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1) Purpose of the visit
My short-visit research project in London (Host institution UCL Division of Psychology and Language Sciences, Faculty of Brain Sciences, London UK), supervised by Professors Andrea Moro, Valentina Bambini, and Gabriella Vigliocco (Host institution research leader) had three major goals: 

(1) creating and rating a set of English onomatopoeic sounds; 

(2) project experimental paradigms able to highlight specific aspects in the storage and retrieval of onomatopoeic sounds, if any 
(3) highlight potential differences across the two languages (Italian and English). 

2) Description of the work carried out during the visit
With respect to (1), the activity unfolded in the following stages: selection of the onomatopoeic stimuli – in Italian and English – from relevant databases; rating of the stimuli based on the major psycholinguistic variables considered in the psycholinguistic literature (e.g., familiarity, imageability etc., cf. Della Rosa et al. 2010), selecting those appropriate for onomatopoeic sounds; selection of stimuli to be used as control categories.

With respect to (2), we developed experimental paradigms suitable to explore especially access and retrieval of onomatopoeia in order to bring to light differences in the memory storage and retrieval of onomatopoeic sounds.: a Free Recall paradigm [Tulving 1962] and Free Recall with Levels of Processing paradigm [Craik & Lockhart 1972; Craik 2002]. The Free Recall paradigm and the Free Recall paradigm with Levels of Processing effect have been tested with all sorts of linguistic material including concrete/abstract words [Ter Doest & Semin 2005], interjections, and taboo words [Jay et al. 2008]. With respect to (3), an independent linguistic analysis of the phonological and morphological character of onomatopoeia in Italian and English (linguistic material was draw from relevant corpora), was then begun and should be completed soon. 
   
3) Description of the main results obtained


4) Future collaboration with host institution (if applicable)

A partial analysis of the data obtained with the Free Recall paradigm shows that normal subjects tend to recall onomatopoeic stimuli more easily than other word-classes (e.g. high imageability nouns) in Italian and English.  

A partial analysis of the data obtained with the Free Recall paradigm with Levels of Processing shows that normal subjects tend to recall Italian onomatopoeic stimuli with greater accuracy when processing is oriented by phonological constraints. This is not the case for English. 
These partial results may indicate that the distinctive features of onomatopoeia correlate with an equal distinctiveness at the processing level. Moreover, in Italian, onomatopoeic processing  seems to be conditioned by the distinctive phonological features of Italian onomatopoeias, features that are not found in English instead, due to the different morphological structure of the two languages. 

5) Projected publications / articles resulting or to result from the grant (ESF must be acknowledged in publications resulting from the grantee’s work in relation with the grant)
On the basis of these partial but promising results, a future collaboration on these and related issues is certainly most desirable.  
6) Other comments (if any)

