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Abstract

This research examined the developmental course of infants’ ability to perceive affect in bimodal
(audiovisual) and unimodal (auditory and visual) displays of a woman speaking. According to the
intersensory redundancy hypothesis (L. E. Bahrick, R. Lickliter, & R. Flom, 2004), detection of
amodal properties is facilitated in multimodal stimulation and attenuated in unimodal stimulation.
Later in development, however, attention becomes more flexible, and amodal properties can be
perceived in both multimodal and unimodal stimulation. The authors tested these predictions by
assessing 3-, 4-, 5-, and 7-month-olds’ discrimination of affect. Results demonstrated that in bimodal
stimulation, discrimination of affect emerged by 4 months and remained stable across age. However,
in unimodal stimulation, detection of affect emerged gradually, with sensitivity to auditory
stimulation emerging at 5 months and visual stimulation at 7 months. Further temporal synchrony
between faces and voices was necessary for younger infants’ discrimination of affect. Across
development, infants first perceive affect in multimodal stimulation through detecting amodal
properties, and later their perception of affect is extended to unimodal auditory and visual stimulation.
Implications for social development, including joint attention and social referencing, are considered.
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Young infants and adults perceive a world of unitary and cohesive objects and events even
though they encounter a continuously changing array of visual, auditory, olfactory, gustatory,
and tactile stimulation. The information available to the sensory systems that specifies
properties of objects and events is of two kinds: amodal and modality specific. Amodal
information (e.g., texture, rhythm, tempo, and intensity) is not specific to one sense modality
as it can be conveyed redundantly across multiple sense modalities (J. J. Gibson, 1966,
1979). In contrast, information that is modality specific (e.g., color, visual pattern, pitch, etc.)
is specific to a single sense modality and cannot be conveyed redundantly across multiple sense
modalities. Most events, such as a bouncing ball, provide both modality-specific and amodal
information. That is, the ball provides color and pattern information that can only be specified
visually and amodal information such as the tempo and rhythm of the bounces that can be
redundantly specified in acoustic as well as visual stimulation.

Correspondence concerning this article should be sent to Ross Flom, Department of Psychology, Brigham Young University, Provo, UT
84602. E-mail: E-mail: flom@byu.edu.

A portion of these data was presented at the Society for Research in Child Development, Tampa, Florida, April 2003.
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Researchers have demonstrated that one of the earliest and perhaps most important perceptual
competencies is infants’ sensitivity to redundantly specified amodal temporal relations (see
Lewkowicz, 2000a; Lewkowicz & Lickliter, 1994; Lickliter & Bahrick, 2000; Walker-
Andrews, 1997, for reviews). For example, infants perceive the synchrony, rhythm, and tempo
common to visible and audible stimulation from events such as an object striking a surface
(e.g., Bahrick, 1988, 1992; Bahrick, Flom, & Lickliter, 2002; Bahrick & Lickliter, 2000).
Infants also detect the synchrony and affect uniting audible and visible speech (e.g.,
Lewkowicz, 1996a, 2000b; Walker-Andrews, 1997). Temporal synchrony between auditory
and visual stimulation, such as the impacts of a bouncing ball, can specify that the two sources
of stimulation “go together” and constitute a unitary event (e.g., Bahrick, 1983, 1988; Bahrick
& Lickliter, 2002; Bahrick & Pickens, 1994; Lewkowicz, 1992, 1996b, 2000b; Spelke, Born,
& Chu, 1983). Infants’ early sensitivity to amodal information is important because it promotes
further differentiation of properties of the event in order of increasing specificity (Bahrick,
2001; Barhick & Lickliter, 2002) and increases the probability that other sources of stimulation
that are not synchronous (e.g., sounds of voices from an adjoining room) are not associated
with the event. Thus, detection of amodal information promotes veridical perceptual
development. However, little is known about what guides infants’ attention toward amodal
information in the first place.

One explanation for the early perceptual sensitivity to amodal information is that intersensory
redundancy is highly salient to young infants and selectively recruits their attention (Bahrick
& Lickliter, 2000, 2002; Bahrick, Lickliter, & Flom, 2004; Lickliter & Bahrick, 2000). We
recently proposed an intersensory redundancy hypothesis, which states that information
presented concurrently and synchronously in two sense modalities recruits attention and
facilitates perceptual learning of amodal information to a greater extent than when the same
information is presented in only one sense modality. Thus, detection of amodal information is
initially fostered in multimodal stimulation where intersensory redundancy is available and is
later extended to unimodal stimulation. Support for these predictions has been generated from
research with nonsocial events. Bahrick and Lickliter (2000) found that 5-month-old infants
could detect a change in the rhythm of a toy hammer’s tapping in bimodal (audiovisual)
stimulation but not in unimodal auditory or visual stimulation. Furthermore, temporal
synchrony was necessary for detecting the change in rhythm, as asynchronous presentations
were not effective. However, after a few months of additional experience, infants’ sensitivity
to changes in rhythm extended to unimodal visual stimulation (Bahrick & Lickliter, 2004).
Similarly, infants’ sensitivity to changes in the tempo of the tapping hammer was observed
first in bimodal stimulation at 3 months of age; later, at 5 months of age, sensitivity was
extended to unimodal visual stimulation (Bahrick et al., 2002; Bahrick & Lickliter, 2004).

Converging evidence for the importance of intersensory redundancy in promoting attention,
perception, learning, and memory for amodal properties in early development also has been
demonstrated by comparative studies of quail embryos and chicks. For example, quail embryos
learned the rhythm of a maternal call four times faster and remembered it four times longer
when it was played in synchrony with a flashing light than when it was presented unimodally
orasynchronously (Lickliter, Bahrick, & Honeycutt, 2002, 2004). Further physiological studies
with quail have demonstrated that synchronous audiovisual stimulation maintains heart rate
within a normal range and, thereby, promotes learning of the maternal call. In contrast,
asynchronous, audiovisual stimulation significantly elevates the quail’s heart rate to a level
that interferes with its ability to learn the maternal call (Reynolds & Lickliter, 2003). Finally,
results of neurophysiological studies also have demonstrated that redundant audiovisual
stimulation elicits greater neural responsiveness than either the auditory or visual stimulation
alone or summed (Stein & Meredith, 1993).

Dev Psychol. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2009 June 30.



1duasnuey Joyiny vVd-HIN 1duasnue Joyiny vd-HIN

1duasnuey Joyiny vd-HIN

Flom and Bahrick

Page 3

From studies of human and animal infants, it appears that the attentional facilitation of
intersensory redundancy to amodal properties is most pronounced in early development
(Bahrick & Lickliter, 2000, 2004; Bahrick et al., 2004; Lickliter et al., 2002, 2004). Over the
course of development, however, perceptual processing becomes increasingly flexible such
that both amodal and modality-specific properties can be perceived in multimodal as well as
unimodal contexts (Bahrick & Lickliter, 2004; Bahrick et al., 2004).

In the present study, we extended predictions of the intersensory redundancy hypothesis to the
domain of social events, specifically infants’” discrimination of affect in audiovisual speech.
We predicted that if intersensory redundancy initially promotes detection of amodal properties,
then affect (specified by common amodal rhythm, tempo, duration, and intensity patterns)
should initially be discriminated in bimodal stimulation and later extended to unimodal
stimulation. Furthermore, initial detection of affect should be observed only in bimodal
synchronous stimulation and not in bimodal asynchronous stimulation.

