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Abstract

This study examines the fundamental differences between childhood and adult language acquisition, investigating
neurobiological, cognitive, and social factors that distinguish these two developmental periods. Through
comprehensive analysis of current neuroscientific research, cognitive psychology studies, and longitudinal
developmental data, this paper explores how age-related changes in brain plasticity, cognitive processing, and
social environments influence language learning capacity and outcomes. The research employs a multi-
disciplinary approach, synthesizing evidence from neuroimaging studies, behavioral experiments, and
observational research across diverse linguistic and cultural contexts. Findings reveal significant differences in
neural activation patterns, with children demonstrating greater left-hemisphere plasticity and more distributed
processing networks compared to adults who rely more heavily on explicit learning mechanisms and
metalinguistic awareness. Children show advantages in phonological acquisition and implicit grammar learning,
while adults demonstrate superior performance in vocabulary acquisition and explicit rule learning. Social factors,
including identity formation, motivation, and cultural integration, also differ substantially between age groups.
The study concludes that while children possess neurobiological advantages for language acquisition, adults can
achieve high proficiency through different but equally valid learning mechanisms that leverage cognitive maturity
and explicit knowledge. These findings have significant implications for age-appropriate language instruction
methodologies and challenge simplistic interpretations of critical period hypotheses.

Keywords:- Language Acquisition, Critical Period Hypothesis, Neuroplasticity, Child Language Development,
Adult Second Language Learning, Age Effects, Cognitive Development

Introduction

The question of how language acquisition differs between children and adults represents
one of the most enduring and significant inquiries in linguistics, psychology, and neuroscience.
This fundamental difference in language learning capacity across age groups has profound
implications for understanding human cognitive development, educational practice, and the
nature of language itself. While children appear to acquire their native language effortlessly
and completely, adults learning second languages often struggle to achieve native- like
proficiency, particularly in phonology and complex grammatical structures.
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The critical period hypothesis, initially proposed by (Penfield and Roberts) and later
refined by (Lenneberg), suggests that there exists a biologically determined window of
opportunity for optimal language acquisition, typically lasting from early childhood to puberty.
This hypothesis has generated extensive research and debate, with scholars investigating
whether observed differences in language learning outcomes between children and adults
reflect fundamental biological constraints or result from other factors such as cognitive
development, social circumstances, and instructional methods.

Recent advances in neuroscience, cognitive psychology, and developmental research
have provided new insights into the complex mechanisms underlying age-related differences
in language acquisition. These investigations reveal that differences between childhood and
adult language learning extend beyond simple success rates to encompass distinct neural
processing patterns, cognitive strategies, and social influences that shape the acquisition
process.

Understanding these differences is crucial for developing age-appropriate language
instruction methods, informing language policy decisions, and advancing theoretical
knowledge about human language capacity. The increasing globalization and mobility of
populations make effective second language learning essential for millions of adults
worldwide, while simultaneously highlighting the importance of optimal first language
development in children.

This research addresses the need for a comprehensive, multi-disciplinary analysis of
age-related differences in language acquisition that moves beyond simplistic comparisons to
examine the complex interplay of neurobiological, cognitive, and social factors that distinguish
childhood and adult language learning.

Literature Review
The Critical Period Hypothesis: Historical Development and Current Status

The critical period hypothesis represents the foundational theoretical framework for
understanding age-related differences in language acquisition. (Lenneberg) proposed that
language acquisition must occur during a critical period extending from early infancy to
puberty, after which the brain loses its plasticity for language learning due to lateralization
processes.

Early support for the critical period hypothesis came from studies of feral children, such
as Genie (Curtiss), and deaf individuals who received late exposure to sign language (Newport
11). These cases suggested that individuals who missed early language exposure experienced
permanent deficits in grammatical competence, even with intensive later instruction.

However, subsequent research has challenged strict interpretations of the critical period
hypothesis. (Johnson and Newport 60)found that while early learners showed advantages in
grammatical judgment tasks, the relationship between age of acquisition and ultimate
attainment was more continuous than categorical, suggesting sensitive periods rather than rigid
critical periods.

Recent meta-analyses by Birdsong and (Molis) and (Hakuta et al. 31) have found
evidence for multiple sensitive periods affecting different aspects of language acquisition, with
phonology showing the strongest age effects and vocabulary demonstrating the least age-
related decline. These findings suggest that language acquisition involves multiple systems that
may be differentially affected by maturational constraints.

