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/’nɔldɑf/ vs. /nɔl’dɑf/ 

Female SP-speaker 
 
10 trials (15 s) of 10 
tokens for each rhythmic 
pattern (SW-WS) = 20 
alternating trials 

 

Do Dutch- and Turkish-
learning infants develop a 
language-specific 
rhythmic preference, 
and if so, at what age? 

3. Design 

Single visual target preferential listening procedure 
using eye-  tracking (Tobii 1750 / T120) 
Gaze samples on screen  > looking time (LT) 

 

Main effect of condition: F(1,3443) = 18.985, 
p=.000, with a longer mean NLT during the SW 
condition 
 
No effect of language or age group or any 
interactions 

Experiment was not developed for 8-mos > lack of 
interest? 
 
HE-learning 9-mos show native preference (WS) 
with HE-stimuli, but non-native preference (SW) 
with EN stimuli > non-native preference for TU-
learning infants with SP stimuli?  
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