We chose to investigate the perception of dynamic affective expressions in infants between 3
and 7 months of age for several reasons. A considerable literature now exists regarding infants’
discrimination of affective expressions and reveals that between 4 and 7 months of age infants
are able to discriminate dynamic, bimodally specified, affective expressions such as happy,
sad, and angry (e.g., A. J. Caron, Caron, & MacLean, 1988; Walker-Andrews & Lennon,
1985). Research also has demonstrated that by 5 months of age infants are able to discriminate
changes in affect on the basis of vocal expressions alone (Walker-Andrews & Grolnick,
1983; Walker-Andrews & Lennon, 1991), and by 7 months of age infants are able to
discriminate static facial expressions on the basis of affect (R. F. Caron, Caron, & Myers,
1985; Kestenbaum & Nelson, 1990; Ludemann & Nelson, 1988; see Walker-Andrews, 1997,
for a review). However, virtually no research has examined infants’ sensitivity to affect in both
bimodal and unimodal contexts, nor has any tested predictions regarding the developmental
progression of infants’ discrimination of affect. However, Walker-Andrews (1997) suggested
from her review of the literature that perception of affect first emerges within the context of
multimodal stimulation and is later extended to unimodal contexts. To empirically test these
hypotheses, we examined the development of infants” discrimination of affect in bimodal and
unimodal contexts in a single research design. Consistent with predictions of the intersensory
redundancy hypothesis and conclusions of Walker-Andrews’ (1997) review, we expected the
development of infants’ discrimination of affect to emerge in the context of intersensory
redundancy and later to extend to nonredundant, unimodal stimulation.

In the first experiment, we habituated infants between 3 and 7 months of age to dynamic,
affective, facial expressions and examined their ability to discriminate a change in affect when
presented bimodally. In the second and third experiments, we examined the ability of infants
between 4 and 7 months of age to discriminate changes in dynamic affective expressions in
unimodal auditory stimulation from the voices and unimodal visual stimulation from the faces.
Finally, in the fourth and fifth experiments, we explored the basis of intersensory facilitation
by examining 4- and 5-month-old infants’ ability to discriminate changes in asynchronous and
serially presented auditory—visual stimulation.

Experiment 1: The Development of Sensitivity to Affect in Bimodal
Stimulation

Method

Participants—Eighteen infants at each of four ages—3, 4, 5, and 7 months—participated.
The mean age of the 3-month-olds (9 girls and 9 boys) was 101 days (SD = 1.1). The mean
age of the 4-month-olds (10 girls and 8 boys) was 122 days (SD = 2.02). The mean age of the
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5-month-olds (7 girls and 11 boys) was 154 days (SD = 3.6), and the mean age of the 7-month-
olds (9 girls and 9 boys) was 225 days (SD = 5.4). The data of 27 additional infants (five 3-
month-olds, nine 4-month-olds, six 5-month-olds, and seven 7-month-olds) were excluded
from the final analyses. Seventeen infants (four 3-month-olds, four 4-month-olds, five 5-
month-olds, and four 7-month-olds) were excluded because of excessive fussiness. Four infants
(one 3-month-old, two 4-month-olds, and one 5-month-old) were excluded for equipment
failure. Four infants (two 4-month-olds and two 7-month-olds) were excluded for experimenter
errors. One 4-month-old was excluded for failure to habituate in fewer than 20 trials, and one
7-month-old was excluded for falling asleep during habituation. Parents of the participants
were initially contacted by telephone and received a certificate of appreciation following
participation. Ninety-six percent of the participants were White non-Hispanic, 2% were
Hispanic, and 2% were Asian. All infants were healthy, normal, full-term infants weighing at
least 5 Ib at birth, with 5-min Apgar scores of 7 or higher. No information on socioeconomic
status was available for the individual participants.

Stimulus events—Dynamic color video films of three female adults conveying three
affective expressions (happy, angry, and sad) were created and served as the stimuli. They
recited the following script: “Oh, hi baby, look you at you! You’re such a beautiful baby! Your
mommy and daddy must be so happy to have a beautiful baby like you!” in infant-directed
speech. A training tape was provided by Montague and Walker-Andrews (1999), which has
been used as a training tape and stimuli in previous experiments (Kahana-Kalman & Walker-
Andrews, 2001; Montague & Walker-Andrews, 2001, 2002). The tape consists of an actress
who is familiar with the Facial Action Coding System (Ekman & Friesen, 1978) and has
previous experience in presenting dynamic facial expressions displaying happy, sad, and angry
audiovisual affective expressions. Seven actresses each studied and reproduced the training
tape with each affective expression (i.e., happy, sad, and angry) as closely as possible. A group
of 12 undergraduate observers then judged each of the seven actresses in terms of their ability
to convey each affective expression. The three actresses with the highest overall rating were
selected for the final stimulus events. The final versions of each film depicted a view of the
actresses’ face and shoulder area against a uniform blue background. In addition to the primary
stimulus events, a control stimulus was used. This event consisted of a plastic green and white
toy turtle whose front legs spun and produced a whirring sound.

Apparatus—The stimulus events were videotaped with a Panasonic (WV 3170) color video
camera and a Sony (EMC 150T) remote microphone. The events were edited with a Panasonic
(VHS NV-A500) edit controller. The edited stimulus events were presented using three
Panasonic video decks (VTR AG-1850). The video decks were connected to a Kramer matrix
switcher (VS-6YC) that allowed us to switch between the habituation, test, and control displays
without the extra time or noise that would have resulted from changing videocassettes. All
stimulus events were viewed on a 19-in. (48-cm) color video monitor (Sony KVV-20M10), and
all soundtracks were presented from a speaker placed on top of the monitor. The sound
measured 65 dB (DSM 110 sound-level meter) from the infant seat that was placed 50 cm from
the monitor.

The monitor was surrounded by a three-panel wood frame covered in black cloth that prevented
the infant from seeing the observers. The observers, unaware of the hypotheses of the
experiment and unable to view the visual events, monitored infants’ visual fixations by
depressing a button while the infant fixated on the event and released it while the infant looked
away. The observers were also blind to the auditory information presented to the infant.
Observers wore headphones that played music loud enough to mask the auditory stimuli. The
button box was connected to a computer programmed to record visual fixations online and to
signal to a second experimenter who controlled the presentation of the video displays. The
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signal was transmitted to the second experimenter through a small headphone. The
observations of the primary observer controlled the presentation of the stimuli.

Procedure—Infants participated in an infant-controlled habituation procedure (Horowitz,
Paden, Bhana, & Self, 1972) and were habituated to one of the three actresses conveying one
of the three affective expressions in bimodal synchronous audiovisual speech. Following
habituation, infants received two no-change posthabituation trials and then received two test
trials depicting the same actress displaying a different affective expression in bimodal
synchronous audiovisual speech. Infants’ discrimination of affect was assessed by visual
recovery to the two test trials that presented a change in affective expression (with respect to
the no-change posthabituation trials). Infants were randomly assigned to receive one of the
three actresses and one of the three affective expressions during habituation. One third of the
infants at each age (n = 6) received one of the three affective expressions (i.e., happy, sad, and
angry) during habituation. Also within each habituation condition, one third of the infants were
habituated to one of the three faces (i.e., Helen, Mariana, and Monica). Thus, two infants at
each age were habituated to Helen’s face while she posed a happy expression, two infants saw
Helen pose an angry expression, and two infants saw Helen pose a sad expression. A similar
pattern was followed for the other two faces during habituation. Following habituation to a
happy expression, half of the infants within this subgroup (n = 3) received a sad expression
during the test trials and half (n = 3) received an angry expression during the test trials. A
similar pattern was used for the other two affective expressions.

Each habituation sequence consisted of at least six infant-controlled habituation trials. Each
trial began when the infant looked toward the video display and the trial ended when the infant
looked away for more than 1.5 s. We set 60 s as the maximum trial length and 20 trials as the
maximum number of trials. We defined the habituation criterion as a 50% decline in looking
on two consecutive trials, compared with infants’ average looking time on the first two trials
(i.e., baseline trials). After the habituation criterion was met, two no-change posthabituation
trials were presented. These two additional habituation trials were included to establish a more
conservative habituation criterion by reducing the possibility of chance habituation and taking
into account spontaneous regression toward the mean (see Bertenthal, Haith, & Campos,
1983, for discussion of regression effects in habituation designs), and these trials also served
as a basis for assessing visual recovery. Following the two no-change posthabituation trials,
infants received two test trials in which the affective expression was changed. For example, if
an infant was habituated to Helen displaying an angry expression, then he or she would receive
two test trials consisting of Helen displaying either a sad or happy expression. Prior to
beginning the habituation sequence, the control stimulus event (i.e., the toy turtle) was
presented as a warm-up trial and was used after the presentation of the test trials to examine
infants’” overall level of fatigue.