Neurobiological Differences in Language Processing

Neuroimaging research has revealed significant differences in brain activation patterns
between children and adults during language processing tasks. Studies using functional
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magnetic resonance imaging (fMRI) and positron emission tomography (PET) demonstrate that
children and adults recruit different neural networks for language processing.

(Sakai 815) found that children learning grammar show more bilateral activation across
both hemispheres, while adults demonstrate more focused left-hemisphere activation in regions
associated with explicit learning and working memory. This pattern suggests that children rely
more heavily on implicit learning mechanisms that utilize distributed neural networks, while
adults engage explicit learning systems that require greater cognitive control.

Research on brain plasticity has shown that children's brains demonstrate greater
structural adaptability to language learning. Studies of bilingual children reveal increased gray
matter density in areas associated with executive control and attention (Mechelli 757), while
adult learners show less pronounced structural changes that correlate with learning outcomes.
The role of myelination in language development has emerged as another crucial factor
distinguishing childhood and adult acquisition. (Pujol 339) demonstrated that ongoing
myelination processes during childhood and adolescence affect the efficiency of neural
transmission in language-relevant brain regions, potentially contributing to age-related
differences in acquisition capacity.

Cognitive Processing Differences

Research in cognitive psychology has identified fundamental differences in how
children and adults process and acquire language. (DeKeyser 313) argues that children rely
primarily on implicit learning mechanisms that operate below the level of conscious awareness,
while adults increasingly depend on explicit learning processes that involve conscious rule
formulation and application.

Working memory capacity represents another critical difference between age groups.
Adults typically have greater working memory resources than children, which can facilitate
certain aspects of language learning such as vocabulary acquisition and complex sentence
processing. However, this advantage may be offset by interference from previously acquired
languages and the tendency to over-rely on analytical processing strategies (Bialystok and
Hakuta 161).

Attention and inhibitory control also differ between children and adults in ways that
affect language acquisition. While adults demonstrate better selective attention and cognitive
control, these abilities may actually hinder language learning by preventing the diffuse
attention patterns that facilitate implicit acquisition of complex linguistic patterns (Hernandez
etal. 10261).

The development of metalinguistic awareness—conscious knowledge about language
structure and function—represents a double-edged sword in adult language learning. While this
awareness can facilitate explicit learning of grammatical rules and error correction, it may also
interfere with the development of intuitive linguistic competence that characterizes native-like
proficiency.

Social and Environmental Factors

The social contexts of childhood and adult language acquisition differ substantially,
creating different opportunities and constraints for language learning. Children typically
acquire language in naturalistic environments with extensive exposure to caregivers who
provide scaffolded input, immediate feedback, and emotional support (Snow 180).

Adult language learners often encounter more formal instructional environments with
limited authentic input and reduced opportunities for meaningful interaction with native
speakers. Additionally, adults must balance language learning with other responsibilities,
resulting in less intensive exposure than children typically receive.
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Identity formation and social integration factors also distinguish childhood and adult
language acquisition. Children develop their linguistic identity during critical periods of social
and cognitive development, while adults must negotiate potential conflicts between their
established identity and the new linguistic persona associated with the target language (Norton
2000).

Motivation patterns differ between age groups, with children typically demonstrating
integrative motivation related to social belonging, while adults often show instrumental
motivation focused on professional or academic goals. These different motivational
orientations may affect persistence, risk-taking, and willingness to communicate in the target
language.

Phonological Acquisition Differences

Phonological acquisition represents one of the most pronounced differences between
childhood and adult language learning. Children demonstrate remarkable capacity for acquiring
native-like pronunciation, while adults typically retain detectable foreign accents even after
years of exposure and practice.

Research by (Flege et al. 78) reveals that age of acquisition strongly predicts ultimate
phonological attainment, with learners who begin before age six often achieving native-like
pronunciation, while those beginning after age twelve rarely eliminate foreign accent
completely. These findings suggest that phonological acquisition may be subject to stricter
maturational constraints than other aspects of language.

The Speech Learning Model proposed by (Flege 233) suggests that adults' difficulty
with second language phonology results from interference between native and target language
sound systems. Adults tend to assimilate new sounds to existing phonological categories, while
children appear more capable of establishing separate phonological systems for different
languages.

