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2. Past observations on developmental stages

This chapter presents the results of a study on interlanguage variation.
The production of four L2 learners of Italian, tested four times at yearly
intervals while engaged in four oral tasks, is compared to that of two
native speakers, and analysed with quantitative CAF measures. Thus,
time, task type, nativeness, as well as group vs. individual scores are
the independent variables and complexity, accuracy, and fluency are
the dependent ones. Results show how both L2 learners and native
speakers display situational variation, but with clear differences
amongst the two groups. Longitudinally