Prior to including an infant’s data in the analyses, we examined the level of fatigue to ensure
that the infant was capable of showing visual recovery to an entirely different event. We
assessed fatigue by comparing each infant’s looking on the first and the final control trials (i.e.,
the toy turtle). On the final control trial, infants were required to look at least 20% of their
looking on the first control trial. No infants at any age were excluded for failure to meet this
criterion.

A second observer recorded the infant’s visual fixations along with the primary observer, and
these observations were used in the computation of interobserver reliability. The second
observer was present for 25 of the 72 infants (35%) included in the final analyses. Interobserver
reliability was calculated by a Pearson product-moment correlation and averaged r =.96 (SD
=.03). The interobserver reliabilities for the 3-month-olds (n = 6), 4-month-olds (n =7), 5-
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month-olds (n = 6), and 7-month-olds (n = 6) were r =.97 (SD =.04), r =.98 (SD =.06), r =.95
(SD =.02), and r =.94 (SD =.05), respectively.

Results and Discussion

The primary dependent variable was infants’ looking time as a function of trial type: baseline,
posthabituation, and test. Infants’ looking time for each trial type and age is presented in Table
1 along with visual recovery (the difference in looking between the posthabituation and test
trials).

A repeated measures analysis of variance (ANOVA) was performed with age (3, 4, 5, and 7
months) as the between-subjects factor and trial type (baseline, posthabituation, and test) as
the repeated measure to compare differences in looking across ages and trials. All significance
levels are reported with two-tailed values. Results revealed a significant effect of trials, F(2,

136) = 145.7, p < .001, nf, (effect size) =.68; a significant Trials x Age interaction, F(6, 136)

=3.90, p<.01, n§=.15; and a nonsignificant effect of age, F(3,68) =1.7,p>.1, 77[2):.07. A series
of Scheffé’s post hoc comparisons explored the main effect of trials and revealed that across
all ages the overall amount of looking for the baseline trials differed from that of the
posthabituation trials (p <.001), indicating that infants habituated to the affective expressions.
It is important to note, however, that the results of the Age x Trials interaction, and subsequent
planned comparisons, revealed that infants’ visual recovery (the mean looking on the
posthabituation trials vs. the mean looking on the test trials) differed significantly for all ages
except the 3-month-olds. Thus, the difference between posthabituation and test trial looking
was significant for the 4-month-olds, t(17) = 5.3, p <.01; the 5-month-olds, t(17) = 2.6, p <.
05; and the 7-month-olds, t(17) = 9.7, p <.01; but not the 3-month-olds, t(17) = 1.1, p >.1. In
addition, the results of a one-way ANOVA comparing infants’ visual recovery by age were

also significant, F(3, 68) = 3.77, p =.014, nf)=.24. Follow-up comparisons revealed that 3-
month-olds’ visual recovery reliably differed from the 4-month-olds, t(34) = 4.75, p <.001; 5-
month-olds, t(34) = 2.63, p =.013; and 7-month-olds, t(34) = 2.88, p =.007. The visual recovery
for the 4-, 5-, and 7-month-olds did not reliably differ (all ps >.1).

We also examined infants’ visual recovery to the final control trial (i.e., the toy turtle). This
analysis was particularly relevant for the 3-month-olds in order to rule out the possibility that
the nonsignificant visual recovery to a change in affect from habituation to test could be
attributed to fatigue. Infants at each age, including 3-month-olds, showed a significant increase
in looking to a change in event from the posthabituation trials to the final control trial, t(17) =
7.7, p<.01;t(17) = 6.3, p<.01; t(17) = 5.7, p<.01; and t(17) = 7.8, p <.01, for the 3-, 4-, 5-,
and 7-month-olds, respectively. Thus, it seems unlikely that the 3-month-olds’ nonsignificant
discrimination of affect was a result of fatigue.

We also examined (using a two-tailed nonparametric binomial test) whether the results of each
age group were representative of the pattern of individual infants’ responses or whether they
were carried by a few infants with large positive visual recovery scores. Nine 3-month-olds
had positive visual recovery scores (R = —10.5-6.9, p =.95). All 18 4-month-olds, however,
had positive visual recovery scores (R = 0.5-12.8, p <.01). Fourteen of 18 5-month-olds had
positive visual recovery scores (R =—7.4-39.8, p <.05), and 17 of 18 7-month-olds had positive
visual recovery scores (R = —5.8-41.3, p <.01). Thus, data at the individual subject level
converged with findings of group analyses and demonstrated clear evidence of discriminating
bimodal audiovisual affect at 4, 5, and 7 months of age but not at 3 months of age.

Three one-way ANOVAs were conducted to determine whether infants differed in their initial
interest level (baseline), total looking time (number of seconds to reach habituation), or the
number of trials to reach habituation across age. Results revealed no significant effects (all
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ps >.1). In addition, we examined whether there were any effects of affective expression or
actress on infants’ visual recovery. The results of this 3 x 3 ANOVA revealed that looking
during test trials to the happy, sad, or angry affective expression (M =5.0s,SD =9.4; M=5.3
s, SD =9.6; and M = 2.8 s, SD = 6.4, respectively) did not significantly differ, F(2, 63) = 0.559,

p =.575, 17[2,=.03. The effect of actress, F(2, 63) = 0.105, p =.901, n§=.001, and the interaction

of affective expression and actress, F(4, 63) = 0.422, p =.792, n§:.088, also did not reach
significance. It is worth noting that researchers examining infants’ discrimination of affect
often encounter significant effects where responsiveness is greater to positive expressions than
to negative expressions (see Walker-Andrews, 1997, for a discussion of this point). However,
as indicated by the above analysis, we saw no such differences. Together, these results
demonstrate that infants between 4 and 7 months of age are able to discriminate changes in
dynamic affective facial expressions when they are presented bimodally, as in natural
audiovisual speech.

Experiment 2: The Development of Sensitivity to Affect in Unimodal Auditory
Stimulation

Method

According to the intersensory redundancy hypothesis, early in development or when first
encountering a new event, intersensory redundancy facilitates perception of amodal
information. However, over the course of development or experience, infants rely less on
intersensory redundancy to perceive amodal information (Bahrick & Lickliter, 2004; Bahrick
etal., 2004). Thus, if detection of affect emerges in a multimodal context and is later extended
to unimodal contexts, we would expect detection of a change in affect in unimodal stimulation
(with no redundancy) to emerge after the age of 4 months when detection in multimodal
stimulation is first evident. In Experiment 2, therefore, we asked whether 4-, 5-, and 7-month-
olds are capable of discriminating changes in affect when presented with unimodal auditory
stimulation consisting of the voices used in Experiment 1. Three-month-olds were not included
in Experiment 2 because they did not show evidence of discriminating bimodally presented
expressions of affect in Experiment 1.

Experiment 2 was identical to Experiment 1 with the following exceptions. The soundtracks
used in Experiment 1 served as the auditory stimuli and were paired with a static image of the
face of the same actress in a neutral affective expression. Presentation of the soundtrack was
contingent on infants’ fixation to the static face and, thus, allowed us to assess attention to the
acoustic information. The pairing of an auditory stimulus with a static, nonchanging visual
display has been used previously in our own research, as well as the research of others, in
assessing infants’ discrimination of auditory stimuli (see Bahrick, Flom, & Lickliter, 2002;
Horowitz, 1974; Walker-Andrews & Grolnick, 1983; Walker-Andrews & Lennon, 1991).
From habituation to test trials, we changed only the acoustic information for affect while the
static face remained constant. This presentation is called unimodal auditory because affect was
conveyed only by unimodal acoustic information, and the static face provided no redundancy
or visual information specifying affect. All counterbalancing was conducted as in Experiment
1.