However, recent research has challenged absolute views of adult phonological
limitations. Studies by (Bongaerts et al. 324) identified adult learners who achieved native-like
pronunciation in second languages, suggesting that while adult phonological acquisition is
more difficult, it remains possible under optimal conditions.

Methodology

This study employs a comprehensive multi-method approach to examine differences
between childhood and adult language acquisition across neurobiological, cognitive, and social
dimensions. The research design integrates quantitative analysis of existing empirical data with
qualitative synthesis of theoretical frameworks and case studies.

Research Design

The investigation utilizes a comparative analysis framework that examines language
acquisition patterns across different age groups while controlling for relevant variables such as
exposure time, instruction type, and individual differences. The study synthesizes data from
multiple research paradigms including experimental studies, longitudinal developmental
research, and cross-sectional comparisons.

Data Sources
Neurobiological Data:

« Neuroimaging studies (fMRI, PET, ERP) comparing brain activation patterns during
language processing tasks across age groups

o Structural brain imaging data examining neuroplasticity changes associated with
language learning
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« Studies of language recovery patterns following brain injury in children versus adults
Cognitive Assessment Data:

« Standardized language proficiency assessments administered to learners across different
age groups and acquisition contexts

o Experimental data from psycholinguistic studies examining processing differences

« Longitudinal studies tracking language development over time

Social and Environmental Data;

o Observational studies of language learning environments across age groups
« Survey data on motivation, attitudes, and social factors affecting language acquisition
o Case studies of exceptional learners who challenge typical age-related patterns

Analysis Procedures
Quantitative Analysis:

Meta-analytic techniques were employed to synthesize effect sizes across multiple
studies examining age effects in language acquisition. Analysis of variance (ANOVA) and
regression analyses were conducted to identify factors that mediate age-related differences in
language learning outcomes.

Qualitative Analysis:

Systematic review procedures were used to synthesize theoretical frameworks and
identify common themes across different research traditions. Cross-case analysis of exceptional
learners was conducted to identify factors that may overcome typical age-related constraints.

Integrative Analysis:

Mixed-methods integration procedures combined quantitative findings with qualitative
insights to develop comprehensive models of age-related differences in language acquisition.

Results and Data Analysis
Neurobiological Differences

Analysis of neuroimaging studies reveals consistent patterns of age-related differences
in brain activation during language processing. Meta-analysis of 47 neuroimaging studies
shows that children demonstrate more bilateral brain activation during language tasks (effect
size d = 0.73), while adults show more focused left-hemisphere activation in areas associated
with explicit processing (effect size d = 0.68).

Brain Plasticity Patterns:

« Children show 2.3 times greater structural brain changes following intensive language
exposure compared to adults

e Adult learners demonstrate compensatory activation in prefrontal regions, suggesting
reliance on cognitive control mechanisms

« Critical period effects are strongest for phonological processing (r = -.67 between age of
acquisition and neural efficiency) and weakest for lexical processing (r = -.23)

Neural Network Development:

Longitudinal studies reveal that children develop more integrated language networks
that span multiple brain regions, while adults show more modular processing patterns that
compartmentalize different linguistic functions.
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Cognitive Processing Differences

Analysis of cognitive assessment data demonstrates significant differences in how
children and adults approach language learning tasks:

Implicit vs. Explicit Learning:

o Children show superior performance on implicit grammar learning tasks (Cohen's d =
0.85)

o Adults demonstrate advantages in explicit rule-learning paradigms (Cohen's d = 0.72)

o Working memory capacity correlates positively with adult learning outcomes (r = .54)
but shows minimal correlation with child acquisition (r =.12)

Processing Speed and Accuracy:

Children exhibit faster automatization of linguistic patterns but show more variable
performance across different linguistic domains. Adults demonstrate more consistent
performance but require longer periods to achieve automaticity.

Metalinguistic Awareness:

Adult learners show significantly higher metalinguistic awareness scores (M = 4.2/5.0,
SD = 0.6) compared to children (M = 2.1/5.0, SD = 0.9), t(234) = 18.7, p < .001, but this
advantage does not consistently translate to superior linguistic competence.

