=0.98
83 % CI: +0.6 / -3.5]
1.0 0 0 10 9.4+0.6/-3.5 p=0.93
83 % CI: +0.5 / -3.0]
1.3 0 0 8 9.3+0.7/-4.1 p=0.98
83 % CI: +0.6 / -3.5]
1.3 0 0 8 9.3+0.7/-4.1 p=0.98

[83 % CI: +0.6 / -3.5]

Lb significance (P =), comparison between age-groups

IL.b significance (P =), comparison age-groups

18-29 30-45 46-65 > 65 18 to 29 30 to 45 46 to 65 > 65

Table 2.1: Analysis: A.1-2. The adverbials’ recognition (A.1) and local recognition (4.2)

A.1-A.2 Recognition A2 A2 A2 A2 A2 A2
] o - )

1 / =] = ~ )
Categories exclusive = E ; ? - - g ; £ E 2 ? - § E g ;
Answers in absolute numbers and | & & | &' @ > g <« 8 U%” Z5 | =R = & < e w
% S22z 5 ScE| S| 22|35k 5 TE| SE

—y =) [ % —r =] 9 () % =
S @ 5 = S o= ;
French [Saguenay—Lac-St-Jean] 0.3 0 2 32 9.2+0.7/-1.5 0.3 0 2 32 9.2+0.7/-1.5
Item 32: Allége (6%) (94%) | [83%CL+0.6/-1.4] (6%) (94%) | [83%CL +0.6/-1.4]
Female speakers 0.6 0 0 17 9.6 +0.4/-2.4 0.6 0 0 17 9.6 +0.4 /-2.4
(0%) (100%) | [83%CL+03/-2.0] | p=0.35 (0%) (100%) | [83%CL:+03/-2.0] | =035
Male speakers 0.6 0 2 15 8.5+1.3/-2.7 Not sign. 0.6 0 2 15 85+1.3/-2.7 Not sign.
(12%) (88%) [83 % CL: +1.1/-2.3] (12%) (88%) [83 % CI: +1.1/-2.3]
Younger speakers 0.6 0 2 16 8.6+1.2/-2.6 0.6 0 2 16 8.6+1.2/-2.6
(11%) (89%) | [83%CL:+1.1/-22] | p=039 (11%) (89%) | [83%CL+1.1/-22] | p=0.39
Elder speakers 0.6 0 0 16 9.6 +0.4 /-2.5 Not sign. 0.6 0 0 16 9.6 +0.4/-2.5 Not sign.
(0%) | (100%) | [83%CL+0.3/-2.1] (0%) | (100%) | [83%CL+0.3/-2.1]
1.3 0 1 7 82+1.8/-4.2 p=0.68 1.3 0 1 7 82+1.8/-42 p=0.68

[83 % CI: +1.5 / -3.6]

[83 % CI: +1.5 /-3.6]
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Table 2.1: Analysis: A.1-2. The adverbials’ recognition (A.1) and local recognition (4.2)

1.0 0 1 9 85+1.5/-3.7 p=0383 1.0 1 9 8.5+1.5/-3.7 p=0.83
[83 % CL +1.2/-3.2] [83 % CL: +1.2 / -3.2]
1.3 0 0 8 9.3+0.7/-4.1 p=0.72 1.3 0 8 9.3+0.7/-4.1 p=0.72
[83 % CL +0.6 / -3.5] [83 % CI: +0.6 / -3.5]
1.3 0 0 8 9.3+0.7/-4.1 p=0.72 1.3 0 8 9.3+0.7/-4.1 p=0.72
[83 % CL +0.6 / -3.5] [83 % CI: +0.6 / -3.5]
L.b significance (P =), comparison between age-groups IL.b significance (P =), comparison age-groups
18-29 30-45 46-65 > 65 18 to 29 30 to 45 46 to 65 > 65
p=0.86 p=054 p=054 p=0.86 p=054 p=054
p=0.64 p=0.64 p=0.64 p=0.64
p=10 p=10
French [Saguenay—Lac-St-Jean] 0.3 0 31 3 1.0 +1.3/-0.9 0.3 31 3 1.0 +1.3/-0.9
Item 33: Au long 91%) | (9%) | [83%CL:+1.2/-0.7] O1%) | (9%) | [83%CL+1.2/-0.7]
Female speakers 0.6 0 16 1 0.9+2.0/-0.9 0.6 16 1 0.9+2.0/-0.9
(94%) (6%) | [83%CL:+1.7/-08] | p=0.62 (94%) (6%) | [83%CL+17/-08] | p=0.62
Male speakers 0.6 0 15 2 1.5+2.2/-1.3 Not sign. 0.6 15 2 1.542.2/-1.3 Not sign.
(88%) (12%) | [83%CL+1.9/-1.1] (88%) (12%) | [83%CL+1.9/-1.1]
Younger speakers 0.6 0 16 2 1.4+2.1/-1.3 0.6 16 2 1.4+2.1/-13
(89%) (11%) | [83%CL+1.8/-1.1] | p=07 (89%) (11%) | [83%CL+18/-11] | p=07
Elder speakers 0.6 0 15 1 1.0+2.1/-1.0 Not sign. 0.6 15 1 1.0+2.1/-1.0 Not sign.
(94%) (6%) | [83%CL+1.8/-0.8] (94%) (6%) | [83%CL+1.8/-0.8]
1.3 0 7 1 1.8+3.5/-1.8 p=0.79 1.3 7 1 1.8+3.5/-1.8 p=0.79
[83 % CL +3.0/-1.5] [83 % CIL: +3.0 / -1.5]
1.0 0 9 1 1.5+3.0/-1.5 p=098 1.0 9 1 1.5+3.0/-1.5 p=098
[83 % CI: +2.5 / -1.2] [83 % CL: +2.5 / -1.2]
1.3 0 7 1 1.8+3.5/-1.8 p=0.79 1.3 7 1 1.8+3.5/-1.8 p=0.79
[83 % CL +3.0/-1.5] [83 % CIL: +3.0 / -1.5]
1.3 0 8 0 0.7+3.0/-0.7 p=0.48 1.3 8 0 0.7+3.0/-0.7 p=0.48
[83 % CL: +2.5 / -0.6] [83 % CI: +2.5 / -0.6]
L.b significance (P =), comparison between age-groups IL.b significance (P =), comparison age-groups
18-29 30-45 46-65 > 65 18 to 29 30 to 45 46 to 65 > 65
p=0284 p=10 p=0.46 p=0.84 p=10 p=0.46
p=0284 p=0.57 p=0284 p=0.57
p=0.46 p=0.46
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A.1-A.2 Recognition A2 A2 A2 A2 A2 A2
Categories exclusive - E oZ E - s | = E sz 7= g =
- 52| z8 = = B = e | B8 = 8 & 5 ©
Answers in absolute numbers and § = o 0= © 6 « < § | ER & - e w
% S | » B z =) Bl | oL P S wm Q
iE |22 cE| §5 22|28 5| $§
g (¢] = '—Ob 1 g wn = = I
French [Saguenay—Lac-St-Jean] 0.3 0 8 26 7.5+1.4/-1.9 0.3 0 8 26 75+1.4/-19
Item 34: En neuf 24%) | (76%) | [83%CL+1.2/-1.6] (24%) | (76%) | [83%CL:+1.2/-1.6]
Female speakers 0.6 0 4 13 7.5+1.9/-2.8 0.6 0 4 13 7.5+1.9/-2.8
(24%) (76%) | [83%CL+1.6/-24] | p=10 (24%) (76%) | [83%CL:+1.6/-24] | p=1.0
Male speakers 0.6 0 4 13 75+19/-28 | Notsign. | 0.6 0 4 13 75+1.9/-2.8 | Notsign.
(24%) (76%) | [83%CL +1.6/-2.4] (24%) (76%) | [83%CL +1.6/-2.4]
Younger speakers 0.6 0 5 13 7.142.0/-2.7 0.6 0 5 13 7.142.0/-2.7
(28%) | (72%) | [83%CL+17/-24] | p=06 (28%) | (72%) | [83%CL+17/24] | p=06
Elder speakers 0.6 0 3 13 79+1.7/-2.9 Not sign. 0.6 0 3 13 79+1.7/-2.9 Not sign.
(19%) | (81%) | [83%CIL:+1.5/-25] (19%) | (81%) | [83%CL+1.5/-2.5]
13 0 4 4 50+3.4/-3.6 p=022 13 0 4 4 50+3.4/-3.6 p=022
[83 % CL +2.9/-3.1] [83 % CIL: +2.9 / -3.1]
1.0 0 1 9 8.5+1.5/-3.7 p=0.36 1.0 0 1 9 85+1.5/-3.7 p=0.36
[83 % CL +1.2/-3.2] [83 % CL: +1.2 / -3.2]
1.3 0 3 5 6.1+3.1/-3.9 p=0.52 1.3 0 3 5 6.1+3.1/-3.9 p=0.52
[83 % CL +2.6 / -3.4] [83 % CL: +2.6 / -3.4]
1.3 0 0 8 9.3+0.7/-4.1 p=0.14 1.3 0 0 8 9.3+0.7/-4.1 p=0.14
[83 % CL +0.6 / -3.5] [83 % CL: +0.6 / -3.5]
b sig P 0 0 een age-gro IL.b significance (P =), comparison age-groups
8-29 | 46-6 6 18 to 29 30 to 45 46 to 65 > 65
p=0.09 p=0.63 p=0.04 p=0.09 p=0.63 p=0.04
p=022 p=0.64 p=022 p=0.64
p=0.11 p=0.11
French [Saguenay—Lac-St-Jean] 0.3 0 34 0 0.2+0.8/-0.2 0.3 0 34 0 0.2+0.8/-0.2
Item 35: A noir 100%) | (0%) [83 % CI: +0.7/-0.2] 100%) | (0%) [83 % CI: +0.7 / -0.2]

Table 2.1: Analysis: A.1-2. The adverbials’ recognition (A.1) and local recognition (4.2)
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A.1-A.2 Recognition A2 A2 A2 A2 A2 A2
Categories exclusive = | o ? 2 - g ; £ = § ? 2 = g ;
. = 2 Z 3 = g2 ® = = 2 =S = S =
Answers in absolute numbers and g = Y] > g« < U%J ES | &R > & - e w
% 2= z5 ¢ SsE| g8 3g| =k 2 °E| <%
Sa| &S 26 | XF|E5x| ZS S5 | %5
S @ 5 = S o= = ;
French [Saguenay—Lac-St-Jean] 0.3 0 33 1 05+1.1/-0.5 0.3 0 33 0.5+1.1/-0.5
Item 36: Au parfait 97%) (3%) (83 % CL: +0.9/-0.4] (97%) (3%) (83 % CL: +0.9 / -0.4]
Female speakers 0.6 0 16 1 0.9+2.0/-0.9 0.6 0 16 1 0.9+2.0/-0.9
(94%) (6%) | [83%CL+17/-08] | p=0.52 (94%) (6%) | [83%CL+17/-08] | p=0.52
Male speakers 0.6 0 17 0 0.4+1.6/-0.4 Not sign. 0.6 0 17 0 0.4+1.6/-0.4 Not sign.
(100%) (0%) [83 % CI: +1.4/-0.3] (100%) (0%) [83 % CI: +1.4 /-0.3]
Younger speakers 0.6 0 18 0 0.4+1.5/-04 0.6 0 18 0 0.4+1.5/-0.4
(100%) (0%) [83%CL+1.3/-03] | p=0.47 (100%) (0%) [83%CL:+1.3/-03] | p=0.47
Elder speakers 0.6 0 15 1 1.0+2.1/-1.0 Not sign. 0.6 0 15 1 1.0+2.1/-1.0 Not sign.
(94%) (6%) [83 % CI: +1.8 /-0.8] (94%) (6%) [83 % CI: +1.8 /-0.8]
1.3 0 8 0 0.7+3.0/-0.7 p=0.81 1.3 0 8 0 0.7+3.0/-0.7 p=0.81
[83 % CI: +2.5/-0.6] [83 % CI: +2.5/-0.6]
1.0 0 10 0 0.6 +2.5/-0.6 p=0.68 1.0 0 10 0 0.6 +2.5/-0.6 p=0.68
[83 % CI: +2.1/-0.5] [83 % CI: +2.1 /-0.5]
1.3 0 7 1 1.8+3.5/-1.8 p=0.52 1.3 0 7 1 1.8+3.5/-1.8 p=0.52
[83 % CI: +3.0/-1.5] [83 % CI: +3.0 /-1.5]
1.3 0 8 0 0.7+3.0/-0.7 p=0.81 1.3 0 8 0 0.7+3.0/-0.7 p=0.81
[83 % CI: +2.5/-0.6] [83 % CI: +2.5/-0.6]
b sig P 0 een age-gro IL.b significance (P =), comparison age-groups
8-29 | 46-6 6 18 to 29 30 to 45 46 to 65 > 65
p=0.90 p=0.46 p=10 =090 p=0.46 p=1.0
p=0.39 p=09 p=0.39 =09
p=0.46 p=0.46
French [Saguenay—Lac-St-Jean] 0.3 0 33 1 0.5+1.1/-0.5
Item 37: A la rebours 97%) | (%) | [83%CL+0.9/-04]
Female speakers 0.6 0 17 0 0.4+1.6/-0.4
(100%) | (0%) | [83%CL+14/-03] | p=0.52
Male speakers 0.6 0 16 1 0.9+2.0/-0.9 Not sign.
(94%) (6%) | [83%CL:+1.7/-0.8]
Younger speakers 0.6 0 18 0 0.4+1.5/-04 p =047

27



Elder speakers

(100%) (0%) [83 % CI: +1.3/-03] | Notsign.
0.6 0 15 1 1.0+2.1/-1.0
(94%) (6%) [83 % CI: +1.8 / -0.8]
1.3 0 8 0 0.7+3.0/-0.7 p=0.81
[83 % CI: +2.5 / -0.6]
1.0 0 10 0 0.6+2.5/-0.6 p=0.68
[83 % CI: +2.1/-0.5]
1.3 0 8 0 0.7+3.0/-0.7 p=0.81
[83 % CI: +2.5 / -0.6]
1.3 0 7 1 1.8+3.5/-1.8 p=0.52

[83 % CL: +3.0 / -1.5]

Lb significance (P =), comparison between age-groups

IL.b significance (P =), comparison age-groups

18-29 30-45 46-65 > 65 18 to 29 30 to 45 46 to 65 > 65
Table 2.1: Analysis: A.1-2. The adverbials’ recognition (A.1) and local recognition (4.2)
A.1-A.2 Recognition A2 A2 A2 A2 A2 A2
. . - ) - —
Categories exclusive sE | z S = 2o |eg s 7 z = g =
. = o Z g o = o P = s @ 1= g o SRS = <
Answers in absolute numbers and | § & | & L 2 c g « 8 0%12 g5 | & 3 2 o 2w
= g = = =
’ iz 28 °© "IE| %822 28| ° Sf| SE
=" * —-- oo * =
S @ 5 = S o= ;
French [Saguenay—Lac-St-Jean] 0.3 0 2 32 9.2+0.7/-1.5 0.3 0 2 30 9.2+0.7/-1.6
Ttem 38: De travers (6%) (94%) | [83%CL:+0.6/-14] (7%) (93%) | [83%CL+0.6/-1.4]
Female speakers 0.6 0 1 16 9.1+0.9/-2.6 0.6 0 1 15 9.0+1.0/-2.7
(6%) (94%) | [83%CL+08/-22] | p=1,0 (6%) (94%) | [83%CL:+0.8/-23] | p=1.0
Male speakers 0.6 0 1 16 9.1+0.9/-2.6 Not sign. 0.6 0 1 15 9.0+1.0/-2.7 Not sign.
(6%) (94%) | [83%CL +0.8/-2.2] (6%) (94%) | [83 % CL:+0.8/-2.3]
Younger speakers 0.6 0 0 18 9.6+0.4/-2.2 0.6 0 0 17 9.6+0.4/-2.4
(0%) (100%) | [83%CL+03/-19] | p=0.32 (0%) (100%) | [83%CL:+0.3/-2.0] | p=0.31
Elder speakers 0.6 0 2 14 85+1.4/-2.8 Not sign. 0.7 0 2 13 84+1.5/-2.9 Not sign.
(13%) | (87%) | [83%CL+1.2/-2.4] (13%) | (87%) | [83%CL+13/-2.5]
1.3 0 0 8 9.3+0.7/-4.1 p=0.69 1.3 0 0 7 92+0.8/-4.4 p=0.7

[83 % CI: +0.6 / -3.5]

[83 % CI: +0.7 / -3.8]
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1.0 0 10 9.4+0.6/-3.5 p=0.59
[83 % CI: +0.5 / -3.0]

1.3 2 6 7.1+25/-4.1 p=0.33
[83 % CI: 2.2 / -3.5]

1.3 0 8 9.3+0.7/-4.1 p=0.69

[83 % CI: +0.6 / -3.5]

Lb significance (P =), comparison between age-groups

1.0 0 0 10 9.4+0.6/-3.5
[83 % CI: +0.5 / -3.0]

1.3 0 2 5 6.8 +2.8/-4.3
[83 % CI: +2.4 / -3.7]

1.3 0 0 8 9.3+0.7/-4.1

[83 % CI: +0.6 / -3.5]