Participants—Fifty-four infants of 4, 5, and 7 months of age (n = 18 at each age) participated.
The mean age of the 4-month-olds (11 girls and 7 boys) was 122 days (SD = 2.4). The mean
age of the 5-month-olds (9 girls and 9 boys) was 153 days (SD = 3.0). The mean age of the 7-
month-olds (8 girls and 10 boys) was 228 days (SD = 4.1). The data of 21 additional infants

(nine 4-month-olds, four 5-month-olds, and eight 7-month-olds) were excluded from the final
analyses. Eleven infants (two 4-month-olds, four 5-month-olds, and five 7-month-olds) were
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excluded because of excessive fussiness. Six infants (four 4-month-olds and two 7-month-olds)
were excluded for experimenter error. Two 4-month-olds were excluded for failure to reach
habituation within 20 or fewer trials, one 4-month-old was excluded for fatigue, and one 7-
month-old was excluded for falling asleep during habituation. Ninety-eight percent of the
participants were White non-Hispanic, and 2% were Hispanic. All infants were healthy,
normal, full-term infants weighing at least 5 Ib at birth, with 5-min Apgar scores of 7 or higher.

Apparatus and procedure—The apparatus and procedures were identical to Experiment
1 with the exception that unimodal auditory events were presented. A second observer was
present for 31 of the 54 infants (57%) in order to examine interobserver reliability.
Interobserver reliability in Experiment 2 was calculated by a Pearson product-moment
correlation across all participants (r =.95; SD =.03). The interobserver reliabilities for the 4-
month-olds (n = 10), 5-month-olds (h = 12), and 7-month-olds (n = 9) were r =.94 (SD =.09),
r =.96 (SD =.03), and r =.97 (SD =.07), respectively.

Discussion

Infants’ looking time for each trial type (baseline, posthabituation, and test) and visual recovery
(the difference in looking between the posthabituation and test trials) for each age are presented
in Table 2.

A repeated measures ANOVA was conducted with age (4, 5, and 7 months) as the between-
subjects factor and trial type (baseline, posthabituation, and test) as the repeated measure. The

results revealed a significant effect of trials, F(2, 102) = 92.82, p <.001, nf,:.65; a significant
Age x Trials interaction, F(4, 102) = 3.8, p <.01, n§:.13; and, in contrast to Experiment 1, a

significant effect of age, F(2, 51) = 4.24, p =.02, nf,=-l4. Scheffé’s post hoc comparisons
exploring the main effect of trials (baseline, posthabituation, and test) indicated that the overall
mean looking for each type of trial differed significantly from that of each other trial type (all
ps <.01), with the greatest looking during baseline and the least during posthabituation. Thus,
combined across the three ages, infants showed evidence of habituation (baseline vs.
posthabituation trials) and evidence of visual recovery (posthabituation vs. test) to the acoustic
change in affect. Post hoc comparisons explored the main effect of age and revealed that the
overall looking of the 7-month-olds was significantly less than that of the 4-month-olds (p <.
01) and the 5-month-olds (p <.05), but the overall looking of the 4- and 5-month-olds did not
differ from one another (p >.1). As can be seen in Table 2, the 7-month-olds showed an overall
lower mean looking (M = 9.4, SD = 9.8) across all trial types than either the 4- or 5-month-
olds (M =14.1, SD = 16.8; and M = 15.2, SD = 15.2, respectively).

The main effect of trial type was qualified by the Age x Trial Type interaction and was
evaluated with Scheffé’s post hoc comparisons. First, and most important to our hypotheses,
5- and 7-month-olds showed a significant visual recovery from the post-habituation trials to
the test trials, t(17) = 2.51, p <.05, and t(17) = 4.29, p <.01, respectively. However, the mean
recovery for the 4-month-olds, t(17) =.43, p >.1, was not significant. In addition, the recovery
of the 4-month-olds reliably differed from the recovery of the 5- and 7-month-olds, t(34) =
2.64, p =.019, and t(34) = 2.42, p =.021, respectively. However, the mean recovery of the 5-
month-olds and the 7-month-olds did not differ from each other (p >.1). Thus, in Experiment
2, the 5- and 7-month-olds, but not the 4-month-olds, showed significant evidence of
discriminating a change in affect when they received unimodal auditory information. These
results stand in contrast to those of Experiment 1 in which infants at all three ages (4, 5, and 7
months) reliably discriminated a change in affect under conditions of redundant bimodal
presentation.
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Second, the Age x Trial Type interaction also indicated that 4-and 5-month-olds’ initial looking
(i.e., during baseline) was greater than the baseline looking of the 7-month-olds, F(2, 52) =

3.95, p =.026, 77[2,=.15, demonstrating that 7-month-olds looked less during the first two trials
of the habituation sequence than the 4- and 5-month-olds. Thus, the significant effect of age
appears to be a result of 4- and 5-month-olds’ longer initial baseline looking. Given that the
amount of time infants spend attending to the stimulus during habituation is an important basis
for discrimination, we conducted a one-way ANOVA, which indicated that the 4-, 5-, and 7-
month-olds did not differ in the total number of seconds required to reach habituation (p >.10).
Infants also did not differ in terms of the total number trials needed to reach habituation (p >.
10). Thus, although the 7-month-olds’ baseline looking was less than that of the 4- and 5-
month-olds, infants did not differ across ages in terms of the overall processing time during

the habituation procedure, F(2, 51) = 0.41, p >.1, nf,=.02. It is worth noting that the greater
initial looking time of younger infants is consistent with prior findings in which younger infants
look longer at the same stimuli than older infants (e.g., Fagan, 1974; Hale, 1990; Rose, 1983;
Rose, Feldman, & Jankowski, 2002).

We again conducted a 3 x 3 ANOVA to examine whether infants’ visual recoveries at each

age (4, 5, and 7 months) differed as a function of affective expression and actress used during
habituation. Infants’ mean looking during the test trials to the happy, sad, or angry expression
(M=19s,SD=25;M=23s,SD=5.5;and M =2.4s, SD = 2.7, respectively) did not reach

significance, F(2, 45) =0.117, p =.575, 17[2,:.001. The effect of actress, F(2, 45) = 0.884, p =.
420, n§=.07, and the interaction of affective expression and actress, F(4, 45) = 0.705, p =.6,
11,=005, also failed to reach significance.

Finally, we examined the number of infants at each age who exhibited either positive or
negative recovery scores in order to assess whether the overall mean at each age was influenced
by statistical outliers. Twelve infants at 4 months of age showed positive visual recovery scores,
a result that did not differ from chance (R = —6.0-5.6, p >.1). However, at 5 months of age, 14
infants showed positive visual recovery scores (p <.01); at 7 months of age, 15 infants showed
positive visual recovery scores (p <.01). Thus, results of the individual participants’ analyses
converge with those of the group analyses and demonstrate detection of a change in auditory
stimulation for affect by 5- and 7-month-olds but not 4-month-olds.

The results of Experiment 2 contrast with those of Experiment 1. In bimodal, audiovisual
stimulation (Experiment 1), infants discriminated a change in affect developmentally earlier
(4-month-olds) than in unimodal auditory stimulation (5-month-olds). The results also revealed
that, across all three ages, infants did not differ in terms of the total number of seconds required
to reach habituation, even though 4- and 5-month-olds spent more time looking during the first
two habituation trials. Finally, the results of Experiment 2 are also congruent with the affect
discrimination literature in which it has been documented that between 5 and 7 months of age
infants are capable of discriminating vocal expressions of affect (Walker-Andrews & Grolnick,
1983; Walker-Andrews & Lennon, 1991).

Experiment 3: The Development of Sensitivity to Affect in Unimodal Visual
Stimulation

The purpose of Experiment 3 was to assess infants’ discrimination of affect on the basis of
unimodal visual information. As in Experiment 2, we predicted that if the detection of affect
initially emerges in bimodal stimulation and is later extended to unimodal stimulation, then
sensitivity to affect in unimodal visual stimulation should emerge after the age of 4 months.
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However, there was also reason to hypothesize that the development of infants’ sensitivity to
unimodal visual and unimodal auditory presentation of the same information might differ. For
example, it has been demonstrated that the senses emerge in an invariant sequence (tactile,
vestibular, chemical, auditory, visual); therefore, it is likely that auditory perception may be
more differentiated than visual perception in early infancy (see Gottlieb, 1971; Lewkowicz,
2000a; Turkewitz & Kenny, 1982; Turkewitz & Mellon, 1989).

In this experiment, we asked whether 4-, 5-, and 7-month-olds were capable of discriminating
changes in affect when presented with unimodal visual information (i.e., the dynamic but silent
events used in Experiment 1). Experiment 3 was identical in all respects to Experiment 1 with
the exception that infants received unimodal visual information (faces) specifying affect in the
silent videotapes from Experiment 1.

