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leads to different individual biases, which 1mpact cultural

- Main effects:
- Learnability increases over generations, for both languages and both types of
bilinguals.
- Structure 1ncreases over generations:
- Languages learned second develop less structure.

* Specifically, monolinguals and bilinguals show different| . For each language learned: seen set (n=9 words) and unseen set (n = 3
individual biases as a result of prior linguistic experiences ([4]). words)

* Previous study in the lab: languages learned by bilinguals 1) Exposure: SEEN set + labels + audio
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- French-like languages > English-like languages (structure nieractons.
- Effects ressemﬁle tghose in Iionolingual sgubjgects(, but are ) e - Greater structure over generations in French-like languages.
' - Greater structure over generations within French L1 speakers.
stronger.
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