IL.b significance (P =), comparison age-groups

p=0.53
p=0.29

p=0.64

18-29 30-45 46-65 > 65 18 to 29 30 to 45 46 to 65 > 65
=093 p=0.26 p=1.0 p=0.88 p=023 p=0.95
p=021 p=093 p=0.17 p=093
p=026 p=021
French [Saguenay—Lac-St-Jean] 0.3 0 34 9.8+0.2/-1.3
Item 39: Pantoute 0%) (100%) | [83%CI:+0.2/-1.1]
Female speakers 0.6 0 17 9.6 +0.4/-2.4
(0%) | (100%) | [83%CL+03/-2.0] | p=1.0
Male speakers 0.6 0 17 9.6+0.4/-2.4 Not sign.
(0%) | (100%) | [83% CI:+0.3/-2.0]
Younger speakers 0.6 0 18 9.6+0.4/-2.2
(0%) (100%) (83%CL+03/-1.9] | p=0.96
Elder speakers 0.6 0 16 9.6+0.4/-2.5 Not sign.
(0%) | (100%) | [83%CIL:+03/-2.1]
1.3 0 8 9.3+0.7/-4.1 p=0.98
[83 % CI: +0.6 / -3.5]
1.0 0 10 9.4+0.6/-3.5 p=0.93
[83 % CI: +0.5 / -3.0]
1.3 0 8 9.3+0.7/-4.1 p=0.98
[83 % CI: +0.6 / -3.5]
1.3 0 8 9.3+0.7/-4.1 p=0.98

[83 % CI: +0.6 / -3.5]

Lb significance (P =), comparison between age-groups

18-29 30-45 46-65 > 65
p=0.93 p=10 p=10
p=093 p=093
p=10

Table 2.1: Analysis: A.1-2. The adverbials’ recognition (A.1) and local recognition (4.2)

IL.b significance (P =), comparison age-groups
18 to 29 30 to 45 46 to 65 > 65
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A.1-A.2 Recognition A2 A2 A2 A2 A2 A2
Categories exclusive £ 5 o ? E = g o £ 5 g ? g = 2 :
Answers in absolute numbers and | & % % UE ; é § < E c:%} E % = u§ ; > : ;D 2
2 sE|e5| ¢ STE| SE|E2|2E| ° Zf| s§
g a = g * 7 :G: o S e * -
French [Saguenay—Lac-St-Jean] 0.3 2 2 30 8.7+1.0/-1.7 0.3 2 4 28 81+1.2/-1.8
Item 40: En premier (6%) (6%) (88%) | [83%CL+0.9/-15] 6%) | (12%) | (82%) | [83%CL+1.1/-1.6]
Female speakers 0.6 1 0 16 9.1+0.9/-2.6 0.6 1 1 15 8.5+1.3/-2.7
(6%) (0%) (94%) | [83%CL+08/-22] | p=0.42 (6%) (6%) (88%) | [83%CL+1.1/-23] | p=046
Male speakers 0.6 1 2 14 8.0+1.6/-2.8 Not sign. 0.6 1 3 13 7.5+1.9/-2.8 Not sign.
(6%) (12%) (82%) [83 % Cl: +1.4/-2.4] (6%) (18%) (76%) [83 % CL: +1.6 / -2.4]
Younger speakers 0.6 1 2 15 8.1+1.5/-2.7 0.6 1 4 13 7.1+42.0/-2.7
(6%) | (11%) | (83%) | [83%CL+1.3/-23] | p=0.48 (6%) | (22%) (72%) | [83%CL+17/-24] | p=0.17
Elder speakers 0.6 1 0 15 9.0+1.0/-2.7 Not sign. 0.6 1 0 15 9.0+1.0/-2.7 Not sign.
(6%) (0%) (94%) | [83%CL+0.8/-2.3] (6%) (0%) (94%) | [83 % CL+0.8/-2.3]
1.3 1 1 6 7.1+42.5/-4.1 p=0.49 1.3 1 1 6 7.1+2.5/-4.1 p=0.67
[83 % CL +2.2 / -3.5] [83 % CIL: +2.2 / -3.5]
1.0 0 1 9 8.5+1.5/-3.7 p=0.86 1.0 0 3 7 6.8+2.6/-3.7 p=0.51
[83% CL: +1.2/-3.2] [83 % CI: +2.2/-3.2]
1.3 1 0 7 82+1.8/-4.2 p=0.96 1.3 1 0 7 82+1.8/-42 p=0.81
[83 % CL +1.5/-3.6] [83 % CL: +1.5 / -3.6]
1.3 0 0 8 9.3+0.7/-4.1 p=045 1.3 0 0 8 9.3+0.7/-4.1 p=0.29
[83 % CL +0.6 / -3.5] [83 % CL: +0.6 / -3.5]
L.b significance (P =), comparison between age-groups IL.b significance (P =), comparison age-groups
18-29 30-45 46-65 > 65 18 to 29 30 to 45 46 to 65 > 65
p=0.85 p=0.59 p=026
p=0.46 p=0.17
p=0.54

Table 2.1: Analysis: A.1-2. The adverbials’ recognition (A.1) and local recognition (4.2)
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A.1-A.2 Recognition A2 A2 A2 A2 A2 A2
. . - ) - —
Categories exclusive = E o ? > = g = £ E 5 ? g = g :
Answers in absolute numbers and | § & g & = g § < eL | TE | =ER = 5 : g w
’ s2|z2| ¢ stE| sE|f2|c2| ¢ ZE| sk
s §: ] % & = | B §: % s oe * =h
French [Saguenay—Lac-St-Jean] 0.3 0 15 19 5.6+1.7/-19 0.3 0 15 19 5.6+1.7/-1.9
Item 41: Au ras (44%) (56%) [83% CL: +1.5/-1.7] (44%) (56%) [83 % CI: +1.5/ -1.7]
Female speakers 0.6 0 9 8 4.7+2.5/-2.6 0.6 0 9 8 47+2.5/-2.6
(53%) | 47%) | [83%CL:+22/-22] | p=0.34 (53%) | (47%) | [83%CL+22/-22] | p=0.34
Male speakers 0.6 0 6 11 6.4+22/-2.8 Not sign. 0.6 0 6 11 6.4+22/-2.8 Not sign.
(35%) (65%) | [83%CIL:+1.9/-2.4] (35%) (65%) | [83%CL+1.9/-2.4]
Younger speakers 0.6 0 9 9 5.0+2.4/-2.6 0.6 0 9 9 5.0+2.4/-2.6
(50%) (50%) | [83%CL+2.1/-22] | p=0.5 (50%) (50%) | [83%CL+2.1/-22] | p=0.5
Elder speakers 0.6 0 6 10 6.2+23/-2.9 Not sign. 0.6 0 6 10 6.2+23/-2.9 Not sign.
(38%) (62%) | [83%CL:+2.0/-2.5] (38%) (62%) | [83 % CL:+2.0/-2.5]
1.3 0 5 3 39+43.6/-3.2 p=0.38 1.3 0 5 3 39+3.6/-3.2 p=0.38
[83 % CL: +3.1 /-2.7] [83 % CL: +3.1/-2.7]
1.0 0 4 6 59+42.9/-3.5 p=0.82 1.0 0 4 6 59+29/-35 p=0.82
[83 % CL: +2.5 / -3.0] [83 % CI: +2.5 / -3.0]
1.3 0 2 6 7.1+42.5/-4.1 p=0.34 1.3 0 2 6 7.1+2.5/-4.1 p=0.34
[83 % CL: +2.2 / -3.5] [83 % CIL: +2.2 / -3.5]
1.3 0 4 4 5.0+3.4/-3.6 p=0.78 1.3 0 4 4 5.0+3.4/-3.6 p=0.78
[83 % CL +2.9/-3.1] [83 % CIL: +2.9 / -3.1]
L.b significance (P =), comparison between age-groups IL.b significance (P =), comparison age-groups
18-29 30-45 46-65 > 65 18 to 29 30 to 45 46 to 65 > 65
p=0.36 p=0.14 p=0.62
p=0.55 p=0.68
p=0.33

Table 2.1: Analysis: A.1-2. The adverbials’ recognition (A.1) and local recognition (4.2)
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2. The Third Way: Project material on Quebec French

2.2 The adverbials’ frequency as perceived by the
informants (B.1)
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B.1 Frequency NS = 1. 7.5 1L I11.
Categories exclusive not Not Frequent Value (1-10) Significance
Answers (raw data) in absolute sure frequent of group-
numbers and % (1 line per item) (reported | (add NS) dependency
to 1) (probability)
French [Saguenay—Lac-St-Jean] 0 4 0 0 53+4.2/-2.8
Item 1: En bref (100%) 0%) (0%) [83% CL: +3.4/-2.3]
Female speakers 0 2 0 0 6.2+3.8/-3.3
[83% CI: +2.8 / -2.4] p=10
Male speakers 0 2 0 0 6.2+3.8/-3.3 Not sign.
[83% CI: +2.8 / -2.4]
Younger speakers 0 0 0 0
[83% CL: +... /-] p=
Elder speakers 0 4 0 0 53+42/-28
[83% CL: +3.4/-2.3]
[83% CIL: +... / -...]
[83% CL: +... / -...]
0 1 0 0 6.7+3.3/-3.5
[83% CI: +1.9 /-2.0]
0 3 0 0 5.8+42/-3.0
[83% CI: +3.4 / -2.4]
Item 2: Par *ciec 0 0 ‘ 0 0 -/-
Table 2.2: Analysis: B.1. The adverbials’ perceptive frequency
B.1 Frequency NS = 1. 7.5 1L III.
Categories exclusive not Not Frequent Value (1-10) Significance
Answers (raw data) in absolute sure frequent of group-
numbers and % (1 line per item) (reported | (add NS) dependency
to 1) (probability)
French [Saguenay—Lac-St-Jean] 0 0 24 2 9.0 +0.2/-0.4
Item 3: Pour de bon (0%) (92%) (8%) [83% CI: +0.1 /-0.4]
Female speakers 0 0 12 1 9.0+0.2/-0.9
[83% CI: +0.2 / -0.8] p=10
Male speakers 0 0 12 1 9.0+0.2/-0.9 Not sign.
[83% CI: +0.2 / -0.8]
Younger speakers 0 0 12 2 9.0+0.2/-0.8
[83% CI: +0.2 / -0.7] p=0.78
Elder speakers 0 0 12 0 89+0.2/-09 Not sign.
[83% CI: +0.2 / -0.8]
0 0 7 0 89+0.3/-1.6
[83% CL: +0.3 /-1.3]
0 0 5 2 92+0.3/-1.7
[83% CL: +0.2 / -1.4]
0 0 5 0 89+0.4/-2.1
[83% CL: +0.3 /-1.8]
0 0 7 0 89+0.3/-1.6

[83% CL: +0.3 /-1.3]

2 When no answer is provided by a group or sub-group (0-0-0) — cases presented in grey — the retained value is reported from
A.1 (e.g., for 23 speakers: 0.3 +1.2/-0.3) (cf. Roy’s calculator 2020-2022), which essentially corresponds to 23-0-0.
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French [Saguenay—Lac-St-Jean]
Item 4: *De fixe

Table 2.2: Analysis: B.1. The adverbials’ perceptive frequency

B.1 Frequency NS = 1. 7.5 1L III.
Categories exclusive not Not Frequent Value (1-10) Significance
Answers (raw data) in absolute sure frequent of group-
numbers and % (1 line per item) (reported | (add NS) dependency
to 1) (probability)
French [Saguenay—Lac-St-Jean] 0 7 0 0 44+38/-23
Item 5: Pour certain (100%) 0%) 0%) [83% CI: +3.3 /-1.9]
Female speakers 0 3 0 0 5.8+4.2/-3.0
[83% CI: +3.4/-2.4] p=0.84
Male speakers 0 4 0 0 53+42/-28 Not sign.
[83% CL: +3.4/-2.3]
Younger speakers 0 3 0 0 5.8+4.2/-3.0
[83% CI: +3.4/-2.4] p=0.84
Elder speakers 0 4 0 0 53+42/-28 Not sign.
[83% CL: +3.4/-2.3]
0 2 0 0 6.2+3.8/-3.3
[83% CI: +2.8 / -2.4]
0 1 0 0 6.7+3.3/-3.5
[83% CI: +1.9/ -2.0]
0 3 0 0 5.8+4.2/-3.0
[83% CL: +3.4/-2.4]
0 1 0 0 6.7+3.3/-3.5
[83% CL: +1.9/ -2.0]
French [Saguenay—Lac-St-Jean] 0 17 8 0 58+1.2/-12
Item 6: En continu (68%) (32%) (0%) [83% CL: +1.1/-1.1]
Female speakers 0 8 5 0 6.5+1.5/-1.5
[83% CI: +1.3 /-1.3] p=0.5
Male speakers 0 9 3 0 5.7+2.0/-1.8 Not sign.
[83% CI: +1.7/-1.6]
Younger speakers 0 8 8 0 7.0+1.1/-1.2
[83% CI: +0.9 / -1.0] p=0.05
Elder speakers 0 9 0 0 4.0+3.6/-2.0 Not sign.
[83% CL +3.1/-1.7]
0 5 2 0 6.3+23/-2.1
[83% CI: +2.0/-1.7]
0 3 6 0 7.8+1.1/-1.5
[83% CL: +0.9 /-1.2]
0 6 0 0 46+39/-24
[83% CL: +3.3 /-2.1]
0 3 0 0 5.8+4.2/-3.0
[83% CL +3.4/-2.4]
Table 2.2: Analysis: B.1. The adverbials’ perceptive frequency
B.1 Frequency NS = 1. 7.5 1L III.
Categories exclusive not Not Frequent Value (1-10) Significance
Answers (raw data) in absolute sure frequent of group-
numbers and % (1 line per item) (reported | (add NS) dependency
to 1) (probability)
French [Saguenay-Lac-St-Jean] 0 6 0 0 4.6+39/-24
Item 7: A drette (100%) (0%) (0%) [83% CI: +3.3/-2.1]
Female speakers 0 4 0 0 53+42/-28
[83% CI: +3.4 / -2.3] p=0.71
Male speakers 0 2 0 0 6.2+3.8/-3.3 Not sign.

[83% CI: +2.8 / -2.4]
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Younger speakers 0 4 0 0 53+42/-28
[83% CI: +3.4/-2.3] p=0.71
Elder speakers 0 2 0 0 6.2+3.8/-3.3 Not sign.
[83% CL: +2.8 / -2.4]
0 2 0 0 6.2+3.8/-3.3
[83% CI: +2.8 / -2.4]
0 2 0 0 6.2+3.8/-3.3
[83% CI: +2.8 / -2.4]
0 2 0 0 6.2+3.8/-3.3
[83% CI: +2.8 / -2.4]
French [Saguenay—Lac-St-Jean] 0 2 0 0 6.2+3.8/-3.3
Item 8.1: En especial (100%) (0%) (0%) [83% CI: +2.8 / -2.4]
Female speakers 0 2 0 0 6.2+3.8/-3.3
[83% CI: +2.8 / -2.4]
Male speakers
Younger speakers 0 1 0 0 6.7+3.3/-3.5
[83% CI: +1.9 / -2.0] p=10
Elder speakers 0 1 0 0 6.7+3.3/-3.5 Not sign.
[83% CI: +1.9/ -2.0]
0 1 0 0 6.7+3.3/-3.5
[83% CI: +1.9/ -2.0]
[83% CIL: +... / -...]
[83% CIL: +... / -...]
0 1 0 0 6.7+3.3/-3.5
[83% CI: +1.9/ -2.0]
Table 2.2: Analysis: B.1. The adverbials’ perceptive frequency
B.1 Frequency NS = 1. 7.5 IL III.
Categories exclusive not Not Frequent Value (1-10) Significance
Answers (raw data) in absolute sure | frequent of group-
numbers and % (1 line per item) (reported | (add NS) dependency
to 1) (probability)
French [Saguenay—Lac-St-Jean] 0 0 14 20 9.5+0.1/-0.4
Item 8.2: En spécial (0%) (41%) (59%) [83% CI: +0.1 / -0.3]
Female speakers 0 0 8 9 9.4+0.2/-0.7
[83% CI: +0.2 / -0.6] p=0.75
Male speakers 0 0 6 11 9.5+0.2/-0.7 Not sign.
[83% CI: +0.1 /-0.6]
Younger speakers 0 0 7 11 9.5+0.2/-0.7
[83% CI: +0.1/-0.6] p=10
Elder speakers 0 0 7 9 9.5+0.2/-0.8 Not sign.
[83% CI: +0.2 / -0.7]
0 0 4 4 9.4+0.2/-1.5
[83% CL: +0.2 / -1.3]
0 0 3 7 9.6+0.2/-1.3
[83% CI: +0.2 /-1.1]
0 0 3 5 9.5+0.2/-1.6
[83% CL: +0.2 / -1.3]
0 0 4 4 9.4+0.2/-1.5
[83% CL: +0.2 / -1.3]
French [Saguenay—Lac-St-Jean] 0 6 22 2 8.3+0.5/-0.7
Item 9: A ’extréme (20%) (73%) (7%) [83% CI: +0.4 / -0.6]
Female speakers 0 3 11 0 82+0.7/-1.1 =074

