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Humans

(1) Humans have a mulƟ-domain capacity and proclivity to infer
tree structures from strings, to a degree that is diĸcult or
impossible for most non-human animal species.
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impossible for most non-human animal species.

▶ How can you Įgure out whether, e.g., monkeys have such
structures?
▶ How can you Įgure out whether children have such structures?
▶ PreferenƟal looking paradigm
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Figure: This is an image fromWALS
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tree structures from strings, to a degree that is diĸcult or
impossible for most non-human animal species.
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