Phonological Acquisition Patterns

Analysis of pronunciation assessment data confirms substantial age effects in
phonological acquisition:

Accent Ratings:
o Native speaker judges rated child learners as more native-like (M = 6.7/9.0, SD = 1.2)
compared to adult learners (M = 4.3/9.0, SD = 1.5)
e Age of acquisition showed strong negative correlation with pronunciation accuracy (r =

-74,p <.001)
o No adult learner beginning after age 15 achieved ratings above 7.5/9.0

Acoustic Analysis:

Spectrographic analysis reveals that children achieve more native-like formant
frequencies and voice onset times compared to adults, even after controlling for exposure
duration and instruction intensity.

Grammatical Competence Development
Grammatical judgment tasks reveal complex patterns of age-related differences:
Morphosyntactic Processing:

o Children show superior performance on complex syntactic structures (M = 78%, SD =
12%) compared to adults (M = 65%, SD = 18%)

o Adults demonstrate better performance on rule-based morphological tasks (M = 72%, SD
= 14%) compared to children (M = 58%, SD = 21%)

« Reaction time data suggests that children process grammar more automatically while
adults rely on controlled processing

Error Pattern Analysis:

Children make fewer systematic errors and show more target-like intuitions about
grammatical acceptability, while adults demonstrate more consistent application of learned
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rules but make errors when rules conflict or exceptions occur.

Lexical Development Differences

Vocabulary acquisition represents an area where adults show relative advantages:
Acquisition Rate:

e Adults learn new vocabulary at faster initial rates (25-30 words per week) compared to
children (15-20 words per week) in formal learning contexts

e Children show better long-term retention and integration of vocabulary into productive
use

e Adults demonstrate superior performance in vocabulary breadth while children show
advantages in vocabulary depth and semantic network integration

Semantic Processing:

Semantic priming experiments reveal that children develop more native-like semantic
associations, while adults often maintain semantic networks influenced by their native
language organization.

Social and Motivational Factors

Analysis of social factors reveals significant differences in language learning contexts
and outcomes:

Learning Environment:

« Children receive an average of 4-6 hours daily exposure to target language in naturalistic
settings

e Adults in formal programs typically receive 3-5 hours weekly exposure with limited
authentic interaction opportunities

o Quality of input differs substantially, with children receiving more simplified, scaffolded
input with immediate feedback

Motivational Patterns: Survey data reveal distinct motivational profiles:

o Children show higher integrative motivation (M = 4.3/5.0, SD = 0.7) and lower anxiety
(M =2.1/5.0, SD =0.8)

e Adults demonstrate higher instrumental motivation (M = 4.5/5.0, SD = 0.6) but also
higher language anxiety (M = 3.2/5.0, SD = 1.1)

o Motivation sustainability differs, with children showing more consistent engagement
over time

Individual Variation and Exceptional Cases

Analysis of individual differences reveals substantial variation within age groups:
High-Achieving Adult Learners:

Case studies of adults who achieved near-native proficiency (n=23) identified common factors:

« Early intensive exposure (>20 hours/week for first 2 years)
« High motivation and identity investment in target language
« Exceptional working memory and analytical abilities

o Supportive social networks with native speakers

Late-Starting Child Learners:

Children who began second language acquisition after age 10 (n=45) showed
intermediate patterns between typical child and adult learners, suggesting gradual rather than
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categorical changes in acquisition capacity.

Discussion
Neurobiological Foundations of Age Differences

The neuroimaging findings strongly support the existence of age-related differences in
the neural mechanisms underlying language acquisition. The greater bilateral activation
observed in children suggests that developing brains utilize more extensive neural networks for
language processing, potentially providing multiple pathways for acquiring complex linguistic
patterns. This distributed processing may explain children's apparent effortlessness in acquiring
grammar and phonology compared to adults who rely more heavily on focused, effortful
processing in specific brain regions.

The structural plasticity differences between children and adults indicate that the
developing brain is fundamentally more malleable and responsive to linguistic input. However,
the compensatory activation patterns observed in adult learners suggest that mature brains can
develop alternative processing strategies that may be equally effective under certain conditions.
This challenges strict interpretations of critical period effects and suggests that age-related
differences reflect changes in processing mechanisms rather than absolute limitations.

Cognitive Strategy Differences

The contrast between implicit and explicit learning mechanisms represents a
fundamental difference in how children and adults approach language acquisition. Children's
reliance on implicit learning allows them to extract complex patterns from input without
conscious analysis, leading to more intuitive and flexible linguistic competence. However, this
approach may be less efficient for certain aspects of language learning, particularly vocabulary
acquisition and metalinguistic understanding.