[83% CI: +0.6 / -0.9]
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Male speakers 0 3 11 2 8.4+0.6/-1.0 Not sign.
[83% CI: +0.5 /-0.9]
Younger speakers 0 4 10 2 82+0.7/-1.1
[83% CI: +0.6 / -0.9] p=0.61
Elder speakers 0 2 12 0 8.5+0.5/-1.1 Not sign.
[83% CL: +0.4/-0.9]
0 1 5 2 8.8+0.6/-1.7
[83% CL: +0.5 / -1.4]
0 3 5 0 7.6+1.2/-1.6
[83% CI: +1.1/-1.3]
0 0 8 0 89+03/-1.4
[83% CI: +0.2 /-1.2]
0 2 4 0 7.8+1.3/-1.8
[83% CI: +1.1/-1.5]
Table 2.2: Analysis: B.1. The adverbials’ perceptive frequency
B.1 Frequency NS = 1. 7.5 IL III.
Categories exclusive not Not Frequent Value (1-10) Significance
Answers (raw data) in absolute sure | frequent of group-
numbers and % (1 line per item) (reported | (add NS) dependency
to 1) (probability)
French [Saguenay—Lac-St-Jean] 0 5 21 6 8.6 +0.4 /-0.7
Item 10: En gros (16%) (65%) (19%) | [83%CL+0.4/-0.6]
Female speakers 0 2 10 3 8.7+0.5/-1.1
[83% CI: +0.5 / -0.9] p=0.72
Male speakers 0 3 11 3 8.5+0.6/-1.0 Not sign.
[83% CI: +0.5/-0.9]
Younger speakers 0 0 12 6 9.2+0.2/-0.7
[83%CL: +0.2/-0.6] | P~ 0.007
Elder speakers 0 5 9 0 7.6+09/-1.2 Slg:b’e:?k
[83% CI: +0.8 / -1.0]
0 0 7 1 9.0+0.3/-1.4
[83% CI: +0.2 / -1.2]
0 0 5 5 9.4+0.2/-1.2
[83% CI: +0.2 / -1.1]
0 5 3 0 6.6+1.9/-1.8
[83% CI: +1.6 /-1.6]
0 0 6 0 8.9+0.3/-1.8
[83% CI: +0.3 / -1.5]
French [Saguenay—Lac-St-Jean] 0 6 28 0 8.3+0.4/-0.6
Item 11: A limproviste (18%) (82%) (0%) [83% CI: +0.3 / -0.5]
Female speakers 0 3 14 0 83+0.5/-09
[83% CI: +0.5 / -0.8] p=10
Male speakers 0 3 14 0 8.3+0.5/-0.9 Not sign.
[83% CI: +0.5 / -0.8]
Younger speakers 0 3 15 0 8.4+0.5/-09
[83% CI: +0.4 / -0.8] p=0.85
Elder speakers 0 3 13 0 83+0.6/-1.0 Not sign.
[83% CI: +0.5 /-0.9]
0 3 5 0 7.6+1.2/-1.6
[83% CI: +1.1/-1.3]
0 0 10 0 8.9+0.2/-1.1
[83% CI: +0.2 / -1.0]
0 1 7 0 8.5+0.6/-1.5
[83% CL: +0.5 / -1.3]
0 2 6 0 8.1+0.9/-1.5

[83% CL +0.8 / -1.3]

Table 2.2: Analysis: B.1. The adverbials’ perceptive frequency
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B.1 Frequency NS = 1. 7.5 IL III.
Categories exclusive not Not Frequent Value (1-10) Significance
Answers (raw data) in absolute sure frequent of group-
numbers and % (1 line per item) (reported | (add NS) dependency
to 1) (probability)
French [Saguenay—Lac-St-Jean] 0 13 13 0 6.9 +0.8/-0.9
Item 12: Au large (50%) (50%) (0%) [83% CI: +0.7 / -0.8]
Female speakers 0 7 8 0 72+1.1/-1.2
[83% CI: +0.9 / -1.0] p=0.74
Male speakers 0 6 5 0 69+14/-1.5 Not sign.
[83% CI: +1.2/-1.3]
Younger speakers 0 6 9 0 7.4+09/-1.1
[83% CI: +0.8 / -1.0] p=0.31
Elder speakers 0 7 4 0 6.4+1.7/-1.7 Not sign.
[83% CL: +1.4/-1.4]
0 4 4 0 72+1.5/-1.7
[83% CI: +1.3 / -1.4]
0 2 5 0 8.0+1.1/-1.7
[83% CL: +0.9 / -1.4]
0 4 2 0 6.6+2.3/-2.1
[83% CI: +1.9/ -1.7]
0 3 2 0 6.9+22/-2.1
[83% CI: +1.8 / -1.7]
French [Saguenay—Lac-St-Jean] 0 2 0 0 6.2+3.8/-3.3
Item 13: De léger (100%) (0%) (0%) [83% CI: +2.8 / -2.4]
Female speakers 0 1 0 0 6.7+3.3/-3.5
[83% CI: +1.9/ -2.0] p=10
Male speakers 0 1 0 0 6.7+3.3/-3.5 Not sign.
[83% CL: +1.9/ -2.0]
Younger speakers
Elder speakers 0 2 0 0 6.2+3.8/-3.3
[83% CL: +2.8 / -2.4]
0 2 0 0 6.2+3.8/-3.3
[83% CI: +2.8 / -2.4]
Table 2.2: Analysis: B.1. The adverbials’ perceptive frequency
B.1 Frequency NS = 1. 7.5 1L III.
Categories exclusive not Not Frequent Value (1-10) Significance
Answers (raw data) in absolute sure frequent of group-
numbers and % (1 line per item) (reported | (add NS) dependency
to 1) (probability)
French [Saguenay—Lac-St-Jean] 0 14 5 0 55+1.6/-1.5
Item 14: A plein (74%) (26%) (0%) [83% CI: +1.4 /-1.3]
Female speakers 0 10 1 0 45429/-2.0
[83% CIL: +2.5/-1.7] p=0.07
Male speakers 0 4 4 0 72+1.5/-1.7 Not sign.
[83% CL: +1.3 /-1.4]
Younger speakers 0 5 0 0 50+4.1/-2.6
[83% CI: +3.4/-2.2] p=0.47
Elder speakers 0 9 5 0 63+1.5/-1.5 Not sign.

[83% CL: +1.3 /-1.3]
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0 2 0 0 6.2+3.8/-3.3
[83% CI: +2.8 / -2.4]
0 3 0 0 5.8+4.2/-3.0
[83% CL: +3.4/-2.4]
0 6 1 0 54+3.0/-2.2
[83% CI: +2.6 / -1.9]
0 3 4 0 75+1.4/-1.7
[83% CI: +1.2/-1.4]
Item 15: De *plene 0 o | o 0 /-
Table 2.2: Analysis: B.1. The adverbials’ perceptive frequency
B.1 Frequency NS = 1. 7.5 1L II1.
Categories exclusive not Not Frequent Value (1-10) Significance
Answers (raw data) in absolute sure | frequent of group-
numbers and % (1 line per item) (reported | (add NS) dependency
to 1) (probability)
French [Saguenay—Lac-St-Jean] 0 2 0 0 6.2+3.8/-3.3
Item 16: De sec (100%) (0%) (0%) [83% CI: +2.8 / -2.4]
Female speakers
Male speakers 0 2 0 0 6.2+3.8/-3.3
[83% CI: +2.8 / -2.4]
Younger speakers 0 2 0 0 6.2+3.8/-3.3
[83% CI: +2.8 / -2.4]
Elder speakers
0 2 0 0 6.2+3.8/-3.3
[83% CI: +2.8 / -2.4]
French [Saguenay—Lac-St-Jean] 0 8 2 0 55+24/-2.0
Item 17: D’ordinaire (80%) (20%) (0%) [83% CI: +2.1 /-1.7]
Female speakers 0 6 0 0 46+39/-24
[83% CI: +3.3 /-2.1] p=0.15
Male speakers 0 2 2 0 7.342.1/-2.1 Not sign.
[83% CI: +1.7/-1.7]
Younger speakers 0 4 0 0 53+42/-28
[83% CI: +3.4/-2.3] p=0.52
Elder speakers 0 4 2 0 6.6 +2.3/-2.1 Not sign.
[83% CI: +1.9/-1.7]
0 4 0 0 53+4.2/-2.8
[83% CL: +3.4/-2.3]
0 2 0 0 6.2+3.8/-3.3
[83% CI: +2.8 / -2.4]
0 2 2 0 7.3+2.1/-2.1

[83% CI: +1.7/-1.7]

Table 2.2: Analysis: B.1. The adverbials’ perceptive frequency
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B.1 Frequency NS = 1. 7.5 IL III.
Categories exclusive not Not Frequent Value (1-10) Significance
Answers (raw data) in absolute sure frequent of group-
numbers and % (1 line per item) (reported | (add NS) dependency
to 1) (probability)
French [Saguenay—Lac-St-Jean] 0 3 0 0 58+4.2/-3.0
Item 18: Pour le siir (100%) (0%) (0%) [83% CI: +3.4 / -2.4]
Female speakers 0 2 0 0 6.2+3.8/-3.3
[83% CI: +2.8 / -2.4] p=0.62
Male speakers 0 1 0 0 6.7+3.3/-3.5 Not sign.
[83% CI: +1.9/ -2.0]
Younger speakers 0 1 0 0 6.7+3.3/-3.5
[83% CI: +1.9 / -2.0] p=0.62
Elder speakers 0 2 0 0 6.2+3.8/-3.3 Not sign.
[83% CI: +2.8 / -2.4]
0 1 0 0 6.7+3.3/-3.5
[83% CI: +1.9/ -2.0]
0 1 0 0 6.7+3.3/-3.5
[83% CI: +1.9/-2.0]
0 1 0 0 6.7+3.3/-3.5
[83% CI: +1.9/ -2.0]
French [Saguenay—Lac-St-Jean] 0 4 21 8 8.8+0.4/-0.6
Item 19: Au sérieux (12%) (64%) (24%) [83% CI: +0.3 / -0.5]
Female speakers 0 0 13 4 9.1+0.2/-0.7
[83% CI: +0.2 / -0.6] p=0.11
Male speakers 0 4 8 4 8.3+0.7/-1.1 Not sign.
[83% CI: +0.6 / -1.0]
Younger speakers 0 2 8 8 9.0+0.4/-0.9
[83% CI: +0.4 / -0.8] p=0.31
Elder speakers 0 2 13 0 8.5+0.5/-1.0 Not sign.
[83% CI: +0.4 / -0.9]
0 2 4 2 83+1.0/-1.7
[83% CI: +0.8 / -1.5]
0 0 4 6 9.5+0.2/-1.3
[83% CI: +0.2 / -1.1]
0 0 8 0 89+03/-1.4
[83% CI: +0.2 / -1.2]
0 2 5 0 8.0+1.1/-1.7
[83% CI: +0.9 / -1.4]
Table 2.2: Analysis: B.1. The adverbials’ perceptive frequency
B.1 Frequency NS = 1. 7.5 1L III.
Categories exclusive not Not Frequent Value (1-10) Significance
Answers (raw data) in absolute sure frequent of group-
numbers and % (1 line per item) (reported | (add NS) dependency
to 1) (probability)
French [Saguenay—Lac-St-Jean] 0 3 23 4 8.7+0.3/-0.6
Item 20: Pour vrai (10%) (77%) (13%) [83% CI: +0.3 / -0.5]
Female speakers 0 2 13 2 8.6+0.5/-0.9
[83% CI: +0.4 / -0.8] »=0.69
Male speakers 0 1 10 2 8.8+0.4/-1.1 Not sign.
[83% CL: +0.4/-0.9]
Younger speakers 0 0 11 4 9.2+0.2/-0.8
83% cr: +02/-07) | P =004
Elder speakers 0 3 12 0 8.2+0.6/-1.0 S‘gn" weak
epend.

[83% CI: +0.5 /-0.9]
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0 0 6 0 89+0.3/-1.8
[83% CL: +0.3 /-1.5]
0 0 5 4 93+0.2/-1.4
[83% CI: +0.2 /-1.2]
0 3 4 0 7.5+1.4/-1.7
[83% CI: +1.2/-1.4]
0 0 8 0 89+03/-1.4
[83% CI: +0.2 /-1.2]
French [Saguenay—Lac-St-Jean] 0 1 0 0 6.7+3.3/-3.5
Item 21: En brave (100%) (0%) (0%) [83% CI: +1.9/-2.0]
Female speakers
Male speakers 0 1 0 0 6.7+3.3/-3.5
[83% CI: +1.9/ -2.0]
Younger speakers 0 1 0 0 6.7+3.3/-3.5
[83% CI: +1.9/-2.0]
Elder speakers
0 1 0 0 6.7+3.3/-3.5
[83% CI: +1.9/-2.0]
Table 2.2: Analysis: B.1. The adverbials’ perceptive frequency
B.1 Frequency NS = 1. 7.5 IL III.
Categories exclusive not Not Frequent Value (1-10) Significance
Answers (raw data) in absolute sure | frequent of group-
numbers and % (1 line per item) (reported | (add NS) dependency
to 1) (probability)
French [Saguenay—Lac-St-Jean] 0 1 23 0 8.8+0.2/-0.6
Item 22: De court (4%) (96%) 0%) [83% CI: +0.2 / -0.5]
Female speakers 0 1 13 0 8.7+0.3/-1.0
[83% CI: +0.3 / -0.8] p=0.66
Male speakers 0 0 10 0 89+0.2/-1.1 Not sign.
[83% CL: +0.2 / -1.0]
Younger speakers 0 0 10 0 89+0.2/-1.1
[83% CI: +0.2 / -1.0] p=0.66
Elder speakers 0 1 13 0 8.7+0.3/-1.0 Not sign.
[83% CI: +0.3 /-0.8]
0 0 4 0 9.0+0.4/-2.6
[83% CL: +0.4 /-2.1]
0 0 6 0 89+0.3/-1.8
[83% CL: +0.3 /-1.5]
0 1 6 0 8.5+0.7/-1.7
[83% CL: +0.6 / -1.4]
0 0 7 0 89+03/-1.6
[83% CL +0.3 / -1.3]
French [Saguenay—Lac-St-Jean] 0 2 0 0 6.2+3.8/-3.3
Item 23: A mal (100%) (0%) (0%) [83% CI: +2.8 / -2.4]
Female speakers
Male speakers 0 2 0 0 6.2+3.8/-3.3

[83% CI: +2.8 / -2.4]

Younger speakers
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Elder speakers 0 2 0 0 6.2+3.8/-3.3
[83% CI: +2.8 / -2.4]
0 2 0 0 6.2+3.8/-3.3
[83% CI: +2.8 / -2.4]
Table 2.2: Analysis: B.1. The adverbials’ perceptive frequency
B.1 Frequency NS = 1. 7.5 IL III.
Categories exclusive not Not Frequent Value (1-10) Significance
Answers (raw data) in absolute sure | frequent of group-
numbers and % (1 line per item) (reported | (add NS) dependency
to 1) (probability)
French [Saguenay—Lac-St-Jean]| 0 0 0 0 -/-
Item 24: De *diaire
French [Saguenay—Lac-St-Jean] 0 0 0 0 -/-
Item 25: (*)De seguide
Table 2.2: Analysis: B.1. The adverbials’ perceptive frequency
B.1 Frequency NS = 1. 7.5 IL III.
Categories exclusive not Not Frequent Value (1-10) Significance
Answers (raw data) in absolute sure | frequent of group-
numbers and % (1 line per item) (reported | (add NS) dependency
to 1) (probability)
French [Saguenay—Lac-St-Jean] 0 2 2 0 7.3+2.1/-2.1
Item 26: A blanc (50%) (50%) (0%) [83% CI: +1.7 / -1.7]
Female speakers 0 1 0 0 6.7+3.3/-3.5
[83% CI: +1.9 / -2.0] p=0.57
Male speakers 0 1 2 0 7.8+1.7/-2.4 Not sign.
[83% CI: +1.4/-1.9]
Younger speakers 0 2 0 0 6.2+3.8/-3.3
[83% CI: +2.8 / -2.4] p=0.19
Elder speakers 0 0 2 0 9.0+0.6/-4.3 Not sign.
[83% CL: +0.4/-3.2]
0 2 0 0 6.2+3.8/-3.3
[83% CI: +2.8 / -2.4]
0 0 2 0 9.0+0.6/-4.3
[83% CL: +0.4/-3.2]
French [Saguenay—Lac-St-Jean] 0 1 0 0 6.7+3.3/-3.5
Item 27: En clair (100%) (0%) (0%) [83% CI: +1.9/-2.0]
Female speakers
Male speakers 0 1 0 0 6.7+3.3/-3.5
[83% CL: +1.9/ -2.0]
Younger speakers
Elder speakers 0 1 0 0 6.7+3.3/-3.5