Participants—Fifty-four infants at 4, 5, and 7 months of age (n = 18 at each age) participated.
The mean age of the 4-month-olds (9 girls and 9 boys) was 122 days (SD = 2.0). The mean
age of the 5-month-olds (8 girls and 10 boys) was 152 days (SD = 4.0). The mean age of the
7-month-olds (10 girls and 8 boys) was 230 days (SD = 2.9). The data of nine infants (one 4-
month-old, three 5-month-olds, and five 7-month-olds) were excluded from the final analyses.
Five infants (one 4-month-old, two 5-month-olds, and two 7-month-olds) were excluded
because of experimenter errors. Four infants (one five-month-old and three 7-month-olds) were
excluded for excessive fussiness. Ninety-four percent of the participants were White non-
Hispanic, and 6% were Asian.

Stimulus events and apparatus—Infants were presented with the visual portions of the
events used in Experiment 1. The visual portion (i.e., unimodal visual) depicted the faces
speaking silently. All other stimuli, apparatus, and procedures were the same as those used in
Experiment 1. A second observer was present for 26 of the 54 infants (48%) in order to examine
interobserver reliability. Interobserver reliability was r =.98 (SD =.05) across all participants.
The interobserver reliabilities for the 4-month-olds (n = 8), 5-month-olds (n = 9), and 7-month-
olds (n = 9) were r =.97 (SD =.04), r =.96 (SD =.11), and r =.98 (SD =.10), respectively.

Discussion

Infants’ looking time for each trial type and age is presented in Table 3. A repeated measures
ANOVA was conducted with age (4, 5, and 7 months) as the between-subjects factor and trial
type (baseline, posthabituation, and test) as the repeated measure. The results revealed a

significant effect of trials, F(2, 102) = 124.5, p <.001, n§:.7l; a significant Age x Trials
interaction, F(4, 102) = 14.1, p <.01, nrz,:.36; and a significant effect of age, F(2, 51) =8.8, p

<.01, 17[2,=.26. Scheffé’s post hoc comparisons exploring the main effect of trials (baseline,
posthabituation, and test) indicated that mean looking for the baseline trials exceeded the mean
looking during the posthabituation trials (p <.01), indicating that infants habituated. The overall
mean looking on the posthabituation trials, however, did not reliably differ from the mean
looking on the test trials (p >.05). Follow-up comparisons also explored the main effect of age
and revealed that the overall looking of the 4-month-olds differed from that of the 5-month-
olds (p =.032) and from that of the 7-month-olds (p <.01), but the overall looking of the 5- and
7-month-olds did not differ from one another (p >.05). As can be seen in Table 3, the 4-month-
olds showed a longer mean looking time across all trial types than either the 5- or 7-month-
olds.

To test our main hypothesis, we evaluated the Age x Trial Type interaction with planned
comparisons. Results revealed that only the 7-month-olds showed a significant visual recovery
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(increase in looking from the posthabituation trials to the test trials) to a change in affect, t(17)
= 3.9, p <.01. In contrast, the mean visual recovery for the 4- and 5-month-olds did not reach
significance, t(17) =.45, p>.1, and t(17) = 1.0, p >.1, respectively, and did not differ from each
other (p >.1). However, the visual recovery of the 4- and 5-month-olds reliably differed from
that of the 7-month-olds, t(34) = 2.35, p =.025, and t(34) = 2.12, p =.030, respectively. Thus,
in this experiment, only the 7-month-olds showed significant evidence of discriminating a
unimodal visual change in affect, and the visual recovery of the 7-month-olds was significantly
greater than that of the 4- and 5-month-olds.

We again examined the number of infants at each age who exhibited either positive or negative
visual recoveries using a two-tailed binomial test in order to assess whether the overall mean
at each age was influenced by statistical outliers. At 4 months of age, 7 of 18 infants showed
positive visual recovery scores, a frequency that did not differ from chance (R = —6.8-16.2,
p >.1). At 5 months of age, 9 infants showed positive visual recovery scores (R = -5.7-10.5,
p =.96), also not different from chance. However, at 7 months of age, 16 infants showed positive
visual recovery scores, a result that reliably differed from chance (R = —1.8-13.4, p <.001).
These findings from individual subject analyses converge with those of the group analyses and
demonstrate detection of affect in unimodal visual stimulation at 7 but not at 4 or 5 months of
age.

A 3 x 3 ANOVA was conducted to examine whether infants’ visual recoveries at each age (4,
5, and 7 months) differed as a function of affective expression and actress used during

habituation. Infants’ mean looking to happy, sad, and angry affective expressions (M = 2.2 s,
SD=4.6;M=.87s,SD=5.6,and M =1.9s, SD = 4.3, respectively) did not significantly differ,

F(2, 45) = 0.357, p =.701, 775=.001, The effect of actress, F(2, 45) = 0.749, p =.479, n;=.05,

and the interaction of affective expression and actress, F(4, 45) = 0.929, p =.456, n§=~06, also
failed to reach significance.

Comparison Across Experiments 1, 2, and 3

Further analyses were conducted to compare infants’ detection of affect in bimodal
(Experiment 1) versus unimodal (Experiments 2 and 3) stimulation. Figure 1 displays infants’
visual recovery to a change in affect as a function of modality (bimodal, unimodal auditory,
and unimodal visual) and age (4, 5, and 7 months). Although Scheffé’s post hoc comparisons
of trial type (posthabituation vs. test) tested our main hypotheses by revealing whether infants
detected a change in affect at each age in Experiments 1-3, comparisons across experiments
provide additional tests of our hypotheses.

If detection of affect emerges first by detecting intersensory redundancy and later is extended
to unimodal stimulation, then one would expect the younger infants (4-month-olds) to show
greater visual recovery to a change in affect in bimodal stimulation (Experiment 1) than in
unimodal auditory (Experiment 2) or unimodal visual stimulation (Experiment 3) and the oldest
infants (7-month-olds) to show little difference in visual recovery. To test this hypothesis, we
conducted three one-way ANOVAs at each age as a function of modality (bimodal, unimodal
auditory, and unimodal visual) comparing visual recovery. Each ANOVA was followed by a
priori planned comparisons comparing visual recovery to auditory, visual, and bimodal
audiovisual changes. At 4 months, results indicated a significant effect of modality, F(2, 51)

=10.75, p <.001, 7712,:.58. Planned comparisons supported our predictions and indicated that
the visual recovery of the 4-month-olds in the bimodal condition significantly differed from
that of the unimodal auditory, t(34) = 4.4, p <.01, and unimodal visual conditions, t(34) = 3.59,
p <.01. In contrast, the visual recovery of the unimodal auditory and visual conditions did not
differ (p >.1).
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At 5 months, results of the ANOVA also indicated a significant effect of modality, F(2, 51) =

3.19, p =.03, 77[2)=.21. Planned comparisons indicated that visual recovery in the bimodal
condition significantly differed from that of the unimodal visual condition, t(34) = 2.27, p <.
05, but not the unimodal auditory condition, t(34) =3.59, p >.1. Visual recovery of the unimodal
auditory and visual conditions did not reliably differ (p >.1). These analyses, along with our
earlier analyses, demonstrate that 5-month-olds are able to discriminate a change in bimodal
or unimodal auditory stimulation, and they do better than when provided unimodal visual
stimulation. In contrast, at 7 months of age, results of the ANOVA indicated a nonsignificant

effect of modality on visual recovery, F(2, 51) =1.42, p >.1, nf):.OS. Thus, although 7-month-
olds showed discrimination of affect under bimodal, unimodal auditory, and unimodal visual
conditions, discrimination was not superior in one condition over another.

