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Background - Reuts 8 Dission

* English Df)mlpant Heritage (EDH) speakers: | 0.05 - 1. THEORETICAL IMPLICATIONS
learn a minority language from immigrant family at
early age, but English is their dominant language * Results support linguistic theories that argue
(see Polinsky & Kagan, 2007) for different types of prosodic function

* Prosody = modulation of the p.itch., stress. or - e Results support psycholinguistic theories
rhythm of speech for communicative or linguistic that argue for different types of prosodic
effect 2 convey emotion, lexical differences, function

phrase boundaries, sentence type, or to
pragmatically stress contrastive information 2. DEVELOPMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

®

Are there differences in prosodic comprehension
between English Dominant Heritage (EDH) and
native English (NE) speakers?

Results suggest no early sensitive period for
- Affect (perhaps universal)?
- Word-level prosody or below

hod ; - - Speakers  Results suggest early critical period for
Methods and Materials - Native English (NE) prosody ABOVE the prosodic word.
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Chocolat ki d | s.  Chocolate cookies and jam . T e
pcolate, cookies, ang jam Y I g Affect: like vs. dislike Ruben, R. J. (1997). A time frame of critical/sensitive periods
* Contrastive stress: Hear a context story about clothes * Declarative/Interrogative: Carrots. Carrots? of language development. Acta Oto-laryngologica, 117(2),
. .. . L . . 202-205.
shopping & indicate item forgotten * Discrimination: Acoustically same or different? 0e-205
| wanted BLACK and blue socks e Lexical stress: inSULT vs. INsult Wiese, H., Alexiadou, A., Allen, S., Bunk, O., Gagarina, N.,

[efremenko, K., ... & Zuban, Y. (2022). Heritage speakers as

part of the native language continuum. Frontiers in
 EDH speakers < NE speakers on prosody above the word level Psychology, 5982.
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