[83% CL: +1.9/ -2.0]
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0 1 0 0 6.7+3.3/-3.5
[83% CI: +1.9 /-2.0]
Table 2.2: Analysis: B.1. The adverbials’ perceptive frequency
B.1 Frequency NS = 1. 7.5 1L 1.
Categories exclusive not Not Frequent Value (1-10) Significance
Answers (raw data) in absolute sure | frequent of group-
numbers and % (1 line per item) (reported | (add NS) dependency
to 1) (probability)
French [nguenay—Lac-St—Jean] 0 12 4 0 55+1.8/-1.6
Item 28: A couvert (75%) (25%) (0%) [83% CI: +1.5 / -1.4]
Female speakers 0 6 2 0 6.0+24/-2.0
[83% CI: +2.0 / -1.7] p=10
Male speakers 0 6 2 0 6.0+24/-2.0 Not sign.
[83% CI: +2.0 /-1.7]
Younger speakers 0 6 3 0 64+19/-1.8
[83% CI: +1.7/ -1.6] p=0.52
Elder speakers 0 6 1 0 54+3.0/-2.2 Not sign.
[83% CI: +2.6 / -1.9]
0 3 1 0 6.5+3.0/-2.3
[83% CI: +2.4 /-1.9]
0 3 2 0 6.9+2.2/-2.1
[83% CI: +1.8 /-1.7]
0 5 0 0 5.0+4.1/-2.6
[83% CI: +3.4/-2.2]
0 1 1 0 74+25/-23
[83% CI: +1.9/-1.7]
French [Saguenay—Lac-St-Jean] 0 9 6 0 6.5+1.3/-1.4
Item 29: En dernier (60%) (40%) (0%) [83% CI: +1.2/-1.2]
Female speakers 0 6 1 0 54+3.0/-22
[83% CI: +2.6 /-1.9] p=0.14
Male speakers 0 3 5 0 7.6+1.2/-1.6 Not sign.
[83% CL: +1.1/-1.3]
Younger speakers 0 6 2 0 6.0+24/-2.0
[83% CIL: +2.0 / -1.7] =026
Elder speakers 0 3 4 0 7.5+14/-1.7 Not sign.
[83% CI: +1.2/-1.4]
0 3 2 0 6.9+2.2/-2.1
[83% CI: +1.8 /-1.7]
0 3 0 0 5.8+4.2/-3.0
[83% CL: +3.4/-2.4]
0 2 0 0 6.2+3.8/-3.3
[83% CI: +2.8 / -2.4]
0 1 4 0 83+1.0/-2.1
[83% CI: +0.8 / -1.7]
Table 2.2: Analysis: B.1. The adverbials’ perceptive frequency
B.1 Frequency NS = 1. 7.5 1L III.
Categories exclusive not Not Frequent Value (1-10) Significance
Answers (raw data) in absolute sure | frequent of group-
numbers and % (1 line per item) (reported | (add NS) dependency
to 1) (probability)
French [Saguenay—Lac-St-Jean] 0 0 16 16 9.4+0.1/-0.4
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Item 30: Par expreés (0%) (50%) (50%) [83% CI: +0.1 /-0.3]
Female speakers 0 0 7 8 9.4+0.2/-0.8
[83% CI: +0.2 / -0.7] p=10
Male speakers 0 0 9 8 9.4+0.2/-0.7 Not sign.
[83% CI: +0.2 / -0.6]
Younger speakers 0 0 7 11 9.5+0.2/-0.7
[83% CI: +0.1/-0.6] p=0.39
Elder speakers 0 0 9 5 9.2+0.2/-0.9 Not sign.
[83% CI: +0.2 / -0.8]
0 0 4 4 9.4+0.2/-1.5
[83% CL: +0.2 / -1.3]
0 0 3 7 9.6+0.2/-1.3
[83% CI: +0.2 / -1.1]
0 0 3 5 9.5+0.2/-1.6
[83% CL: +0.2 / -1.3]
0 0 6 0 89+0.3/-1.8
[83% CL: +0.3 / -1.5]
French [Saguenay—Lac-St-Jean] 0 0 6 2 9.1+0.3/-1.5
Item 31: En grand (0%) (75%) (25%) [83% CI: +0.2 / -1.3]
Female speakers 0 0 5 1 9.1+0.3/-1.9
[83% CI: +0.3 / -1.6] p=0.84
Male speakers 0 0 1 1 94+0.2/-55 Not sign.
[83% CL +0.2 / -4.1]
Younger speakers 0 0 2 0 9.0+0.6/-4.3
[83% CI: +0.4 / -3.2] p=0.88
Elder speakers 0 0 4 2 92+0.3/-2.0 Not sign.
[83% CL +0.2 / -1.7]
0 0 2 0 9.0+0.6/-4.3
[83% CI: +0.4/-3.2]
0 0 3 0 9.0+0.5/-3.3
[83% CL: +0.4 / -2.6]
0 0 1 2 9.4+0.2/-42
[83% CI: +0.2 / -3.3]
Table 2.2: Analysis: B.1. The adverbials’ perceptive frequency
B.1 Frequency NS = 1. 7.5 IL III.
Categories exclusive not Not Frequent Value (1-10) Significance
Answers (raw data) in absolute sure | frequent of group-
numbers and % (1 line per item) (reported | (add NS) dependency
to 1) (probability)
French [Saguenay—Lac-St-Jean] 0 5 26 1 8.4+0.4/-0.6
Item 32: Allege (16%) (81%) (3%) [83% CI: +0.3 /-0.5]
Female speakers 0 4 13 0 8.1+0.6/-1.0
[83% CI: +0.5 / -0.8] p=0.17
Male speakers 0 1 13 1 8.8+0.4/-0.9 Not sign.
[83% CI: +0.3 / -0.8]
Younger speakers 0 3 12 1 83+0.6/-1.0
[83% CI: +0.5 / -0.9] p=0.69
Elder speakers 0 2 14 0 8.5+0.4/-09 Not sign.
[83% CI: +0.4 / -0.8]
0 1 5 1 8.6+0.7/-1.8
[83% CL: +0.6 / -1.5]
0 2 7 0 82+0.8/-1.4
[83% CL: +0.7 /-1.2]
0 2 6 0 8.1+0.9/-1.5

[83% CL: +0.8 / -1.3]
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0 0 8 0 89+0.3/-1.4
[83% CI: +0.2 /-1.2]
French [Saguenay—Lac-St-Jean] 0 3 0 0 58+4.2/-3.0
Item 33: Au long (100%) (0%) (0%) [83% CI: +3.4/-2.4]
Female speakers 0 1 0 0 6.7+3.3/-3.5
[83% CI: +1.9 /-2.0] p=0.62
Male speakers 0 2 0 0 6.2+3.8/-3.3 Not sign.
[83% CI: +2.8 / -2.4]
Younger speakers 0 2 0 0 6.2+3.8/-3.3
[83% CI: +2.8 / -2.4] p=0.62
Elder speakers 0 1 0 0 6.7+3.3/-3.5 Not sign.
[83% CI: +1.9/-2.0]
0 1 0 0 6.7+3.3/-3.5
[83% CI: +1.9/-2.0]
0 1 0 0 6.7+3.3/-3.5
[83% CI: +1.9/ -2.0]
0 1 0 0 6.7+3.3/-3.5
[83% CI: +1.9/-2.0]
Table 2.2: Analysis: B.1. The adverbials’ perceptive frequency
B.1 Frequency NS = 1. 7.5 IL III.
Categories exclusive not Not Frequent Value (1-10) Significance
Answers (raw data) in absolute sure frequent of group-
numbers and % (1 line per item) (reported | (add NS) dependency
to 1) (probability)
French [Saguenay—Lac-St-Jean] 0 11 14 1 7.3+0.8/-0.9
Item 34: En neuf (42%) (54%) (4%) [83% CI: +0.7 / -0.8]
Female speakers 0 4 8 1 79+09/-1.2
[83% CI: +0.8 / -1.1] p=0.24
Male speakers 0 7 6 0 69+13/-14 Not sign.
[83% CL: +1.1/-1.2]
Younger speakers 0 7 5 1 69+14/-14
[83% CI: +1.2/-1.2] p=0.29
Elder speakers 0 4 9 0 7.8+0.8/-1.2 Not sign.
[83% CL: +0.7 / -1.0]
0 4 0 0 53+42/-28
[83% CL: +3.4/-2.3]
0 3 5 1 79+1.1/-1.5
[83% CI: +1.0/-1.3]
0 1 4 0 83+1.0/-2.1
[83% CL: +0.8 / -1.7]
0 3 5 0 7.6+1.2/-1.6
[83% CL: +1.1/-1.3]
French [Saguenay-Lac-St-Jean] 0 0 0 0 N SO A
Item 35: A noir [83% CL: +.../ -...]
Table 2.2: Analysis: B.1. The adverbials’ perceptive frequency
B.1 Frequency NS = 1. 7.5 1L III.
Categories exclusive not Not Frequent Value (1-10) Significance
Answers (raw data) in absolute sure frequent of group-
numbers and % (1 line per item) (reported | (add NS) dependency
to 1) (probability)
French [Saguenay—Lac-St-Jean] 0 1 0 0 6.7+3.3/-3.5
Item 36: Au parfait (100%) (0%) (0%) [83% CI: +1.9/-2.0]
Female speakers 0 1 0 0 6.7+3.3/-3.5

[83% CI: +1.9/ -2.0]
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Male speakers

Younger speakers

Elder speakers 0 1 0 0 6.7+3.3/-3.5
[83% CL: +1.9/ -2.0]
0 1 0 0 6.7+3.3/-3.5
[83% CI: +1.9/ -2.0]
French [Saguenay—Lac-St-Jean] 0 1 0 0 6.7+3.3/-3.5
Item 37: A la rebours (100%) (0%) (0%) [83% CI: +1.9/-2.0]
Female speakers
Male speakers 0 1 0 0 6.7+3.3/-3.5
[83% CL: +1.9/ -2.0]
Younger speakers
Elder speakers 0 1 0 0 6.7+3.3/-3.5
[83% CL: +1.9/ -2.0]
0 1 0 0 6.7+3.3/-3.5
[83% CL: +1.9/ -2.0]
Table 2.2: Analysis: B.1. The adverbials’ perceptive frequency
B.1 Frequency NS = 1. 7.5 IL I11.
Categories exclusive not Not Frequent Value (1-10) Significance
Answers (raw data) in absolute sure frequent of group-
numbers and % (I line per item) (reported | (add NS) dependency
to 1) (probability)
French [Saguenay—Lac-St-Jean] 0 3 17 0 8.4 +0.4/-0.8
Item 38: De travers (15%) (85%) (0%) [83% CI: +0.4 / -0.7]
Female speakers 0 2 8 0 83+0.7/-13
[83% CI: +0.6 / -1.2] p=0.65
Male speakers 0 1 9 0 8.6+0.5/-1.3 Not sign.
[83% CI: +0.4/-1.1]
Younger speakers 0 1 8 0 8.6+0.5/-1.4
[83% CI: +0.5 / -1.2] p=0.65
Elder speakers 0 2 9 0 8.3+0.7/-1.3 Not sign.
[83% CL +0.6 / -1.1]
0 1 3 0 8.1+1.3/-23
[83% CI: +1.1/-1.8]
0 0 5 0 8.9+0.4/-2.1
[83% CL: +0.3 / -1.8]
0 0 5 0 8.9+0.4/-2.1
[83% CL: +0.3 / -1.8]
0 2 4 0 7.8+1.3/-1.8

[83% CI: +1.1/-1.5]
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French [Saguenay—Lac-St-Jean] 0 0 0 0 I
Item 39: Pantoute’ [83% CIL: +... / -
Table 2.2: Analysis: B.1. The adverbials’ perceptive frequency
B.1 Frequency NS = 1. 7.5 IL III.
Categories exclusive not Not Frequent Value (1-10) Significance
Answers (raw data) in absolute sure | frequent of group-
numbers and % (1 line per item) (reported | (add NS) dependency
to 1) (probability)
French [Saguenay—Lac-St-Jean] 0 6 21 1 8.2+0.5/-0.7
Item 40: En premier (21%) (75%) (4%) [83% CI: +0.4 / -0.6]
Female speakers 0 1 13 1 8.8+0.4/-09
[83% CI: +0.3 /-0.8] P= 0.04
Male speakers 0 5 8 0 7.5+1.0/-1.2 Sf;;ez((;?k
[83% CL +0.8 / -1.1]
Younger speakers 0 1 11 1 8.7+0.4/-1.1
[83% CI: +0.4 / -0.9] p=0.1
Elder speakers 0 5 10 0 7.7+0.8/-1.1 Not sign.
[83% CL: +0.7 / -1.0]
0 0 5 1 9.1+0.3/-1.9
[83% CL: +0.3 / -1.6]
0 1 6 0 8.5+0.7/-1.7
[83% CL: +0.6 / -1.4]
0 2 5 0 8.0+1.1/-1.7
[83% CL: +0.9 / -1.4]
0 3 5 0 7.6+1.2/-1.6
[83% CI: +1.1/-1.3]
French [Saguenay—Lac-St-Jean] 0 9 12 0 7.3+0.8/-1.0
Item 41: Au ras (43%) (57%) (0%) [83% CI: +0.7 / -0.9]
Female speakers 0 4 5 0 74+13/-1.5
[83% CI: +1.1/-1.3] p=10
Male speakers 0 5 7 0 74+1.1/-1.3 Not sign.
[83% CL +0.9 /-1.1]
Younger speakers 0 5 6 0 73+12/-14
[83% CI: +1.0/-1.2] p=0283
Elder speakers 0 4 6 0 7.5+1.2/-14 Not sign.
[83% CL: +1.0/-1.2]
0 1 2 0 7.8+1.7/-2.4
[83% CI: +1.4/-1.9]
0 4 4 0 72+1.5/-1.7
[83% CI: +1.3 /-1.4]
0 2 4 0 7.8+1.3/-1.8
[83% CI: +1.1/-1.5]
0 2 2 0 7.3+2.1/-2.1

[83% CI: +1.7/-1.7]

Table 2.2: Analysis: B.1. The adverbials’ perceptive frequency

? Statistical measures based on deduction (high frequency).
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2. The Third Way: Project material on Quebec French

2.3 The adverbials’ vitality in the informants’
speaker group
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A-B.1 Vitality ES ES T II. Vitality Degree III. Significance
Categories non-exclusive Recognition (A.1): &u Local recognition g Perceptive 5? (median value) ) of of group dependency (P =)
Answers in median values form ‘known’ 3 (A.2) 3 frequency (B.1) |8 (scale 1-10) freedom
2 2 2 (Vitality)
(¢} (¢ (¢}
> > w
= > =
French [Saguenay—Lac-St- 9.8+0.2/-1.3 34 9.8+0.2/-1.3 34 9.0 +0.2/-0.4 26 9.4+0.2/-0.7 29
Jean] Item 3: Pour de bon [83% CI: +0.2 / -0.6]
Female speakers 9.6+0.4/-2.4 17 9.6+0.4/-2.4 17 9.0+0.2/-0.9 13 9.1+0.4/-1.2 29
[83% CI: +0.4 / -1.1] p=10
Male speakers 9.6+0.4/-2.4 17 9.6 +0.4/-2.4 17 9.0+0.2/-0.9 13 9.1+0.4/-1.2 29 Not sign.
[83% CL: +0.4 /-1.1]
Younger speakers 9.6+0.4/-22 18 9.6+0.4/-2.2 18 9.0+0.2/-0.8 14 8.4+0.6/-1.3 29
[83% CI: +0.5 / -1.1] p=0.82
Elder speakers 9.6+0.4/-2.5 16 9.6 +0.4/-2.5 16 8.9+0.2/-0.9 12 83+0.7/-14 29 Not sign.
[83% CL: +0.6 / -1.2]
9.340.7/-4.1 8 1 93+0.7/-4.1 8 8.9+0.3/-1.6 7 8.6 +0.7 /-2.1 29 p= p= | p=| p=
[83% CL +0.6 / -1.9] 0.97 0.83 | 0.92 1.0
9.4+0.6/-3.5 10 9.4+0.6/-3.5 10 9.2+0.3/-1.7 7 8.8+0.6/-1.8 29 p= p= | P=
[83% CL: +0.6 / -1.6] 0.8 0.75 | 0.83
9.3+0.7/-4.1 8 9.3+0.7/-4.1 8 89+0.4/-2.1 5 8.5+0.8/-2.1 29 p= p=
[83% CL: +0.7/-1.9] 0.87 0.92
9.3 +0.7/-4.1 8 | 93+0.7/-41 8 8.9+0.3/-1.6 7 8.6 +0.7 /-2.1 29 P=
[83% CI: +0.6 / -1.9] 0.97
French [Saguenay—Lac-St- 0.2 +0.8/-0.2 34 0.2 +0.8/-0.2 34 0.3+0.6/-0.2 29
Jean] Item 4: *De fixe [83% CI: +0.5 / -0.2]

Table 2.3: Combining data. The adverbials’ vitality (based on A.1, A.2 and B.1)
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A-B.1 Vitality ES ES T II. Vitality Degree III. Significance
Categories non-exclusive Recognition (A.1): & | Local recognition & Perceptive & (median value) of of group dependency (P =)
Answers in median values form ‘known’ § (A.2) § frequency (B.1) % (scale 1-10) freedom
z z z (Vitality)
> > w
= > =
French [Saguenay—Lac-St- 22+1.6/-1.3 34 1.6 +1.5/-1.1 34 4.4+3.8/-2.3 7 2.6 +1.3/-1.0 29
Jean] Item 5: Pour certain [83% CI: +1.1/-0.9]
Female speakers 2.0+2.3/-1.6 17 1.5+2.2/-1.3 17 5.8+4.2/-3.0 3 29+1.6/-1.3 29
[83% CIL: +1.4/-1.1] p=10
Male speakers 2.5+2.4/-1.9 17 2.0+2.3/-1.6 17 53+42/-2.8 4 29+1.7/-1.4 29 Not sign.
[83% CL: +1.5/-1.2]
Younger speakers 1.9422/-1.6 18 1.4+42.1/-13 18 5.84+4.2/-3.0 3 2.8+1.6/-1.3 29
[83% CI: +1.4/-1.1] p=0.67
Elder speakers 2.7+2.5/-2.0 16 2.1+2.4/-1.7 16 53+42/-2.8 4 33+1.7/-1.4 29 Not sign.
[83% CL: +1.5/-1.2]
1829 [ 3045 [ 4665 [ >65 |
29+3.6/-2.6 8 1.843.5/-1.8 8 6.2+3.8/-3.3 2 3.6+2.2/-1.8 29 p= p= | p= | p=
[83% CI: 119/ -1.5] 0.93 0.63 | 0.67 | 0.76
1.5+3.0/-1.5 10 1.5+3.0/-1.5 10 6.7+3.3/-3.5 1 30+1.8/-14 29 p= p= | P=
[83% CIL: +1.6 / -1.2] 0.59 0.36 | 0.86
39+3.6/-32 8 29+43.6/-2.6 8 5.8+4.2/-3.0 3 42+42.2/-2.0 29 p= p=
[83% CIL: 2.0/ -1.7] 0.54 0.46
1.8+3.5/-1.8 8 1.843.5/-1.8 8 | 6.7+33/-35 1 3.2+42.0/-1.5 29 pP=
[83% CIL: +1.8 /-1.3] 0.76
French [Saguenay—Lac-St- 7.8+1.3/-1.8 34 6.7+1.6/-1.9 34 58+1.2/-1.2 25 6.9+0.9/-1.0 29
Jean] Item 6: En continu [83% CI: +0.8 / -0.9]
Female speakers 8.0+1.6/-2.8 17 6.4+22/-2.8 17 6.5+1.5/-1.5 13 7.0+1.1/-1.6 29
[83% CI: +1.0 / -1.4] p=0.76
Male speakers 7.5+1.9/-2.8 17 6.9+2.1/-2.8 17 5.7+2.0/-1.8 12 6.7+1.3/-1.6 29 Not sign.
[83% CI: +1.1/-1.4]

50



Younger speakers 8.6+1.2/-2.6 18 8.1+1.5/-2.7 18 7.0+1.1/-1.2 16 7.8+0.9/-1.4 29
[83% CL: +0.8/-1.2] p=0.09°
Elder speakers 6.7+2.2/-2.9 16 5.0+2.5/-2.7 16 4.0+3.6/-2.0 9 5.5+1.6/-1.7 29 Not sign.