These analyses, taken together with the Scheffé tests of Experiments 1-3, reveal that detection
of affect, specified by amodal temporal and intensity shifts, emerges first in bimodal redundant
stimulation by 4 months and is later extended to unimodal auditory and then to unimodal visual
stimulation. In bimodal stimulation (Experiment 1), infants detected a change in affect by 4
months of age, and sensitivity remained stable across age. In contrast, in unimodal stimulation,
infants showed a gradual improvement across age in detection of affect changes. Infants did
not detect the change in acoustic stimulation until 5 months of age (Experiment 2), and only
by 7 months of age did they detect the change in visual stimulation (Experiment 3). These
findings are consistent with predictions of the intersensory redundancy hypothesis that early
in development redundant bimodal stimulation fosters perception of amodal properties, and
with increasing age, attention becomes more flexible and infants are able to perceive amodal
properties under conditions of both unimodal and bimodal stimulation (Bahrick & Lickliter,
2000; Bahrick et al., 2004).

Experiment 4: Infants’ Sensitivity to Affect in Asynchronous Audiovisual
Stimulation

Intersensory redundancy is defined as the spatially and temporally coordinated presentation
of the same amodal information across two or more senses (Bahrick & Lickliter, 2000, 2004;
Bahrick et al., 2004, 2006). Thus, temporal synchrony between the auditory and visual
stimulation is entailed in intersensory redundancy and is hypothesized to be necessary for the
early developmental benefit of bimodal stimulation in detecting amodal properties. In other
words, temporal synchrony makes redundantly specified amodal stimulus properties become
perceptual “foreground” and other properties become “background.” Alternatively, it is also
possible that the benefit of bimodal stimulation is a result of other factors, such as stimulating
two sense modalities (visual and auditory) or having a greater amount of overall stimulation
(visual plus auditory). Experiment 4 was, thus, conducted in order to assess whether temporal
synchrony between auditory and vocal information for affect was necessary for infants’ initial
detection of affect changes. In this experiment, we presented 4- and 5-month-old infants with
bimodal information specifying affect; however, the auditory and visual information was
temporally misaligned. Thus, if bimodal specification alone is responsible for younger infants’
discrimination of affect, then infants should demonstrate reliable discrimination of affect even
in the asynchronous condition. However, if temporal synchrony between visually and
acoustically specified affect is necessary for promoting attention to affect, then only when the
auditory and visual information are presented in temporal alignment should reliable
discrimination be evident.

We chose 4- and 5-month-olds for this experiment because 4-month-olds represent the
youngest age that infants demonstrated bimodal discrimination of affect and 5-month-olds were
the youngest age that infants demonstrated unimodal discrimination of affect. We predicted
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that if temporal synchrony is critical for recruiting younger infants’ attention toward the
redundantly specified amodal property of affect, then the 4-month-olds should show evidence
of discrimination when the auditory—visual information is presented synchronously but not
when it is presented asynchronously. In contrast, given that 5-month-olds reliably
discriminated affect when presented unimodally (acoustically), 5-month-olds may
discriminate the expressions of affect when presented asynchronously because, by this age,
intersensory redundancy may not be necessary and discrimination could be based on acoustic
information alone.

Participants—Thirty-six infants at 4 and 5 months of age (n = 18 at each age) participated.
The mean age of the 4-month-olds (9 girls and 9 boys) was 121 days (SD = 3.0). The mean
age of the 5-month-olds (10 girls and 8 boys) was 152 days (SD = 2.0). Five infants (three 4-
month-olds and two 5-month-olds) were excluded because of fussiness. Three additional 5-
month-olds were excluded for equipment failure, and one additional 5-month-old was excluded
for experimenter error. Infants were recruited in a manner identical to previous experiments.
Ninety-seven percent of the participants were White non-Hispanic, and 1% was Hispanic.

Stimulus events and apparatus—Infants were presented with the same stimuli used in
Experiment 1 with the exception that the auditory information was delayed by 2 s with respect
to the visual information. In all other respects, the stimuli, apparatus, and procedures were the
same as those used in Experiment 1. A second observer was present for 13 of the 36 infants
(36%) in order to examine interobserver reliability. Interobserver reliability was r =.95 (SD =.
08) across all participants. The interobserver reliability for the 4-month-olds (n = 6) was r =.
96 (SD =.04); for the 5-month-olds (n = 7), it was r =.95 (SD =.12).

Discussion

Infants’ looking time for each trial type, age, and condition for this experiment as well as
Experiments 1 and 5 are presented in Table 4.

A repeated measures ANOVA was conducted with age (4 and 5 months) as the between-
subjects factor and trial type (baseline, posthabituation, and test) as the repeated measure. The

results revealed a significant effect of trials, F(2, 68) = 155.2, p <.001, n§:.82; a significant
Age x Trials interaction, F(2, 67) = 3.73, p <.05, r;rz,:.13; and a nonsignificant effect of age, F

(1, 34) = 0.490, p >.10, nf,=.01. Post hoc comparisons exploring the main effect of trials
(baseline, posthabituation, and test) indicated that the overall mean looking for the baseline
trials exceeded the mean looking during the posthabituation trials, t(34) = 17.2 p <.01, and the
overall mean looking on the posthabituation trials also differed from the mean looking on the
test trials, t(34) = 5.27 p <.01.

The significant interaction between trials and condition addressed our primary question of
whether temporal synchrony is necessary for younger infants’ discrimination of affect. Follow-
up comparisons indicated that the 5-month-olds in the asynchronous bimodal condition showed
a significant visual recovery to the change in affect. Thus, the increase in looking from the
posthabituation trials to the test trials was significant, t(17) = 2.6, p =.017. The visual recovery
for the 4-month-olds, however, did not reach significance in the asynchronous condition, t(17)
= 1.3, p =.20. Thus, consistent with our predictions, 5-month-olds, but not 4-month-olds,
discriminated a change in affective expression when the face—voice synchrony was disrupted
by a 2-s interval.
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We also compared the visual recovery of the 4- and 5-month-olds across the synchronous
(Experiment 1) and asynchronous (Experiment 4) conditions using a priori planned
comparisons. These studies used identical procedures and varied only in temporal synchrony.
Five-month-olds showed a nonsignificant difference in visual recovery between the
asynchronous and synchronous conditions, t(34) =.054, p =.957. The results of the 4-month-
olds, however, indicate significantly greater visual recovery in the synchronous than the
asynchronous condition, t(34) = 2.8, p <.01.

The results of this experiment demonstrate that 4-month-olds’ ability to discriminate changes
in affect under bimodal, but not unimodal, conditions is not a result of presenting “more”
information (bimodal) compared with “less” information (unimodal). Rather, these results
demonstrate that the superior detection of affect in the bimodal condition is a result of
intersensory redundancy and entails the temporal alignment of the auditory and visual
stimulation. Similar findings of facilitation in synchronous but not asynchronous bimodal
stimulation have been demonstrated in prior studies with human infants’ detection of rhythm
(Bahrick & Lickliter, 2000) and quail embryos’ detection of the temporal features of a maternal
call (Lickliter et al., 2002, 2004).

These findings also indicate that when infants are first learning to detect affective information
(i.e., when the task is difficult), synchrony is important for facilitating learning. However, once
infants are relatively proficient perceivers of affect in a particular context, synchrony is no
longer necessary. Consistent with this view, Kahana-Kalman and Walker-Andrews (2001)
found that 3-month-olds showed intermodal matching for synchronous and asynchronous
happy and sad facial and vocal expressions when the expressions were presented by their own
mothers but not for the expressions of an unfamiliar woman.

Experiment 5: 4-Month-Olds’ Sensitivity to Sequential Auditory and Visual
Stimulation

Method

Although Experiment 4 demonstrated that synchronous auditory and visual stimulation
facilitates detection of affect at 4 months of age and asynchronous bimodal information was
not sufficient, it remains possible that synchrony per se was not necessary. Rather, detection
of affect may be facilitated by the opportunity to experience information in two sense
modalities. Thus, in Experiment 5, 4-month-old infants were presented with sequential auditory
and visual stimulation. In other words, habituation trials alternated between auditory and visual
information for affect. In this way, infants would receive bimodal information without the
potential distraction of face—voice asynchrony. If infants fail to detect an affect change
following successive auditory and visual stimulation, we can be more confident that synchrony
rather than stimulation in two sense modalities is necessary for facilitating early detection of
affect, consistent with the predictions of the intersensory redundancy hypothesis (Bahrick &
Lickliter, 2000; Bahrick et al., 2004). In this experiment, we asked whether sequential auditory
and visual stimulation is sufficient for promoting discrimination of affect at 4 months of age
or whether synchronous auditory and visual stimulation is necessary. Because 5-month-olds
were able to discriminate affect changes when presented bimodal audiovisual, unimodal
auditory, and asynchronous stimulation, they were not included in this experiment.