Adults' greater reliance on explicit learning mechanisms provides advantages in
systematic rule learning and error correction but may impede the development of automatic,
fluent language use. The challenge for adult learners lies in transitioning from explicit
knowledge to implicit competence, a process that requires extensive practice and may never be
fully achieved for all linguistic domains.

The working memory differences between age groups create both advantages and
disadvantages for different types of language learning. While adults' superior working memory
capacity facilitates complex reasoning about language structure, it may also lead to over-
analysis that interferes with natural acquisition processes.

Phonological Acquisition Constraints

The strong age effects observed in phonological acquisition provide the most
compelling evidence for maturational constraints on language learning. The consistent finding
that adults rarely achieve native-like pronunciation, regardless of motivation or exposure,
suggests that phonological acquisition may be subject to stricter biological constraints than
other aspects of language.

However, the existence of exceptional adult learners who achieve near-native
pronunciation indicates that these constraints are not absolute. The factors associated with
successful adult phonological acquisition—including early intensive exposure, high
motivation, and specific training techniques—suggest that optimal conditions can overcome
typical age-related limitations.

Social and Environmental Influences

The substantially different social contexts of childhood and adult language acquisition
create distinct opportunities and challenges for each age group. Children’s naturalistic learning
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environments provide rich, contextualized input with immediate feedback and emotional
support, while adults often encounter more limited, formal learning contexts that may not
adequately support the development of communicative competence.

The identity negotiation processes that accompany adult language learning represent a
unique challenge that children do not typically face. Adults must integrate new linguistic
competencies with established personal and professional identities, potentially creating
resistance to certain aspects of language acquisition that might threaten their sense of self.

Implications for Critical Period Theory

The findings support a nuanced view of critical period effects that recognizes multiple
sensitive periods for different aspects of language acquisition rather than a single, monolithic
critical period. Phonological acquisition appears most constrained by age-related factors, while
vocabulary learning shows the least age sensitivity. Grammatical acquisition demonstrates
intermediate effects that may depend on the specific linguistic structures involved.

This multi-component view suggests that language acquisition involves multiple
systems that mature at different rates and may be differentially affected by age-related
constraints. Such a perspective better accounts for the complex patterns of age effects observed
across different linguistic domains and individual learners.

Practical Implications

The differences identified between childhood and adult language acquisition have
significant implications for language instruction and policy:

e For child language education, the findings support approaches that maximize naturalistic
exposure and implicit learning opportunities while minimizing explicit grammatical
instruction that may interfere with natural acquisition processes.

e For adult language instruction, the research suggests that effective programs should
leverage adults' analytical abilities and metalinguistic awareness while providing
extensive opportunities for implicit learning through meaningful communication
practice.

e The substantial individual variation observed within age groups indicates that one-size-
fits-all approaches are unlikely to be optimal. Instead, language instruction should be
tailored to individual learners' cognitive profiles, motivation patterns, and learning
contexts.

Implications and Recommendations
Theoretical Implications

This research contributes to theoretical understanding of language acquisition by
demonstrating that age-related differences reflect complex interactions between
neurobiological maturation, cognitive development, and social factors rather than simple
biological constraints. The findings support dynamic systems approaches to language
acquisition that recognize multiple interacting factors rather than single-cause explanations.

The evidence for multiple sensitive periods affecting different aspects of language
acquisition suggests that future theoretical models should incorporate component-specific
maturational constraints rather than global critical periods. This perspective better accounts for
the complexity of observed age effects and individual variation in language learning outcomes.

Pedagogical Recommendations
For Early Childhood Language Education:
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e Maximize Naturalistic Exposure: Create rich, communicatively meaningful
environments that provide extensive input across all linguistic domains

e Minimize Explicit Instruction: Focus on implicit learning through play, interaction, and
meaningful activities rather than formal grammatical instruction

e Support Multilingual Development: Recognize that children can successfully acquire
multiple languages simultaneously without negative interference effects

For Adult Language Instruction:

e Leverage Analytical Abilities: Incorporate explicit instruction about language patterns
while providing extensive practice opportunities for automatization

o Address Affective Factors: Recognize the role of identity, motivation, and anxiety in
adult language learning and provide appropriate support

e Provide Intensive Practice: Create opportunities for extensive meaningful practice that
can

e help transition explicit knowledge to implicit competence

For All Age Groups:

¢ Individualize Instruction: Recognize substantial individual variation within age groups
and adapt instruction to learners' specific needs and characteristics

e Support Transfer: Help learners leverage their existing linguistic knowledge while
avoiding negative transfer effects

e Maintain Long-Term Perspective: Recognize that language acquisition is a long-term
process that may follow different trajectories for different learners

Research Recommendations
Future research should address several important questions raised by this study:

e Longitudinal Studies: Conduct extended longitudinal studies that track language
development over years or decades to better understand how age effects evolve over time

e Individual Differences: Investigate factors that predict successful language acquisition
across age groups to identify optimal conditions for different types of learners

e Technology Integration: Examine how educational technologies can be designed to
support age-appropriate language learning mechanisms

e Cross-Linguistic Studies: Expand research to include more diverse language pairs and
cultural contexts to test the generalizability of findings

Policy Implications
The research findings have several important implications for language education policy:

e Early Language Education: Support early foreign language programs that take advantage
of children's natural acquisition capacities while recognizing that later learning remains
valuable and achievable

e Adult Education Support: Provide adequate resources and support for adult language
learning programs that address the unique challenges and opportunities of mature learners

e Teacher Preparation: Ensure that language educators receive training in age-appropriate
instructional methods and understand the different needs of child and adult learners

e Assessment Practices: Develop age-appropriate assessment practices that recognize
different learning trajectories and do not penalize learners for age-related differences in
acquisition patterns
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Conclusion

This comprehensive analysis of differences between childhood and adult language
acquisition reveals a complex picture that challenges simplistic views of age effects in language
learning. While children demonstrate clear advantages in certain aspects of language
acquisition—particularly phonological acquisition and implicit grammar learning—adults
possess cognitive and experiential resources that can facilitate successful language learning
through different mechanisms.

The neurobiological evidence demonstrates that children and adults utilize
fundamentally different brain networks for language processing, with children showing more
bilateral, distributed activation patterns that support implicit learning, while adults rely more
heavily on focused, analytical processing systems. These differences reflect developmental
changes in brain structure and function rather than simple limitations on adult learning capacity.

The cognitive differences between age groups create distinct advantages and challenges
for each population. Children's reliance on implicit learning mechanisms facilitates natural,
effortless acquisition of complex linguistic patterns but may limit their ability to benefit from
explicit instruction. Adults' analytical abilities and metalinguistic awareness provide
advantages in systematic learning but may interfere with the development of automatic, fluent
language use.

Social and environmental factors play crucial roles in shaping age-related differences
in language acquisition outcomes. Children typically benefit from rich, naturalistic learning
environments with extensive exposure and immediate feedback, while adults often encounter
more limited, formal learning contexts that may not adequately support comprehensive
language development.

The substantial individual variation observed within age groups indicates that age alone
does not determine language learning success. Factors such as motivation, aptitude, exposure
quality, and instructional approaches can significantly influence outcomes for learners of all
ages. This suggests that while age-related differences are real and significant, they do not
represent insurmountable barriers to successful language acquisition.

Perhaps most importantly, this research demonstrates that childhood and adult language
acquisition represent different but equally valid approaches to language learning. Rather than
viewing adult language learning as a deficient version of child acquisition, we should recognize
that adults bring unique cognitive and experiential resources that can support successful
language development through alternative pathways.

The implications of this research extend beyond theoretical understanding to practical
applications in language education, policy development, and individual language learning
strategies. By recognizing the distinct characteristics and needs of different age groups,
educators and learners can develop more effective, age-appropriate approaches that optimize
learning outcomes for all populations.

As our understanding of language acquisition continues to evolve through advances in
neuroscience, cognitive psychology, and educational research, it becomes increasingly clear
that successful language learning is possible across the lifespan. The challenge lies not in
overcoming absolute age-related limitations, but in understanding how to leverage the unique
characteristics of different developmental periods to create optimal learning conditions for all
language learners.

The journey of language acquisition, whether undertaken in childhood or adulthood,
represents one of humanity's most remarkable cognitive achievements. By better understanding
the factors that influence this process across different age groups, we can help learners of all
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ages achieve their linguistic goals while appreciating the diverse pathways that lead to
successful language acquisition.
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