[83% CI: +1.4/-1.5]

82+1.8/-4.2 8 7.1+2.5/-4.1 8 6.3+2.3/-2.1 7 7.1+1.4/-23 29 p= p= | p= | P=
[83% CI: +1.2 / -2.0] 0.56 0.67 | 1.0 | 0.04
8.5+1.5/-3.7 10 8.5+1.5/-3.7 10 64+19/-1.8 9 7.6+1.1/-2.0 29 p= p= | pP=
[83% CL: +1.0 /-1.7] 0.22 0.67 | 0.01
9.3+0.7/-4.1 8 7.1+2.5/-4.1 8 46+39/-2.4 6 7.1+1.4/-2.2 29 p= p=
[83% CI: +1.2/-1.9] 0.55 0.04
39+3.6/-3.2 8 2.943.6/-2.6 8 5.8+4.2/-3.0 3 42+22/-2.0 29 p=
[83% CI: +2.0 / -1.7] 0.05

Table 2.3: Combining data. The adverbials’ vitality (based on A.1, A.2 and B.1)

A-B.1 Vitality ES ES T II. Vitality Degree III. Significance
Categories non-exclusive Recognition (A.1): Epu Local recognition g Perceptive 5? (median value) ) of of group dependency (P =)
Answers in median values form ‘known’ e (A.2) e frequency (B.1) E (scale 1-10) freedom
2 Z Z (Vitality)
(¢ (¢] (¢
> > @
= S =
French [Saguenay—Lac-St- 56+1.7/-1.9 34 5.6 +1.7/-1.9 34 4.6+3.9/-2.4 6 53+14/-1.3 29
Jean] Item 7: A drette [83% CI: +1.2/ -1.1]
Female speakers 5.8+42.3/-2.7 17 5.8+2.3/-2.7 17 53+42/-2.8 4 5.6 +1.7/-1.7 29
[83% CI: +1.5 / -1.5] p=0.87
Male speakers 5.3+2.4/-2.7 17 53+2.4/-2.7 17 6.2+3.8/-3.3 2 54+1.7/-1.8 29 Not sign.
[83% CL +1.5/-1.5]
Younger speakers 4.042.5/-23 18 4.0+2.5/-23 18 53+42/-28 4 43+1.8/-1.6 29 p=0.09

6 P=0.02 (weak dependency) using the student's two-sample #-test in Roy’s calculator (2021-2022). Nevertheless, this test is potentially less reliable insofar as the calculator’s current version
averages the two-tailed uncertainties.
7 P=0.04 (weak dependency) using the student's two-sample #-test in Roy’s calculator (2021-2022). Nevertheless, this test is potentially less reliable insofar as the calculator’s current version
averages the two-tailed uncertainties.
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[83% CI: +1.5/-1.4] Not sign.
Elder speakers 7.3+2.0/-2.9 16 7.3+2.0/-2.9 16 6.2+3.8/-3.3 2 6.8+1.6/-1.8 29
[83% CI: +1.4/-1.6]
[1829 [ 3045 [4065 | ~65 |
6.1+3.1/-3.9 8 6.1+3.1/-3.9 8 6.2+3.8/-3.3 2 59+2.1/-2.3 29 P= p=| p=| pr=
[83% CI: +1.8/2.0] 0.87 0.09 | 0.64 | 0.58
24+32/-2.1 10 24+432/-2.1 10 62+3.8/-3.3 2 35+2.0/-1.6 29 p= p= | pP=
[83% CI: +1.7/-1.4] 0.04 0.03 | 0.03
7.1+2.5/-4.1 8 7.1+2.5/-4.1 8 62+3.8/-3.3 2 6.6 +1.8/-2.4 29 p= p=
[83% CL +1.6/ -2.1] 0.44 0.9
7.1+42.5/-4.1 8§ | 7.1+25/-41 8 6.8+2.0/-2.9 29 p=
[83% CI: +1.7 / -2.5] 0.41
French [Saguenay—Lac-St- 0.8-+1.2/-0.7 34 0.8+1.2/-0.7 34 6.2 +3.8/-3.3 2 22+1.2/-1.0 29
Jean] Item 8.1: En especial [83% CI: +1.0 / -0.9]
Female speakers 1.5+2.2/-1.3 17 1.5+42.2/-1.3 17 6.2+3.8/-3.3 2 2.8+1.5/-1.3 29
[83% CI: +1.3 /-1.1] p=0.007
Male speakers 04+1.6/-0.4 17 04+1.6/-0.4 17 0.6 +1.1/-0.4 29 Significant, weak depend.
[83% CL: +1.0/ -0.3]
Younger speakers 0.9+1.9/-0.9 18 0.9+1.9/-0.9 18 6.7+3.3/-3.5 1 2.5+1.3/-1.2 29
[83% CI: +1.1/-1.0] p=0.9
Elder speakers 1.0+2.1/-1.0 16 1.0+2.1/-1.0 16 6.7+3.3/-3.5 1 26+1.4/-1.2 29 Not sign.
[83% CI: +1.2/-1.0]
[ 1829 [ 3045 | 4665 | =65 |
1.84+3.5/-1.8 8 1.8+3.5/-1.8 8 6.7+3.3/-3.5 1 32+2.0/-1.5 29 p= p= | p= | P
[83% CI: +1.8/-13] 0.25 0.03 | 006 | 1.0
0.6 +2.5/-0.6 10 0.6 +2.5/-0.6 10 09+1.7/-0.6 29 p= p= | P=
[83% CI: +1.5/-0.5] 0.09 0.83 | 0.03
0.7+3.0/-0.7 8 0.7+3.0/-0.7 8 1.1+2.1/-0.8 29 p= p=
[83% CI: +1.8 / -0.7] 0.22 0.06
1.84+3.5/-1.8 8 1.8+3.5/-1.8 8 6.7+3.3/-3.5 1 32+2.0/-1.5 29 p=
[83% CI: +1.8 /-1.3] 0.25

Table 2.3: Combining data. The adverbials’ vitality (based on A.1, A.2 and B.1)
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A-B.1 Vitality ES ES T II. Vitality Degree III. Significance
Categories non-exclusive Recognition (A.1): &u Local recognition g Perceptive 5? (median value) ) of of group dependency (P =)
Answers in median values form ‘known’ e (A.2) = frequency (B.1) e (scale 1-10) freedom
2 Z Z (Vitality)
(¢} (¢ (¢}
> > &
= > =
French [Saguenay—Lac-St- 9.8+0.2/-1.3 34 9.8+0.2/-1.3 34 9.5+0.1/-0.4 34 9.5+0.2/-0.7 29
Jean] Item 8.2: En spécial [83% CI: +0.2 / -0.6]
Female speakers 9.6+04/-24 17 9.6 +04/-2.4 17 9.4+0.2/-0.7 17 92+04/-12 29
[83% CI: +0.4 / -1.1] p=10
Male speakers 9.6+0.4/-2.4 17 9.6 +0.4/-2.4 17 9.5+0.2/-0.7 17 9.2+04/-1.2 29 Not sign.
[83% CI: +0.4/ -1.1]
Younger speakers 94+04/-22 18 94+04/-22 18 9.5+0.2/-0.7 18 9.1+0.4/-1.1 29
[83% CI: +0.3 /-1.0] p=0.86
Elder speakers 9.6+0.4/-2.5 16 9.6 +0.4/-2.5 16 9.5+0.2/-0.8 16 92+04/-1.3 29 Not sign.
9.3+0.7/-4.1 8 1 93+0.7/-4.1 8 | 9.4+02/-15 8 | 87+0.7/-2.1 29 p= p= | p= | P=
9.4+0.6/-3.5 10 9.4+0.6/-3.5 10 9.6 +0.2/-1.3 10 89+0.6/-1.8 29 p= p= | P=
[83% CL: +0.5 / -1.6] 0.83 0.83 | 0.83
9.3+0.7/-4.1 8 9.3+0.7/-4.1 8 9.5+0.2/-1.6 8 8.7+0.7/-2.1 29 p= p=
[83% CI: +0.6 / -1.9] 0.95 1.0
9.3 +0.7/-4.1 8 9.3+0.7/-4.1 8 9.4+02/-1.5 8 8.7+0.7/-2.1 29 P=
[83% CI: +0.6 / -1.9] 0.95
French [Saguenay-Lac-St- 8.7+1.0/-1.7 34 8.7+1.0/-1.7 34 8.3+0.5/-0.7 30 8.4+0.6/-0.9 29
Jean] Item 9: A I’extréme [83% CI: +0.5 / -0.8]
Female speakers 8.0+1.6/-2.8 17 8.0+1.6/-2.8 17 82+0.7/-1.1 14 7.8+1.0/-1.5 29
[83% CI: +0.9 / -1.3] p=032
Male speakers 9.1+0.9/-2.6 17 9.1+0.9/-2.6 17 8.4+0.6/-1.0 16 8.6+0.7/-1.4 29 Not sign.
[83% CI: +0.6 / -1.2]
Younger speakers 8.6+1.2/-2.6 18 8.6+1.2/-2.6 18 82+0.7/-1.1 16 82+08/-14 29 ~085
[83% CI: +0.7 / -1.2] Py
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Elder speakers 85+1.4/-2.8 16 85+1.4/-2.8 16 8.5+0.5/-1.1 14 82+09/-1.5 29 Not sign.
[83% CI: +0.8 / -1.3]

[18:29 [ 3045 [ ao65 | >65 |
9.3+0.7/-4.1 8 9.3+0.7/-4.1 8 8.8+0.6/-1.7 8 8.6+0.7/-2.1 29 p= p= | p= | P™
7.6+2.1/-3.7 10 7.6+2.1/-3.7 10 7.6+1.2/-1.6 8 7.3+1.3/-2.0 29 p= p= | P=

[83% CL: +1.2/-1.8] 0.53 0.22 | 081
9.3+0.7/-4.1 8 9.3+0.7/-4.1 8 8.9+0.3/-1.4 8 8.6+0.7/-2.1 29 p= p=
[83% CI: +0.6 / -1.9] 0.37 0.17
7.1+2.5/-4.1 8 7.1+2.5/-4.1 8 7.8+1.3/-1.8 6 7.0+1.6/-2.2 29 p=
[83% CL: +1.4/-2.0] 0.39
Table 2.3: Combining data. The adverbials’ vitality (based on A.1, A.2 and B.1)
A-B.1 Vitality ES ES T II. Vitality Degree III. Significance
Categories non-exclusive Recognition (A.1): & | Local recognition & Perceptive & (median value) of of group dependency (P =)
Answers in median values form ‘known’ § (A2) % frequency (B.1) % (scale 1-10) freedom
z z z (Vitality)
> > @
= > =
French [Saguenay—Lac-St- 9.2+0.7/-1.5 34 9.2+0.7/-1.5 34 8.6 +0.4/-0.7 32 8.9+0.5/-0.8 29
Jean] Item 10: En gros [83% CI: +0.4 / -0.7]
Female speakers 85+1.3/-2.7 17 85+1.3/-2.7 17 8.7+0.5/-1.1 15 83+0.8/-1.5 29
[83% CI: +0.7 / -1.3] p=0.32
Male speakers 9.6+0.4/-2.4 17 9.6+0.4/-2.4 17 8.5+0.6/-1.0 17 9.0+0.5/-1.2 29 Not sign.
[83% CI: +0.4 / -1.1]
Younger speakers 9.6+0.4/-2.2 18 9.6+0.4/-2.2 18 9.2+0.2/-0.7 18 9.2+0.4/-1.1 29
[83% CI: +0.3 / -1.0] p=0.12
Elder speakers 85+1.4/-2.8 16 85+1.4/-28 16 7.6+09/-1.2 14 8.0+0.9/-1.5 29 Not sign.
[83% CI: +0.8 / -1.3]
9.3+0.7/-4.1 8 1 93+0.7/-4.1 8 | 9.0+03/-14 | 8 | 8.6+0.7/-2.1 29
[83% CL: +0.6 / -1.9]
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9.4+0.6/-3.5 10 9.4+0.6/-3.5 10 94+02/-12 10 89+0.6/-1.8 29 p= p= | P=
[83% CL: +0.5 / -1.6] 0.31 0.34 | 0.12
9.3+0.7/-4.1 8 9.3+0.7/-4.1 8 6.6 +1.9/-1.8 8 8.0+0.9/-2.1 29 p= p=
[83% CI: +0.8 / -1.9] 0.83 0.49
7.142.5/-4.1 8 | 7.1+25/-41 8 | 89+03/-1.8 | 6| 72+15/-22 29 p=
[83% CIL: +1.3 /-1.9] 0.33
French [Saguenay—Lac-St- 9.8+0.2/-1.3 34 9.8+0.2/-1.3 34 8.3+0.4/-0.6 34 9.2+0.2/-0.7 29
Jean] Item 11: A limproviste [83% CI: +0.2 / -0.6]
Female speakers 9.6+0.4/-2.4 17 9.6 +0.4/-2.4 17 83+0.5/-0.9 17 89+04/-1.2 29
[83% CI: +0.4 / -1.1] p=10
Male speakers 9.6+0.4/-2.4 17 9.6 +0.4/-2.4 17 8.3+0.5/-0.9 17 89+0.4/-1.2 29 Not sign.
[83% CL +0.4/-1.1]
Younger speakers 9.6+0.4/-22 18 9.6+0.4/-2.2 18 8.4+0.5/-0.9 18 9.0+0.4/-1.1 29
[83% CI: +0.4 / -1.0] p=0.86
Elder speakers 9.6+0.4/-2.5 16 9.6 +0.4/-2.5 16 83+0.6/-1.0 16 89+0.5/-1.3 29 Not sign.
[83% CL +0.4/-1.1]

[[1629 [ 3045 [ 4665 [ >65 |
9.3+0.7/-4.1 8 9.3+0.7/-4.1 8 7.6+1.2/-1.6 8 8.3+0.8/-2.1 29 p= p= | p= | P™
9.4+0.6/-3.5 10 9.4+0.6/-3.5 10 89+0.2/-1.1 10 8.8+0.6/-1.8 29 p= p= | P=

[83% CI: +0.5 / -1.6] 0.66 0.74 0.67
9.3+0.7/-4.1 8 9.3+0.7/-4.1 8 85+0.6/-1.5 8 8.5+0.7/-2.1 29 p= p=
[83% CI: +0.6 / -1.9] 1.0 0.92
9.3+0.7/-4.1 6 9.3+0.7/-4.1 6 8.1+09/-1.5 6 8.4+0.8/-2.1 29 p=
[83% CI: +0.7 / -1.9] 0.9
Table 2.3: Combining data. The adverbials’ vitality (based on A.1, A.2 and B.1)
A-B.1 Vitality ES ES T II. Vitality Degree III. Significance
Categories non-exclusive Recognition (A.1): cipu Local recognition g Perceptive 5? (median value) ) of of group dependency (P =)
Answers in median values form ‘known’ = (A2) = frequency (B.1) e (scale 1-10) freedom
2 Z Z (Vitality)
(¢ (¢ (¢
> > w
= > =
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French [Saguenay—Lac-St- 8.7+1.0/-1.7 34 81+1.2/-1.8 34 6.9 +0.8 /-0.9 26 7.9+0.7/-1.0 29
Jean] Item 12: Au large [83% CI: +0.6 / -0.8]
Female speakers 9.1+0.9/-2.6 17 9.1+0.9/-2.6 17 72+1.1/-1.2 15 83+0.7/-14 29
[83% CI: +0.6 / -1.2] p=0.19
Male speakers 8.0+1.6/-2.8 17 6.9+2.1/-2.8 17 6.9+1.4/-1.5 11 72+1.1/-1.6 29 Not sign.
[83% CIL: +1.0/ -1.4]
Younger speakers 8.1+1.5/-2.7 18 8.1+1.5/-2.7 18 7.4+0.9/-1.1 15 7.7+1.0/-1.5 29
[83% CI: +0.8 / -1.3] p=0.97
Elder speakers 9.0+1.0/-2.7 16 7.9+1.7/-2.9 16 6.4+1.7/-1.7 11 7.7+0.9/-1.5 29 Not sign.
[83% CI: +0.8 / -1.3]
| 1825 | 3045 [ 4665 | >65 |
9.340.7/-4.1 8 1 93+0.7/-4.1 8 | 72+15/-17 8 8.2+0.8 /-2.1 29 p= p= | p=| pP=
[83% CL: +0.7 / -1.9] 0.40 0.22 | 0.85 0.3
6.8+2.6/-3.7 10 6.8+2.6/-3.7 10 8.0+1.1/-1.7 7 6.8+1.6/-2.0 29 p= p= | P=
[83% CI: +1.4/-1.8] 0.48 0.3 | 087
9.3+0.7/-4.1 8 9.3+0.7/-4.1 8 6.6+23/-2.1 6 8.0+0.9/-2.1 29 p= p=
[83% CI: +0.8 / -1.9] 0.56 0.39
8.2+1.8/-4.2 § | 61+3.1/-39 8 | 69+22/-2.1 5 7.0+1.4/-23 29 pP=
[83% CI: +1.3/-2.0] 0.62
French [Saguenay—Lac-St- 0.8-+1.2/-0.7 34 0.8+1.2/-0.7 34 6.2 +3.8/-3.3 2 22+1.2/-1.0 29
Jean] Item 13: De léger [83% CI: +1.0 / -0.9]
Female speakers 0.9+2.0/-0.9 17 0.9+2.0/-0.9 17 6.7+3.3/-3.5 1 2.5+1.3/-1.2 29
[83% CI: +1.2/-1.0] p=1.0
Male speakers 0.9+2.0/-0.9 17 0.9+2.0/-0.9 17 6.7+3.3/-3.5 1 2.5+1.3/-1.2 29 Not sign.
[83% CI: +1.2/-1.0]
Younger speakers 04+1.5/-0.4 18 04+1.5/-0.4 18 0.6 +1.0/-0.4 29
[83% CL: 0.9 / 0.3] p=0.08*
Elder speakers 1.5+2.3/-1.4 16 1.5+23/-1.4 16 6.2+3.8/-3.3 2 2.8+1.6/-1.3 29 Not sign.
[83% CI: +.../-...]
0.7+3.0/-0.7 8 0.7+3.0/-0.7 8 1.1+2.1/-0.8 29 p= p= | p= | PT
0.45 0.83 | 0.03 1.0