Participants—Eighteen 4-month-olds (7 girls and 11 boys) whose mean age was 122.2 days
(SD = 2.5) participated. Seven additional 4-month-olds participated but were excluded from
the analyses, five for excessive fussiness and two for failure to habituate within 20 trials. Infants
were recruited ina manner identical to previous experiments. All of the participants were White
non-Hispanic.
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Stimulus events, apparatus, and procedure—Infants received the same stimuli used
in Experiments 2 and 3. However, in this experiment, the habituation trials alternated between
auditory and visual stimulation. Thus, infants received a silently speaking (i.e., moving) face
on one trial and a voice with a static neutral face on the next trial. Both auditory and visual
stimulation specified the same affective expression during habituation. Half the infants
received a unimodal auditory trial as their first trial, and the other half received a unimodal
visual trial as their first habituation trial. The remainder of the habituation and test trials
alternated between unimodal auditory and unimodal visual information. The auditory—visual
ordering was preserved across the habituation and test sequence such that if the last habituation
trial was an auditory trial, then the first posthabituation trial was a visual trial. We preserved
this alternation of auditory and visual trials to ensure that infants could not discriminate a
change in the order of trials between habituation and test and that the only change from
habituation to test was in the affective expression. During the test trials, each infant received
two trials that depicted a change in affect, one unimodal visual and one unimodal auditory. All
other stimuli, apparatus, and procedures were the same as those used in Experiment 1. A second
observer was present for 8 of the 18 infants (44%) in order to examine interobserver reliability.
Interobserver reliability was r =.93 (SD =.02).

Discussion

Infants’ looking behavior as a function of trial type for Experiment 5 is presented in Table 4.
The question addressed in Experiment 5 was whether 4-month-olds could discriminate a
change in affect in sequential auditory and visual stimulation. We compared 4-month-olds’
looking as function of trial type (baseline, posthabituation, and test) in a one-way ANOVA.

The results indicated a significant effect of trial type, F(2, 53) = 29.5, p <.001, n§=.75. Follow-
up comparisons revealed that infants’ posthabituation looking was significantly less than their
baseline looking, t(18) =5.6, p <.01, indicating that infants habituated. However, infants’ visual
recovery (an increase in looking from posthabituation to the test trials) did not reliably differ
from chance, t(17) =.456, p >.10. Thus, infants showed no evidence of detecting a change in

affect in sequential auditory and visual stimulation.

We also compared 4-month-olds’ visual recovery across conditions of bimodal synchronous
(Experiment 1), bimodal asynchronous (Experiment 4), and bimodal sequential stimulation
(Experiment 5) using a one-way ANOVA. Results revealed a significant effect of condition,

F(2,51) =7.16, p <.01, nf,:.59. Follow-up post hoc comparisons revealed the mean visual
recovery for infants in the bimodal sequential condition did not differ from that of the bimodal
asynchronous condition of Experiment 4, t(34) =.66, p >.10; however, both the asynchronous
and sequential conditions differed from the bimodal synchronous condition of Experiment 1,
t(34) = 2.8, p <.01, and t(34) = 3.6, p <.01, respectively. Finally, infants” initial looking

(baseline trials), F(2, 51) =0.734, p >.1, n§=.03, and total number of seconds to reach

habituation, F(2,51) =1.03, p>.1, nf,:.04, did not significantly differ as a function of condition
(bimodal synchronous, bimodal asynchronous, bimodal sequential).

The results of Experiments 1, 4, and 5 provide converging evidence that 4-month-olds’
discrimination of affect in Experiment 1 was not a result of stimulating two sense modalities
per se or of presenting more information in the bimodal than unimodal conditions. Rather,
these findings are consistent with predictions of the intersensory redundancy hypothesis and
suggest that 4-month-olds’ discrimination of affect is facilitated by redundant, audiovisual
stimulation presented in temporal synchrony. Neither sequential nor asynchronous bimodal
auditory and visual stimulation is sufficient for promoting detection of affect at 4 months.
Rather, synchronous bimodal stimulation is necessary.
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General Discussion

In the present studies, we examined the development of infants’ ability to discriminate happy,
sad, and angry affective expressions portrayed by an adult actress in bimodal audiovisual,
unimodal auditory, and unimodal visual stimulation. Following habituation to video displays
of a woman speaking in a happy, sad, or angry manner, infants received test trials depicting a
change in affect. Results of Experiments 1-3 demonstrated that by 4 months of age infants
discriminated changes in dynamic affective expressions in bimodal audiovisual stimulation
but not in unimodal auditory or unimodal visual stimulation. In contrast, 5- and 7-month-olds
discriminated affective expressions in bimodal as well as unimodal stimulation: At 5 months,
affect was discriminated in unimodal auditory displays and at 7 months, in unimodal auditory
and unimodal visual displays. Analyses of the frequency of individual participants showing
positive visual recovery to the affective changes also converged with results of the group data.
Thus, evidence for sensitivity to bimodal audiovisual information for affect was observed at 4
months and remained stable across age, sensitivity to unimodal auditory information emerged
at 5 months, and sensitivity to unimodal visual information emerged at 7 months of age.

We also compared performance across age to assess the nature and significance of
developmental change. Significant differences across age in detection of affect were observed
in each condition. In bimodal stimulation, visual recovery to the changes in affect was
significantly greater at 4, 5, and 7 months than at 3 months. In unimodal auditory stimulation,
visual recovery to affective changes was significantly greater at 5 and 7 months than at 4
months, and in unimodal visual stimulation, visual recovery was significantly greater at 7
months than at 4 and 5 months. Thus, infants showed developmental improvements in detection
of affect, first under conditions of bimodal stimulation, then vocal stimulation, and finally
visual stimulation.

This developmental pattern is consistent with conclusions drawn by Walker-Andrews (1997)
from her review of the literature across a variety of studies of infant perception of affect that
used a range of methods, stimuli, and conditions. She concluded that development follows a
course of differentiation in which infants first learn to perceive the affective expressions of
others as part of a unified multimodal event, and over time infants perceive affect in the voice
and face alone. The critical information, she suggested, is contained in the dynamic flow,
including invariant patterns of change in the face, body, and voice. By 3 to 5 months,
recognition of affect emerges in bimodal stimulation, first in familiar and then in unfamiliar
contexts and persons (see Kahana-Kalman & Walker-Andrews, 2001; Walker-Andrews,
1997). Specifically, Kahana-Kalman and Walker-Andrews (2001) found that 3.5-month-olds
showed intermodal matching for asynchronous happy and sad facial-vocal expressions when
those expressions were presented by their own mothers but not for the expressions of an
unfamiliar woman. Later, by 5 months, differentiation of affect in voices emerges (A. J. Caron
et al., 1988; Walker-Andrews & Lennon, 1991). By approximately 7 months of age, infants
can perceive affect in faces and can successfully match faces and voices on the basis of affect
(Soken & Pick, 1992; Walker, 1982; Walker-Andrews, 1986), suggesting recognition of affect
rather than discrimination based solely on featural differences.

One surprising result in this set of experiments was the lack of evidence for infant preferences
for positive over negative emotional expressions. In contrast to prior studies (see Nelson,
Morse, & Leavitt, 1979; Serrano, Iglesias, & Loeches, 1992; Walker-Andrews & Grolnick,
1983, for examples), there was no evidence of greater visual recovery to a positive than a
negative emotional expression. Even differences in sample size across studies were not a likely
basis for differences across studies, as our results showed no tendency for looking to happy
expressions to be greater than looking to angry or sad expressions.
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The pattern of developmental findings observed in our studies is consistent with predictions
generated by the intersensory redundancy hypothesis (Bahrick & Lickliter, 2000, 2004;
Bahrick et al., 2004). Amodal information, such as that specifying affect (temporal patterning
and intensity contours of audiovisual speech), is detected first in a multimodal context and is
later extended to unimodal contexts. In multimodal expressions of affect, synchronous auditory
and visual stimulation from faces and voices highlights amodal information for affect and
causes this information to become foreground. Later in development, detection of affect is
generalized to unimodal auditory and then unimodal visual stimulation. These findings suggest
that intersensory redundancy initially promotes infants’ discrimination of information for
affect by fostering attentional selectivity to redundantly specified amodal properties of
stimulation.