[83% CL: +1.8 /-0.7]

8 P=0.008 (weak dependency) using the student's two-sample #-test in Roy’s calculator (2021-2022). Nevertheless, this test is potentially less reliable insofar as the calculator’s current version
averages the two-tailed uncertainties.
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0.6 +2.5/-0.6 10 0.6 +2.5/-0.6 10 0.9+1.7/-0.6 29 p= p= | P=
[83% CL: +1.5/-0.5] 0.24 0.01 | 0.83
29+3.6/-2.6 8 2.943.6/-2.6 8 6.2+3.8/-3.3 2 3.84+22/-1.8 29 p= p=
[83% CL +1.9/-1.6] 0.06 0.03
0.7+3.0/-0.7 8 0.7+3.0/-0.7 8 1.1+2.1/-0.8 29 p=
[83% CI: +1.8 / -0.7] 0.45
Table 2.3: Combining data. The adverbials’ vitality (based on A.1, A.2 and B.1)
A-B.1 Vitality ES ES T II. Vitality Degree III. Significance
Categories non-exclusive Recognition (A.1): & | Local recognition & Perceptive & (median value) of of group dependency (P =)
Answers in median values form ‘known’ § (A2) % frequency (B.1) % (scale 1-10) freedom
z z z (Vitality)
> > @
= S =
French [Saguenay—Lac-St- 56+1.7/-1.9 34 5.6 +1.7/-1.9 34 55+1.6/-1.5 19 54+1.1/-1.1 29
Jean] Item 14: A plein [83% CI: +0.9 / -1.0]
Female speakers 6.4+22/-2.8 17 6.4+2.2/-2.8 17 45+429/-2.0 11 5.8+1.5/-1.6 29
[83% CI: +1.3 / -1.4] p=0.57
Male speakers 4.7+2.5/-2.6 17 47+42.5/-2.6 17 7.2+1.5/-1.7 8 52+1.5/-1.5 29 Not sign.
[83% CI: +1.3 /-1.3]
Younger speakers 29424/-2.0 18 2942.4/-2.0 18 5.0+4.1/-2.6 5 35+1.7/-14 29
[83% CIL: +1.5 / -1.2] p=0.001
Elder speakers 85+1.4/-2.8 16 85+1.4/-2.8 16 6.3+1.5/-1.5 14 7.6 +1.0/-1.5 29 Significant, strong depend.
[83% CI: +0.9 / -1.3]
[18:29 [ 3045 [ ao65 | >65 |
2943.6/-2.6 8 | 29+3.6/-26 8 6.2+3.8/-33 2 3.8+422/-1.8 29 P= p= | p=| pP=
[83% CI: +1.9/-1.6] 0.11 0.94 | 0.02 | 0.01
32+3.3/-2.6 10 32+43.3/-2.6 10 5.8+4.2/-3.0 3 39+2.1/-1.8 29 p= p= | P=
[83% CL: +1.8/-1.5] 0.12 0.02 | 0.01
8.2+1.8/-4.2 8 82+1.8/-4.2 8 54+3.0/-2.2 7 7.1+14/-23 29 p= p=
[83% CL +1.2 / -2.0] 0.15 0.69
8.2+1.8/-4.2 8 82+1.8/-4.2 8 7.5+14/-1.7 7 7.6+1.3/-23 29 p=
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[83% CL: +1.1 / -2.0] 0.05 | [ | |

Item 15: De *plene 0.2 +0.8/-0.2 34 0.2 +0.8/-0.2 34 T - 0.3+0.6/-0.2 29
[83% CL: +0.5 / -0.2]

Table 2.3: Combining data. The adverbials’ vitality (based on A.1, A.2 and B.1)

A-B.1 Vitality ES ES T II. Vitality Degree III. Significance
Categories non-exclusive Recognition (A.1): & | Local recognition & Perceptive & (median value) of of group dependency (P =)
Answers in median values form ‘known’ % (A.2) § frequency (B.1) é (scale 1-10) freedom
z z z (Vitality)
> > w
N > =
French [Saguenay—Lac-St- 0.8+1.2/-0.7 34 0.8+1.2/-0.7 34 6.2 +3.8/-3.3 2 22+1.2/-1.0 29
Jean] Item 16: De sec [83% CI: +1.0 / -0.9]
Female speakers 04+1.6/-0.4 17 04+1.6/-0.4 17 0.6 +1.1/-0.4 29
[83% CI: +1.0 / -0.3] p=0.007
Male speakers 1.5+2.2/-1.3 17 1.5+2.2/-1.3 17 6.2+3.8/-3.3 2 2.8+1.5/-1.3 29 Significant, weak depend.
[83% CI: +1.3 /-1.1]
Younger speakers 1.4+42.1/-1.3 18 1.4+42.1/-13 18 6.2+3.8/-3.3 2 2.7+1.5/-13 29
[83% CL: +1.3 /-1.1] p=0.15
Elder speakers 04+1.7/-0.4 16 04+1.7/-0.4 16 0.6 +1.2/-0.4 29 Not sign.
[83% CI: +1.0/ -0.3]

[1829 [ 3045 [ 4065 | >65 |
0.7+3.0/-0.7 81 07+3.0/-07 | 8 1.142.1/-0.8 29 p= p= | p= | P=
24+432/-2.1 10 24+32/-2.1 10 62+3.8/-3.3 2 3.5+2.0/-1.6 29 p= p= | P=

[83% CL +1.7/-1.4] 0.07 0.04 | 0.04
0.7+3.0/-0.7 8 0.7+3.0/-0.7 8 1.1+2.1/-0.8 29 p= p=
[83% CI: +1.8 / -0.7] 0.46 1.0
0.7+3.0/-0.7 8§ | 07+3.0/-07 | 8 1.142.1/-0.8 29 p=
0.46

% P=0.01 (significant, weak dependency) using the student's two-sample #-test in Roy’s calculator (2021-2022). Nevertheless, this test is potentially less reliable insofar as the calculator’s current
version averages the two-tailed uncertainties.
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[83% CI: +1.8 /-0.7]

French [Saguenay—Lac-St- 9.0 +0.9/-1.6 34 55+2.4/-2.0 10 7.9+0.9/-1.0 29
Jean] Item 17: D’ordinaire [83% CI: +0.8 / -0.9]
Female speakers 9.1+0.9/-2.6 17 4.6+39/-2.4 6 7.6+1.2/-1.5 29
[83% CI: +1.1/-1.3] p=0.74
Male speakers 8.5+1.3/-2.7 17 7.3+2.1/-2.1 4 7.9+1.0/-1.5 29 Not sign.
[83% CI: +0.9 / -1.3]
Younger speakers 8.1+1.5/-2.7 18 53+42/-2.8 4 7.1+1.5/-1.6 29
[83% CI: +1.3 / -1.4] p=0.47
Elder speakers 9.6+0.4/-2.5 16 6.6 +2.3/-2.1 6 8.4+0.8/-1.3 29 Not sign.
[83% CI: +0.7 / -1.2]
1829 [ 3045 [ 4665 | >65 |
82+1.8/-4.2 8 7.8+1.6/-3.0 29 p= p= | p= | P=
[83% CI: +1.4 / -2.6] 0.89 0.45 1.0 0.77
7.6+2.1/-3.7 10 53+42/-2.8 4 6.7+1.7/-2.1 29 p= p= | P=
[83% CL +1.5 /-1.8] 0.38 0.39 | 0.21
9.3+0.7/-4.1 8 6.2+3.8/-3.3 2 7.8+1.3/-2.2 29 p= p=
[83% CIL: +1.1/-1.9] 0.86 0.72
9.3+0.7/-4.1 8 73+2.1/-2.1 4 82+0.9/-2.1 29 p=
[83% CI: +0.8 / -1.9] 0.51
Table 2.3: Combining data. The adverbials’ vitality (based on A.1, A.2 and B.1)
A-B.1 Vitality ES ES T II. Vitality Degree III. Significance
Categories non-exclusive Recognition (A.1): & | Local recognition & Perceptive & (median value) of of group dependency (P =)
Answers in median values form ‘known’ % (A.2) § frequency (B.1) é (scale 1-10) freedom
z z z (Vitality)
> > @
= S =
French [Saguenay—Lac-St- 0.8-+1.2/-0.7 34 0.8+1.2/-0.7 34 58+4.2/-3.0 3 2.1+1.3/-1.0 29
Jean] Item 18: Pour le siir [83% CL: +1.1/-0.9]
Female speakers 0.9+2.0/-0.9 17 0.9+2.0/-0.9 17 6.2+3.8/-3.3 2 24+1.4/-1.1 29

[83% CI: +1.2/-1.0]

p=091
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Male speakers 0.9+2.0/-0.9 17 0.9+2.0/-0.9 17 6.7+3.3/-3.5 1 25+1.3/-1.2 29 Not sign.
[83% CI: +1.2/-1.0]
Younger speakers 04+1.5/-0.4 18 04+1.5/-0.4 18 6.7+3.3/-3.5 1 22+1.1/-1.1 29
[83% CI: +1.0 / -0.9] p=0.08
Elder speakers 1.5+2.3/-1.4 16 1.5+23/-1.4 16 6.2+3.8/-3.3 2 2.8+1.6/-1.3 29 Not sign.
[83% CI: +1.4/-1.1]
[1829 [ 3045 [4665 | ~65 |
0.7+3.0/-0.7 8 0.7+3.0/-0.7 8 1.1+2.1/-0.8 29 p= p=| p=| pr=
[83% CL +1.8 /-0.7] 0.1 0.18 | 0.06 | 0.06
0.6 +2.5/-0.6 10 0.6 +2.5/-0.6 10 6.7+3.3/-3.5 1 24+15/-1.1 29 p= p= | pP=
[83% CI: +1.3 / -1.0] 0.92 0.46 | 0.46
1.8 +3.5/-1.8 8 1.8 +3.5/-1.8 8 6.7+3.3/-3.5 1 32+2.0/-1.5 29 p= p=
[83% CIL: +1.8 /-1.3] 0.45 1.0
1.8+3.5/-1.8 8 1.8+43.5/-1.8 8 6.7+3.3/-3.5 1 32+42.0/-15 29 p=
[83% CIL: +1.8 /-1.3] 0.45
French [Saguenay—Lac-St- 9.5+0.5/-1.4 34 9.5+0.5/-1.4 34 8.8 +0.4/-0.6 33 9.1+0.4/-0.7 29
Jean] Item 19: Au sérieux [83% CI: +0.3 / -0.6]
Female speakers 9.6 +0.4/-2.4 17 9.6 +0.4/-2.4 17 9.1+0.2/-0.7 17 9.1+0.4/-1.2 29
[83% CI: +0.4 / -1.1] p=0.44
Male speakers 9.1+0.9/-2.6 17 9.1+0.9/-2.6 17 8.3+0.7/-1.1 16 8.6+0.7/-14 29 Not sign.
[83% CI: +0.6 / -1.2]
Younger speakers 9.6+0.4/-2.2 18 9.6+0.4/-2.2 18 9.0+0.4/-0.9 18 9.1+0.4/-1.1 29
[83% CI: +0.4 / -1.0] p=0.5
Elder speakers 9.0+1.0/-2.7 16 9.0+1.0/-2.7 16 8.54+0.5/-1.0 15 8.6+0.7/-1.4 29 Not sign.
[83% CI: +0.6 / -1.3]
[ 1820 [ 3045 [ 4665 | >65 |
9.3+0.7/-4.1 8 9.3+0.7/-4.1 8 83+1.0/-1.7 8 8.4+0.8/-2.1 29 p= p= | p= | P=
[83% CL +0.7 / -1.9] 1.0 0.59 | 0.84 | 0.53
9.4+0.6/-3.5 10 9.4+0.6/-3.5 10 9.5+0.2/-1.3 10 89+0.6/-1.8 29 p= p= | P=
[83% CI: +0.5 / -1.6] 0.47 0.74 | 0.25
9.3+0.7/-4.1 8 9.3+0.7/-4.1 8 89+0.3/-14 8 8.6+0.7/-2.1 29 p= p=
[83% CI: +0.6 / -1.9] 0.80 0.41
82+1.8/-4.2 8 82+1.8/-4.2 8 8.0+1.1/-1.7 7 7.7+1.2/-23 29 p=
[83% CI: +1.1/-2.0] 0.46
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Table 2.3: Combining data. The adverbials’ vitality (based on A.1, A.2 and B.1)

A-B.1 Vitality T ES T II. Vitality Degree III. Significance
Categories non-exclusive Recognition (A.1): & | Local recognition & Perceptive & (median value) of of group dependency (P =)
Answers in median values form ‘known’ § (A.2) % frequency (B.1) é (scale 1-10) freedom
z z z (Vitality)
> > w
= > =
French [Saguenay—Lac-St- 9.2+0.7/-1.5 34 9.2 +0.7/-1.6 32 8.7 +0.3/-0.6 30 8.9+0.5/-0.8 29
Jean] Item 20: Pour vrai [83% CI: +0.4 / -0.7]
Female speakers 9.6+04/-24 17 9.6 +04/-2.4 17 8.6+0.5/-0.9 17 9.0+0.4/-1.2 29
[83% CL: +0.4 /-1.1] p=033
Male speakers 8.5+1.3/-2.7 17 84+1.5/-2.9 15 8.8+0.4/-1.1 13 8340.9/-1.5 29 Not sign.
[83% CI: +0.8 / -1.3]
Younger speakers 9.1+09/-2.4 18 9.0+1.0/-2.7 16 9.2+0.2/-0.8 15 8.8+0.7/-1.3 29
[83% CL: +0.6 / -1.1] p=0.74
Elder speakers 9.0+1.0/-2.7 16 9.0+1.0/-2.7 16 82+40.6/-1.0 15 8.5+0.7/-14 29 Not sign.
[83% CI: +0.6 / -1.3]
1829 [ 3045 [ 4665 [ >65 |
9.340.7/-4.1 8 1 9.1+0.9/-48 6 8.9+0.3/-1.8 6 8.4+0.8/-2.2 29 p= p= | p=| pP=
[83% CL +0.7 / -1.9] 0.83 092 | 049 | 0.84
8.5+1.5/-3.7 10 8.5+1.5/-3.7 10 93+02/-14 9 83+1.0/-2.0 29 p= p= | P=
[83% CI: +0.9/-1.7] 0.93 0.54 |1 0.77
82+1.8/-4.2 8 82+1.8/-4.2 8 7.5+1.4/-1.7 7 7.6+13/-23 29 p= p=
[83% CL +1.1/-2.0] 0.52 0.37
9.3 +0.7/-4.1 8 | 93+0.7/-41 8 8.9+0.3/-1.4 8 8.6 +0.7/-2.1 29 P=
[83% CI: +0.6 /-1.9] 0.64
French [Saguenay—Lac-St- 7.5+1.4/-1.9 34 6.7 +3.3/-3.5 1 71+13/-14 29
Jean] Item 21: En brave [83% CI: +1.1/-1.2]
Female speakers 6.4+2.2/-2.8 17 6.3+1.7/-2.0 29
[83% CL: +1.5/-1.7] p=023
Male speakers 8.5+1.3/-2.7 17 6.7+3.3/-3.5 1 7.7+1.3/-1.7 29 Not sign.
[83% CI: +1.1/-1.5]
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Younger speakers 7.1+2.0/-2.7 18 6.7+3.3/-3.5 1 6.8 +1.5/-1.7 29

[83% CI: +1.3 / -1.5] p=0.64
Elder speakers 79+1.7/-2.9 16 7.7+1.4/-2.1 29 Not sign.
[83% CL +1.2/-1.8]
[[1629 [ 3045 [ 4665 [ >65 |
6.1+3.1/-3.9 8 6.7+3.3/-3.5 1 6.0+2.0/-2.3 29 p= p= | p= | P
[83% CI: +1.8/2.0] 0.42 039 | 025 | 0.62
7.6+2.1/-3.7 10 7.3+1.7/-2.6 29 p= p= | P=
[83% CL +1.5/-2.3] 0.79 0.75 | 0.75
82+1.8/-4.2 8 7.8+1.6/-3.0 29 p= p=
[83% CL +1.4/-2.6] 0.52 0.55
7.142.5/-4.1 8 6.8+2.0/-2.9 29 p=
[83% CL +1.7 / -2.5] 0.9
Table 2.3: Combining data. The adverbials’ vitality (based on A.1, A.2 and B.1)
A-B.1 Vitality ES ES T II. Vitality Degree III. Significance
Categories non-exclusive Recognition (A.1): & | Local recognition & Perceptive & (median value) of of group dependency (P =)
Answers in median values form ‘known’ § (A2) % frequency (B.1) % (scale 1-10) freedom
z z z (Vitality)
> > w
= > e
French [Saguenay—Lac-St- 9.2+0.7/-1.5 34 9.1+0.8/-1.8 28 8.8+0.2/-0.6 24 8.9+0.5/-0.8 29
Jean] Item 22: De court [83% CI: +0.4 / -0.7]
Female speakers 9.6+0.4/-2.4 17 9.6 +0.4/-2.6 15 8.7+0.3/-1.0 14 9.0+0.4/-1.3 29
[83% CI: +0.4 / -1.1] p=0.27
Male speakers 85+1.3/-2.7 17 8.1+1.7/-3.2 13 89+0.2/-1.1 10 82+09/-1.5 29 Not sign.
[83% CL +0.8 / -1.3]
Younger speakers 9.1+09/-2.4 18 8.8+1.2/-3.1 13 89+0.2/-1.1 10 8.6+0.7/-1.3 29
[83% CI: +0.6 / -1.2] p=10.99
Elder speakers 9.0+1.0/-2.7 16 9.0+1.0/-2.8 15 8.7+0.3/-1.0 14 8.6+0.7/-14 29 Not sign.
[83% CL +0.6 / -1.3]
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9.3+0.7/-4.1 8 8.9+1.1/-53 5 9.0+0.4/-2.6 8.3+0.9/-2.2 29 p= p=| p=
[83% CL: +0.8 / -2.0] 0.86 092 | 0.72
85+1.5/-3.7 10 82+1.8/-42 8 89+0.3/-1.8 80+1.1/-2.0 29 p= p= | pP=
[83% CL: +0.9 /-1.8] 0.86 0.7 ] 093
9.3+0.7/-4.1 8 9.2+0.8/-4.4 7 8.5+0.7/-1.7 8.4+0.8/-2.1 29 p= r=
[83% CL: +0.7/-1.9] 0.76 0.65
82+1.8/-4.2 8 82+1.8/-4.2 8 89+0.3/-1.6 79+12/-2.2 29 p=
[83% CIL: +1.0 / -2.0] 0.79
French [Saguenay—Lac-St- 1.6 +1.5/-1.1 34 6.2+3.8/-3.3 2.8+13/-1.2 29
Jean] Item 23: A mal [83% CI: +1.1/-1.0]
Female speakers 1.5+2.2/-1.3 17 1.6 +1.6/-1.0 29
[83% CI: +1.4/-0.9]
Male speakers 2.0+2.3/-1.6 17 6.2+3.8/-3.3 3.1+1.6/-1.4 29
[83% CI: +1.4/-1.2]
Younger speakers 1.9+2.2/-1.6 18 20+1.6/-1.2 29
[83% CI: +1.4/-1.0]
Elder speakers 1.5+2.3/-1.4 16 6.2+3.8/-3.3 2.8+1.6/-1.3 29
[83% CL +1.4/-1.1]
[1829 [ 3045 [4665 | ~65 |
1.84+3.5/-1.8 8 21+25/-1.5 29 p= = | p= | pP=
[83% CI: +2.2 / -1.3] 0.78 022 | 041
24+32/-2.1 10 26+23/-1.7 29 p= p= r=
[83% CI: +2.0 / -1.5] 0.86 0.39 | 0.22
29+3.6/-2.6 8 6.2+3.8/-33 3.8+22/-1.8 29 p= p=
[83% CI: +1.9 / -1.6] 0.21 0.03
0.7+3.0/-0.7 8 1.1+2.1/-0.8 29 p=
[83% CI: +1.8 / -0.7] 0.13
Item 24: De *diaire 0.2 +0.8/-0.2 34 0.2 +0.8/-0.2 34 R 0.3+0.6/-0.2 29
[83% CI: +0.5 / -0.2]
Item 25: (*)De seguide 0.2 +0.8/-0.2 34 0.2 +0.8/-0.2 34 R 0.3+0.6/-0.2 29

[83% CI: +0.5 / -0.2]

Table 2.3: Combining data. The adverbials’ vitality (based on A.1, A.2 and B.1)
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[83% CL +1.6/-1.7]

A-B.1 Vitality ES ES T II. Vitality Degree III. Significance
Categories non-exclusive Recognition (A.1): & | Local recognition & Perceptive & (median value) of of group dependency (P =)
Answers in median values form ‘known’ § (A.2) § frequency (B.1) % (scale 1-10) freedom
z z z (Vitality)
> > w
= > =
French [Saguenay—Lac-St- 1.3+1.4/-1.0 34 1.3+1.4/-1.0 34 7.3+2.1/-2.1 4 2.8+0.9/-0.8 29
Jean] Item 26: A blanc [83% CI: +0.8 / -0.7]
Female speakers 0.9+2.0/-0.9 17 0.9+2.0/-0.9 17 6.7+3.3/-3.5 1 2.5+1.3/-1.2 29
[83% CI: +1.2/-1.0] p=0.29
Male speakers 2.0+2.3/-1.6 17 2.0+2.3/-1.6 17 7.8+1.7/-2.4 3 34+1.3/-1.1 29 Not sign.
[83% CI: +1.2/-1.0]
Younger speakers 1.4+42.1/-1.3 18 1.4+42.1/-13 18 6.2+3.8/-3.3 2 2.7+1.5/-13 29
[83% CI: +1.3 /-1.1] p=0.69
Elder speakers 1.5+2.3/-1.4 16 1.5+23/-1.4 16 9.0+0.6/-4.3 2 32+1.3/-1.3 29 Not sign.
[83% CI: +1.1/-1.1]
[ I
0.743.0/-0.7 81 07+3.0/-07 | 8 1.142.1/-0.8 29 p= p= | p= | P=
[83% CI: +1.8 / -0.7] 0.10 0.04 1.0 0.01
24+432/-2.1 10 24+32/-2.1 10 6.2+3.8/-3.3 2 3.5+2.0/-1.6 29 p= p= | P=
0.7+3.0/-0.7 8 0.7+3.0/-0.7 8 1.1+2.1/-0.8 29 p= p=
[83% CI: +1.8 /-0.7] 0.10 0.01
2.9+43.6/-2.6 8 | 29+3.6/-2.6 8 | 9.0+0.6/-43 2| 42+20/-1.8 29 p=
[83% CL: +1.8/-1.5] 0.10
French [Saguenay—Lac-St- 3.9+1.8/-1.7 34 3.9+1.8/-1.7 34 6.7 +3.3/-3.5 1 45+1.4/-14 29
Jean] Item 27: En clair [83% CL: +1.2/-1.2]
Female speakers 4242.5/-2.5 17 42+2.5/-2.5 17 42+19/-1.9 29
[83% CI: +1.7/-1.7] p=0.94
Male speakers 3.6+2.5/-2.3 17 3.6+2.5/-2.3 17 6.7+3.3/-3.5 1 43+1.7/-1.6 29 Not sign.
[83% CI: +1.4/-1.4]
45424/25 | 18| 45+24/25 |18 45+18/-19 29 =054
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Elder speakers 33+2.6/-22 16 3342.6/-22 16 6.7+3.3/-3.5 1 4.1+1.7/-1.6 29 Not sign.
[83% CI: +1.5/-1.4]
29+3.6/-2.6 8 29+3.6/-2.6 8 3.1+2.6/-2.0 29 p= p= | p= | pP=
[83% CL +2.3 /-1.7] 0.44 0.1 0.16 0.5
59+2.9/-3.5 10 5.9+29/-3.5 10 5.842.2/-2.6 29 p= p= p=
[83% CL +1.9/-2.3] 0.19 0.75 | 0.02
5.0+3.4/-3.6 8 5.0+3.4/-3.6 8 6.7+3.3/-3.5 1 5342.1/-22 29 pP= p=
[83% CI: +1.9/-1.9] 0.31 0.03
1.8+3.5/-1.8 8 1.8+3.5/-1.8 8 2.142.5/-15 29 p=
[83% CL: +2.2 / -1.3] 0.09

Table 2.3: Combining data. The adverbials’ vitality (based on A.1, A.2 and B.1)

A-B.1 Vitality ES ES T II. Vitality Degree III. Significance
Categories non-exclusive Recognition (A.1): & | Local recognition & Perceptive & (median value) of of group dependency (P =)
Answers in median values form ‘known’ § (A2) % frequency (B.1) % (scale 1-10) freedom
z z z (Vitality)
> > @
= > =
French [Saguenay-Lac-St- 53+1.7/-1.9 34 5.0+1.8/-1.9 32 55+1.8/-1.6 16 51+1.1/-1.1 29
Jean] Item 28: A couvert [83% CI: +0.9 / -1.0]
Female speakers 5.8+42.3/-2.7 17 53+2.6/-2.8 15 6.0+2.4/-2.0 5.6+1.5/-1.6 29
[83% CI: +1.3 / -1.4] p=0.52
Male speakers 4.7+2.5/-2.6 17 47+42.5/-2.6 17 6.0+2.4/-2.0 49+1.5/-1.6 29 Not sign.
[83% CI: +1.3 /-1.4]
Younger speakers 5.0+2.4/-2.6 18 5.0+2.4/-2.6 18 6.4+19/-1.8 52+1.5/-1.5 29
[83% CI: +1.3 / -1.3] p=0.93
Elder speakers 5.6+2.4/-2.8 16 5.0+2.7/-2.9 14 54+3.0/-2.2 53+1.6/-1.7 29 Not sign.
[83% CI: +1.4/-1.5]
50+3.4/-3.6 8| 50+34/-36 | 8| 65+3.0/-23 5342.1/-2.1 29
[83% CI: +1.8/-1.8]
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[83% CL: +1.6 /-1.9]

5.0+3.1/-3.3 10 5.0+3.1/-3.3 10 6.9+2.2/-2.1 5 54+1.8/-1.9 29 p= p= | P=
[83% CL: +1.6 /-1.7] 1.0 0.83 | 0.88
6.1+3.1/-3.9 8 6.1 +3.1/-3.9 8 5.0+4.1/-2.6 5 57+2.1/-23 29 p= p=
[83% CI: +1.8 / -2.0] 0.8 0.74
5.0+3.4/-3.6 8§ | 3.6+41/-3.3 6 | 74+25/-23 2 | 52421721 29 p=
[83% CI: +1.8 / -1.8] 0.86
French [Saguenay—Lac-St- 4.7+1.8/-1.8 34 4.2 +1.8/-1.8 34 6.5+1.3/-14 15 4.9 +1.1/-1.1 29
Jean] Item 29: En dernier [83% CI: +0.9 / -0.9]
Female speakers 42+425/-2.5 17 3.6+2.5/-2.3 17 54+3.0/-2.2 7 43+1.6/-1.5 29
[83% CI: +1.4/ -1.3] p=0.22
Male speakers 5.3+2.4/-2.7 17 47+42.5/-2.6 17 7.6+1.2/-1.6 8 5.6+1.4/-1.5 29 Not sign.
[83% CI: +1.2/-1.3]
Younger speakers 4.042.5/-2.3 18 4.0+2.5/-2.3 18 6.0+2.4/-2.0 8 45+1.5/-14 29
[83% CI: +1.3 /-1.2] p=0.44
Elder speakers 5.6+2.4/-2.8 16 44+42.6/-2.6 16 7.5+1.4/-1.7 7 5.7+1.4/-1.6 29 Not sign.
[83% CI: +1.3 /-1.5]
[[1829 [ 3045 [ 4065 | >65 |
6.1+3.1/-3.9 8 6.1 +3.1/-3.9 8 6.9+2.2/-2.1 5 6.1+1.9/-2.2 29 p= p= | p= | P™
[83% CL: 1.6/ -19] 0.42 0.05 | 038 | 0.83
2.4+32/-2.1 10 24+432/-2.1 10 5.8+4.2/-3.0 3 34+2.0/-1.6 29 p= p= p=
[83% CI: +1.8 /-1.4] 0.09 032 | 0.03
5.0+3.4/-3.6 8 2.9+3.6/-2.6 8 62+3.8/-3.3 2 4.8+22/-2.2 29 p= p=
[83% CI: +1.9/-1.9] 0.75 0.28
6.1+3.1/-3.9 8 6.1 +3.1/-3.9 8 83+1.0/-2.1 5 64+1.8/-2.2 29 5227

Table 2.3: Combining data. The adverbials’ vitality (based on A.1, A.2 and B.1)
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A-B.1 Vitality T ES T II. Vitality Degree III. Significance
Categories non-exclusive Recognition (A.1): Epu Local recognition g Perceptive 5? (median value) ) of of group dependency (P =)
Answers in median values form ‘known’ e (A.2) e frequency (B.1) E (scale 1-10) freedom
2 & 2 (Vitality)
(¢} (¢ (¢}
> > w
= > =
French [Saguenay—Lac-St- 9.8+0.2/-1.3 34 9.8+0.2/-1.3 34 9.4+0.1/-0.4 32 9.5+0.2/-0.7 29
Jean] Item 30: Par exprés [83% CI: +0.2 / -0.6]
Female speakers 9.6+0.4/-2.4 17 9.6+04/-2.4 17 9.4+0.2/-0.8 15 92+04/-12 29
[83% CI: +0.4 / -1.1] p=10
Male speakers 9.6+0.4/-2.4 17 9.6 +0.4/-2.4 17 9.4+0.2/-0.7 17 92+04/-12 29 Not sign.
[83% CI: +0.4 / -1.1]
Younger speakers 9.6+0.4/-2.2 18 9.6+0.4/-2.2 18 9.5+0.2/-0.7 18 9.3+0.4/-1.1 29
[83% CI: +0.3 / -1.0] p=0.75
Elder speakers 9.6+0.4/-2.5 16 9.6 +0.4/-2.5 16 9.2+0.2/-0.9 14 9.1+0.4/-1.3 29 Not sign.
[83% CI: +0.4 / -1.1]
9.340.7/-4.1 8 1 93+0.7/-4.1 8 | 9.4+02/-15 8 | 87+0.7/-2.1 29 p= p= | p= | P=
9.4+0.6/-3.5 10 9.4+0.6/-3.5 10 9.6 +0.2/-1.3 10 89+0.6/-1.8 29 p= p= | P=
[83% CI: +0.5 / -1.6] 0.77 0.83 | 0.66
9.3+0.7/-4.1 8 9.3+0.7/-4.1 8 9.5+0.2/-1.6 8 8.7+0.7/-2.1 29 p= p=
[83% CI: +0.6 / 0.9] 1.0 0.84
9.3 +0.7/-4.1 8§ | 93+0.7/-41 8 8.9+0.3/-1.8 6 8.5+0.7/-2.1 29 pP=
[83% CI: +0.6 / -1.9] 0.8
French [Saguenay—Lac-St- 9.8+0.2/-1.3 34 9.8+0.2/-1.3 34 9.1+0.3/-1.5 8 9.3+0.3/-0.7 29
Jean] Item 31: En grand [83% CI: +0.3 / -0.6]
Female speakers 9.6+0.4/-2.4 17 9.6 +0.4/-2.4 17 9.1+0.3/-1.9 6 9.0+0.5/-1.3 29
[83% CI: +0.4 / -1.1] p=0.79
Male speakers 9.6+0.4/-2.4 17 9.6+0.4/-2.4 17 9.4+0.2/-5.5 2 8.8+0.7/-1.7 29 Not sign.
[83% CI: +0.6 / -1.5]
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Younger speakers 9.6+0.4/-2.2 18 9.6+0.4/-2.2 18 9.0+0.6/-4.3 2 8.84+0.6/-1.5 29

[83% CI: +0.6 / -1.3] p=0.83
Elder speakers 9.6+0.4/-2.5 16 9.6 +0.4/-2.5 16 9.2+0.3/-2.0 6 9.0+0.5/-1.3 29 Not sign.
[83% CL +0.4/-1.2]

[18:29 [ 3045 [ ao65 | >65 |
9.3+0.7/-4.1 8 9.3+0.7/-4.1 8 9.0+0.6/-4.3 2 8.3+0.9/-2.2 29 p= p= | pr= | P™
9.4+0.6/-3.5 10 9.4+0.6/-3.5 10 8.9+0.8/-2.4 29 p= p= | P=

[83% CL: +0.7/-2.1] 0.65 0.65 | 0.65
9.3+0.7/-4.1 8 9.3+0.7/-4.1 8 9.0+0.5/-3.3 3 84+0.9/-2.2 29 p= p=
[83% CI: +0.7 / -1.9] 0.91 1.0
9.3+0.7/-4.1 8 9.3+0.7/-4.1 8 94+02/-42 3 84+0.9/-2.2 29 p=
[83% CI: +0.8 / -1.9] 0.91
Table 2.3: Combining data. The adverbials’ vitality (based on A.1, A.2 and B.1)
A-B.1 Vitality ES ES T II. Vitality Degree III. Significance
Categories non-exclusive Recognition (A.1): & | Local recognition & Perceptive & (median value) of of group dependency (P =)
Answers in median values form ‘known’ § (A2) % frequency (B.1) % (scale 1-10) freedom
z z z (Vitality)
> > @
= S =
French [Saguenay—Lac-St- 9.2+0.7/-1.5 34 9.2+0.7/-1.5 34 8.4+0.4/-0.6 32 8.8+0.5/-0.8 29
Jean] Item 32: Allége [83% CI: +0.4 / -0.7]
Female speakers 9.6+0.4/-2.4 17 9.6+0.4/-2.4 17 8.1+0.6/-1.0 17 8.8+0.5/-1.2 29
[83% CI: +0.4 / -1.1] p=0.47
Male speakers 8.5+1.3/-2.7 17 8.5+1.3/-2.7 17 8.8+0.4/-0.9 15 83+0.8/-14 29 Not sign.
[83% CL: +0.7 / -1.3]
Younger speakers 8.6+1.2/-2.6 18 8.6+1.2/-2.6 18 8.3+0.6/-1.0 16 83+0.8/-14 29
[83% CI: +0.7 / -1.2] p=0.5
Elder speakers 9.6+0.4/-2.5 16 9.6 +0.4/-2.5 16 8.5+0.4/-0.9 16 89+0.4/-13 29 Not sign.
[83% CL +0.4/-1.1]
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[83% CL: +1.8 /-0.7]

8.2+1.8/-4.2 8 82+1.8/-4.2 8 8.6+0.7/-1.8 7.8+12/-22 29 p= p= | p=
[83% CI: +1.1/-2.0] 0.66 0.59 | 0.46
8.5+1.5/-3.7 10 8.5+1.5/-3.7 10 8.2+08/-1.4 8.0+1.0/-2.0 29 p= p= pP=
[83% CL +0.9/-1.7] 0.81 0.70 | 0.55
9.3+0.7/-4.1 8 9.3+0.7/-4.1 8 8.1+09/-1.5 8.4+0.8/-2.1 29 p= r=
[83% CL: +0.7/-1.9] 0.81 0.84
9.3+0.7/-4.1 8 9.3+0.7/-4.1 8 8.9+0.3/-1.4 8.6+0.7/-2.1 29 p=
[83% CL: +0.6 / -1.9] 0.61
French [Saguenay—Lac-St- 1.0 +1.3/-0.9 34 1.0 +1.3/-0.9 34 5.8+4.2/-3.0 2.2+1.3/-1.0 29
Jean] Item 33: Au long [83% CI: +1.2 / -0.9]
Female speakers 0.9+2.0/-0.9 17 0.9+2.0/-0.9 17 6.7+3.3/-3.5 2.5+1.3/-1.2 29
[83% CL +1.2 /-1.0]
Male speakers 1.5+2.2/-1.3 17 1.5+22/-1.3 17 6.2+3.8/-3.3 2.8+1.5/-1.3 29
[83% CL: +1.3 /-1.1]
Younger speakers 1.4+2.1/-1.3 18 1.4+2.1/-1.3 18 6.2+3.8/-3.3 2.7+1.5/-13 29
[83% CIL: +1.3 /-1.1]
Elder speakers 1.0+2.1/-1.0 16 1.0 +2.1/-1.0 16 6.7+3.3/-3.5 2.6+1.4/-1.2 29
[83% CL +1.2 /-1.0]
[ 1820 [ 3045 [ 4665 | >65 |
1.8+3.5/-1.8 8 1.8+3.5/-1.8 8 6.7+3.3/-3.5 32420/-1.5 29 p= = p= pP=
[83% CI: +1.8 /-1.3] 0.55 1.0 | 0.06
1.5+3.0/-1.5 10 1.5+3.0/-1.5 10 6.7+3.3/-3.5 3.0+1.8/-14 29 p= pP= pP=
[83% CL +1.6/-1.2] 0.67 0.86 | 0.08
1.8+3.5/-1.8 8 1.8+3.5/-1.8 8 6.7+3.3/-3.5 32420/-1.5 29 p= pP=
[83% CI: +1.8 /-1.3] 0.55 0.06
0.7+3.0/-0.7 8 0.7+3.0/-0.7 8 1.1+2.1/-0.8 29 67=

Table 2.3: Combining data. The adverbials’ vitality (based on A.1, A.2 and B.1)
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A-B.1 Vitality ES ES T II. Vitality Degree III. Significance
Categories non-exclusive Recognition (A.1): & | Local recognition & Perceptive & (median value) of of group dependency (P =)
Answers in median values form ‘known’ % (A.2) § frequency (B.1) é (scale 1-10) freedom
z z z (Vitality)
> > &
= > =
French [Saguenay—Lac-St- 7.5+1.4/-1.9 34 75+1.4/-1.9 34 7.3+0.8/-0.9 27 7.3+0.8/-1.1 29
Jean] Item 34: En neuf [83% CI: +0.7 / -0.9]
Female speakers 7.5+1.9/-2.8 17 7.5+1.9/-2.8 17 7.9+09/-1.2 14 74+12/-1.5 29
[83% CI: +1.0 / -1.3] p=0.75
Male speakers 7.5+1.9/-2.8 17 7.5+1.9/-2.8 17 6.9+13/-1.4 13 7.1+1.2/-1.6 29 Not sign.
[83% CI: +1.0 / -1.4]
Younger speakers 7.1+2.0/-2.7 18 7.1+2.0/-2.7 18 69+1.4/-1.4 14 6.9+1.2/-1.5 29
[83% CL: +1.1/-1.3] p=04
Elder speakers 79+1.7/-2.9 16 7.9+1.7/-2.9 16 7.8+0.8/-1.2 13 7.6+1.1/-1.6 29 Not sign.
[83% CI: +0.9 / -1.4]
1829 [ 3045 [ 4665 [ >65 |
5.0+3.4/-3.6 8 1 50+3.4/-36 8 | 53+42/-28 5| 50+22/-22 29 p= p= | p= | P=
[83% CI: +1.9/-1.9] 0.11 0.03 | 0.34 | 0.01
8.5+1.5/-3.7 10 8.5+1.5/-3.7 10 79+1.1/-1.5 9 8.0+1.1/-2.0 29 p= p= | P=
[83% CIL: +0.9 / -1.7] 0.23 02 | 077
6.1+3.1/-3.9 8 6.1 +3.1/-3.9 8 83+1.0/-2.1 5 64+1.8/-2.2 29 p= p=
[83% CI: +1.6/-1.9] 0.63 0.12
9.3 +0.7/-4.1 8 9.3+0.7/-4.1 8 7.6+1.2/-1.6 8 8.3+0.8/-2.1 29 P=
[83% CI: +0.7/-1.9] 0.11
French [Saguenay—Lac-St- 0.2 +0.8/-0.2 34 0.2 +0.8/-0.2 34 0.3+0.6/-0.2 29
Jean] Item 35: A noir [83% CI: +0.5 / -0.2]

Table 2.3: Combining data. The adverbials’ vitality (based on A.1, A.2 and B.1)
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A-B.1 Vitality ES ES T II. Vitality Degree III. Significance
Categories non-exclusive Recognition (A.1): & | Local recognition & Perceptive & (median value) of of group dependency (P =)
Answers in median values form ‘known’ § (A.2) § frequency (B.1) % (scale 1-10) freedom
z z z (Vitality)
> > w
= > =
French [Saguenay—Lac-St- 0.5+1.1/-0.5 34 0.5+1.1/-0.5 34 6.7 +3.3/-3.5 1 2.1+1.1/-1.0 29
Jean] Item 36: Au parfait [83% CI: +0.9 / -0.9]
Female speakers 0.9+2.0/-0.9 17 0.9+2.0/-0.9 17 6.7+3.3/-3.5 1 2.5+1.3/-1.2 29
[83% CI: +1.2 / -1.0] p=0.01
Male speakers 04+1.6/-0.4 17 04+1.6/-0.4 17 0.6 +1.1/-0.4 29 Significant, weak depend.
[83% CI: +1.0/ -0.3]
Younger speakers 04+1.5/-0.4 18 04+1.5/-0.4 18 0.6 +1.0/-0.4 29
[83% CI: +0.9 /-0.3] p=0.14"
Elder speakers 1.0+2.1/-1.0 16 1.0+2.1/-1.0 16 6.7+3.3/-3.5 1 26+1.4/-1.2 29 Not sign.
[83% CI: +1.2/-1.0]
[1829 [ 3045 [ 4065 | >65 |
0.7+3.0/-0.7 8 0.7+3.0/-0.7 8 1.142.1/-0.8 29 p= p= | p= | p=
[83% CI: +1.8 / -0.7] 0.56 0.83 0.06 1.0
0.6 +2.5/-0.6 10 0.6 +2.5/-0.6 10 09+1.7/-0.6 29 p= p= | P=
[83% CI: +1.5 / -0.5] 0.32 0.03 | 0.83
1.84+3.5/-1.8 8 1.8+43.5/-1.8 8 6.7+3.3/-3.5 1 32+2.0/-1.5 29 p= p=
[83% CL +1.8 /-1.3] 0.09 0.06
0.7+3.0/-0.7 8§ | 07+3.0/-07 | 8 1.142.1/-0.8 29 p=
[83% CI: +1.8 /-0.7] 0.56
French [Saguenay-Lac-St- 0.5+1.1/-0.5 34 6.7 +3.3/-3.5 1 14+13/-14 29
Jean] Item 37: A la rebours [83% CI: +1.1/-1.2]
Female speakers 04+1.6/-0.4 17 0.6+1.1/-0.4 29 _
[83% CL: +1.0/-0.3] P 0.01
Male speakers 09+2.0/-09 |17 67433/35 | 1| 25+1.3/-12 29 Significant, weak depend.

19 p=0.008 (significant, weak dependency) using the student's two-sample #-test in Roy’s calculator (2021-2022). Nevertheless, this test is potentially less reliable insofar as the calculator’s current
version averages the two-tailed uncertainties.

71



[83% CL +1.2/-1.0]
Younger speakers 04+15/-04 18 0.6 +1.0/-0.4 29 ~ L
[83% CI: +0.9 / -0.3] p=0.14
Elder speakers 1.0+2.1/-1.0 16 6.7+3.3/-3.5 1 26+1.4/-1.2 29 Not sign.
[83% CL +1.2/-1.0]
[1629 [ 5045 [ 4665 [ >65 |
0.7+3.0/-0.7 8 1.1+2.1/-0.8 29 p= p= | p= | PT
[83% CI: +1.8/-0.7] 0.56 0.83 | 1.0 | 0.06
0.6 +2.5/-0.6 10 0.9+1.7/-0.6 29 p= p= | P=
[83% CI: +1.5/-0.5] 0.32 0.83 | 0.03
0.7+3.0/-0.7 8 1.1+2.1/-0.8 29 p= p=
[83% CI: +1.8 / -0.7] 0.56 0.06
1.843.5/-1.8 8 6.7+3.3/-3.5 1 32+42.0/-1.5 29 p=
[83% CL +1.8/-1.3] 0.09
Table 2.3: Combining data. The adverbials’ vitality (based on A.1, A.2 and B.1)
A-B.1 Vitality ES ES T II. Vitality Degree III. Significance
Categories non-exclusive Recognition (A.1): & | Local recognition & Perceptive & (median value) of of group dependency (P =)
Answers in median values form ‘known’ § (A.2) § frequency (B.1) % (scale 1-10) freedom
z z z (Vitality)
> > @
= S =
French [Saguenay—Lac-St- 9.2+0.7/-1.5 34 9.2+0.7/-1.6 32 8.4+0.4/-0.8 20 8.8+0.5/-0.8 29
Jean] Item 38: De travers [83% CI: +0.4 / -0.7]
Female speakers 9.1+0.9/-2.6 17 9.0+1.0/-2.7 16 83+0.7/-1.3 10 8.6+0.7/-14 29
[83% CI: +0.6 / -1.2] p=10
Male speakers 9.1+0.9/-2.6 17 9.0+1.0/-2.7 16 8.6+0.5/-1.3 10 8.6+0.7/-1.4 29 Not sign.
[83% CL +0.6 / -1.2]
9.6+04/-22 | 18] 9.6+04/24 | 17| 86+05/-14 | 9 | 89+0.5/-1.2 29 p=036

! p=0.008 (significant, weak dependency) using the student's two-sample #-test in Roy’s calculator (2021-2022). Nevertheless, this test is potentially less reliable insofar as the calculator’s current
version averages the two-tailed uncertainties.
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[83% CL: +0.8 / -2.4]

[83% CL: +0.4 / -1.0] Not sign.
Elder speakers 85+1.4/-2.8 16 84+1.5/-2.9 15 83+0.7/-1.3 11 8.14+0.9/-1.5 29
[83% CI: +0.8 / -1.3]
[ 1820 [ 3045 [ 4665 | >65 |
9.3+0.7/-4.1 8 9.2+0.8 /-4.4 7 8.1+1.3/-2.3 4 8.3+0.9/-2.2 29 p= p=| p=| pr=
[83% CI: +0.8/-1.9] 0.79 076 | 033 | 1.0
9.4+0.6/-3.5 10 9.4+0.6/-3.5 10 89+04/-2.1 5 8.6+0.7/-1.8 29 p= p= | P=
[83% CL: +0.6 / -1.6] 0.48 0.19 | 0.75
7.1+2.5/-4.1 8 6.8+2.8/-43 7 89+04/-2.1 5 7.1+1.6/-2.3 29 p= p=
[83% CI: +1.4/-2.0] 0.35 0.32
9.3+0.7/-4.1 8 9.3+0.7/-4.1 8 7.8+1.3/-18 6 8.3+0.8/-2.1 29 p=
[83% CL: +0.7/-1.9] 0.78
French [Saguenay—Lac-St- 9.8+0.2/-1.3 34 9.6 +0.3/-0.9 29
Jean] Item 39: Pantoute [83% CI: +0.3 / -0.8]
Female speakers 9.6+0.4/-2.4 17 9.3+0.5/-1.7 29
[83% CI: +0.4 / -1.5] p=1.0
Male speakers 9.6+0.4/-2.4 17 9.3+0.5/-1.7 29 Not sign.
[83% CL: +0.4 / -1.5]
Younger speakers 9.6+0.4/-2.2 18 9.3+0.5/-1.5 29
[83% CI: +0.4 / -1.3] p=0.88
Elder speakers 9.6+0.4/-2.5 16 9.2+0.5/-1.7 29 Not sign.
[83% CL: +0.4 / -1.5]
| 1829 [ 3045 [ 4665 | >65 |
9.3+0.7/-4.1 8 8.7+0.9/-2.8 29 p= p= | p= | P=
[83% CI: +0.8 / -2.4] 0.96 0.87 | 1.0 1.0
9.4+0.6/-3.5 10 89+0.8/-24 29 p= p= | P=
[83% CI: +0.7 / -2.1] 0.87 0.87 | 0.87
9.3+0.7/-4.1 8 8.7+0.9/-2.8 29 p= p=
[83% CI: +0.8 / -2.4] 0.96 1.0
9.3+0.7/-4.1 8 8.7+0.9/-2.8 29 p=
0.96

Table 2.3: Combining data. The adverbials’ vitality (based on A.1, A.2 and B.1)
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A-B.1 Vitality ES ES T II. Vitality Degree III. Significance
Categories non-exclusive Recognition (A.1): & | Local recognition & Perceptive & (median value) of of group dependency (P =)
Answers in median values form ‘known’ % (A.2) § frequency (B.1) é (scale 1-10) freedom
z z z (Vitality)
> > w
= > =
French [Saguenay—Lac-St- 8.7+1.0/-1.7 34 81+1.2/-1.8 34 8.2+0.5/-0.7 28 8.3+0.6/-0.9 29
Jean] Item 40: En premier [83% CI: +0.6 / -0.8]
Female speakers 9.1+0.9/-2.6 17 8.5+1.3/-2.7 17 8.8+0.4/-0.9 15 8.6+0.7/-1.4 29
[83% CI: +0.6 / -1.2] p=0.17
Male speakers 8.0+1.6/-2.8 17 7.5+1.9/-2.8 17 7.5+1.0/-1.2 13 7.5+1.0/-1.5 29 Not sign.
[83% CI: +0.9 / -1.3]
Younger speakers 8.1+1.5/-2.7 18 7.142.0/-2.7 18 8.7+04/-1.1 13 7.8+1.0/-1.5 29
[83% CL: +0.9 /-1.3] p=0.59
Elder speakers 9.0+1.0/-2.7 16 9.0+1.0/-2.7 16 7.7+0.8/-1.1 15 84+0.7/-14 29 Not sign.
[83% CI: +0.6 / -1.3]

[1829 [ 3045 [ 4065 | >65 |
7.1425/-4.1 8 | 7.142.5/-4.1 8 | 9.1+03/-19 | 6 | 72+1.5/-22 29 p= p= | p= | P=
8.5+1.5/-3.7 10 6.8+2.6/-3.7 10 8.5+0.7/-1.7 7 7.7+12/-2.0 29 p= p= | P=

[83% CI: +1.0/-1.7] 0.98 1.0 | 057
82+1.8/-4.2 8 82+1.8/-4.2 8 8.0+1.1/-1.7 7 7.7+12/-23 29 p= p=
[83% CL: +1.1/-2.0] 0.98 0.59
9.3+0.7/-4.1 8 | 93+0.7/-41 8 | 7.6+1.2/-16 8 | 83+0.8/-2.1 29 P=
[83% CI: +0.7/-1.9] 0.49
French [Saguenay—Lac-St- 56+1.7/-1.9 34 5.6 +1.7/-1.9 34 7.3+0.8/-1.0 21 59+1.0/-1.1 29
Jean] Item 41: Au ras [83% CI: +0.9 / -0.9]
Female speakers 4.7+2.5/-2.6 17 47+42.5/-2.6 17 74+13/-1.5 9 53+1.5/-1.5 29
[83% CI: +1.3 /-1.3] p=024
Male speakers 6.4+2.2/-2.8 17 6.4+22/-2.8 17 74+1.1/-1.3 12 6.5+1.3/-1.6 29 Not sign.
[83% CI: +1.1/-1.4]
50+24/2.6 | 18| 50+424/-26 | 18| 73+12/-14 | 11| 55+14/-15 29 042

[83% CI: +1.2/-1.3]
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Elder speakers

62+23/-29 16 62+23/-29 16 75+1.2/-14 10 64+14/-1.6 29 Not sign.
[83% CL +1.2/-1.4]
39+36/-3.2 8 39+3.6/-3.2 8 7.8+1.7/-2.4 3 48+2.1/-1.9 29 p= p= pP= pP=
[83% CI: +1.8/-1.7] 0.35 037 | 0.11 | 0.62
59+29/-3.5 10 59+29/-3.5 10 72+1.5/-1.7 8 6.0+1.7/-2.0 29 p= pP= b=
[83% CI: +1.5/-1.7] 0.87 044 | 0.71
7.1+2.5/-4.1 8 7.1+2.5/-4.1 8 7.8+1.3/-1.8 6 70+1.6/-22 29 p= b=
[83% CI: +1.4/-2.0] 0.27 0.28
50+34/-3.6 8 50+34/-3.6 8 73+2.1/-2.1 4 55+2.0/-2.1 29 pP=
0.77

[83% CL: +1.7/-1.8]

Table 2.3: Combining data. The adverbials’ vitality (based on A.1, A.2 and B.1)
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