These findings thus provide further evidence that intersensory redundancy promotes infants’
detection and perceptual processing of amodal information during early development. This
multimodal facilitation found in the present study has been observed previously in human
infants for nonsocial events. For example, young infants detected the rhythm and tempo of an
object hitting a surface in bimodal but not in unimodal stimulation (Bahrick etal., 2002; Bahrick
& Lickliter, 2000). Avian embryos and chicks show intersensory facilitation for the temporal
patterning of a maternal call, demonstrating superior learning and memory for the call when
it is synchronized with a flashing light (Lickliter et al., 2002, 2004).

Furthermore, the present developmental findings, in which detection of amodal properties are
extended from multimodal to unimodal stimulation in a period of a few months, are also
consistent with developmental predictions of the intersensory redundancy hypothesis and
findings of infant perception of nonsocial events (Bahrick & Lickliter, 2004; Lewkowicz,
2004). Although 3- and 5-month-old infants detect changes in tempo and rhythm (respectively)
only in bimodal, audiovisual stimulation, older infants of 5 and 8 months detect these changes
in tempo and rhythm (respectively) in audiovisual, visual, and auditory stimulation (Bahrick
& Lickliter, 2004). Similarly, 4-month-olds detected the temporal order of an event sequence
on the basis of audiovisual information but not on the basis of auditory or visual information
alone. By the age of 8 months, however, infants detected the temporal order on the basis of
audiovisual, auditory, or visual information (Lewkowicz, 2004). Taken together, these findings
suggest that intersensory redundancy promotes initial detection of amodal properties of
stimulation such as affect, tempo, rhythm, and temporal order in the multimodal stimulation
from both social and nonsocial events. After a few months of perceptual experience, perceptual
differentiation progresses, attention becomes more flexible, and detection of these properties
of events is extended to unimodal stimulation. It is not yet known whether detection of amodal
event properties in unimodal stimulation becomes as proficient as in bimodal stimulation or
whether detection in bimodal stimulation retains an advantage throughout the lifespan. Studies
are currently in progress addressing this question.

Experiments 4 and 5 explored the nature of intersensory redundancy responsible for facilitating
infants” detection of affect in bimodal stimulation. In Experiment 4, we examined whether
temporal synchrony between the audible and visible stimulation was necessary for intersensory
facilitation. Alternatively, it was possible that intersensory facilitation resulted from a greater
amount of stimulation (audible plus visible) in bimodal than in unimodal auditory or unimodal
visual stimulation alone. Infants of 4 and 5 months were habituated to asynchronous versions
of the bimodal stimulation and, thus, received the same type and amount of stimulation as in
the synchronous displays. Results of the asynchronous condition, however, revealed no
evidence of infant detection of affect at 4 months, and results differed significantly from those
of the 4-month-olds who received synchronous stimulation. By the age of 5 months, however,
after unimodal auditory detection of affect had emerged, detection of affect in asynchronous
displays was also present. Together, these findings indicate that synchrony is necessary for
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promoting initial detection of affect at 4 months of age and that the intersensory facilitation
found in Experiment 1 for detection of affect in bimodal stimulation at 4 months was not due
to infants having a greater amount of stimulation than those who received unimodal
presentations.

Experiment 5 explored whether stimulation in two different senses without redundancy
(synchronous alignment of the audible and visible streams) was sufficient for promoting
intersensory facilitation. The audible and visual stimulation from the prior studies was
presented sequentially, in alternating habituation trials, thus providing the same amount and
type of stimulation as in the bimodal condition, without synchrony and without the potential
distraction of asynchronous faces and voices. Again, 4-month-olds showed no evidence of
detecting a change in affect, and performance was significantly different from that of the
synchronous condition. Thus, stimulation in two sense modalities presented successively is
not sufficient for supporting detection of affect at 4 months. On the basis of infant performance
in these control studies and their difference from performance in the synchronous exposure
condition, we conclude that temporal synchrony between faces and voices plays a critical role
in the early detection of affect. The perception of affect is initially promoted in naturalistic
conditions of bimodal redundant stimulation in which faces and voices are temporally aligned.

The results of the present study and others supporting predictions of the intersensory
redundancy hypothesis (see Bahrick & Lickliter, 2002; Bahrick et al., 2004) provide insight
into the nature of infant learning within the context of social interactions. Learning about
information that can be specified in multiple sense modalities (involving dimensions such as
time, space, or intensity) will likely be advantaged and emerge earlier in development when it
is available in multimodal stimulation rather than in unimodal stimulation. Research in the area
of joint attention, a potential precursor for social referencing and language development
(Dunham, Dunham, & Curwin, 1993; Morales, Mundy, & Rojas, 1998; Tomasello & Farrar,
1986), provides some support for this generalization. For example, infants’ ability to follow
gaze toward a target, even if it is outside their immediate visual field, is facilitated when the
shift in eye gaze is coordinated with gesture and vocal behavior as compared with eye gaze
alone (e.g., Corkum & Moore, 1998; Deak, Flom, & Pick, 2000; Flom, Deék, Pick, & Phill,
2004; Flom & Pick, 2007; Moore, Angelopoulos, & Bennett, 1997). Just as redundant
intersensory stimulation promotes infants’ learning and discrimination of amodal information
for affect, redundant gesture, gaze, and vocal behavior also appear to promote infants’ ability
to look where another is looking.

Similar patterns should be observed for the development of social referencing in which infants
show the ability to use others’ affective cues for guiding their own exploratory behaviors toward
novel objects or events (E. J. Gibson, 1988; Mumme, Fernald, & Herrera, 1996; Phillips,
Wellman, & Spelke, 2002; Sorce, Emde, Campos, & Klinnert, 1985). Social referencing
involves perceiving and coordinating a number of components, including perceiving the adult’s
affective expression, perceiving the novel object or event, relating the affect with the object or
event, and regulating one’s exploratory behavior on the basis of the perceived affect—object
relation. Our findings suggest that the salience of the affect and the novel object or event should
be enhanced when each is dynamic and multimodally specified. This should provide a more
firm basis for detecting the affect—object relation and, in turn, for regulating exploratory
behavior. Consistent with this view, research suggests that social referencing emerges in
somewhat younger infants when the affect, the object, or both are depicted multimodally than
when unimodal objects or emotional expressions are presented. For example, infants showed
evidence of social referencing as early as 10 months of age when a dynamic, audiovisual object,
such as a toy robot, was presented along with multimodal affective expressions (e.g., Hornick,
Risenhoover, & Gunnar, 1987; Walden & Ogan, 1988). In contrast, 12-month-olds, but not
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10-month-olds, showed social referencing when the novel object was unimodal visual and
static (Mumme & Fernald, 2003).

Furthermore, the developmental progression in infants’ detection of affective information
observed in the present study, from multimodal audiovisual to auditory and, finally, to visual
stimulation, also has implications for developmental predictions of social referencing. Infants’
regulation of their exploratory behavior based on observations of a caretaker’s affective
response is likely to emerge in multimodal stimulation and to later extend to vocal and visual
stimulation. Only a few studies have compared the relative effectiveness of multimodal,
auditory, and visual affective information in social referencing tasks, and they provide support
for this prediction. For example, Mumme et al. (1996) found that 12-month-olds decreased
their exploration of a novel toy and looked longer toward their mother when she presented a
fearful vocal expression but not when she presented a fearful facial expression. Vaish and
Striano (2004) demonstrated that 12-month-olds crossed a visual cliff more quickly and
referenced the mother more often when she displayed multimodal and unimodal auditory
expressions of interest than when she displayed unimodal visual expressions. Paralleling our
results, multimodal information appears most effective, and unimodal auditory information
was more effective than unimodal visual information for regulating exploratory behavior.
Research from our laboratory has also investigated detection of affect—object relations in a
videotaped task designed to assess precursors to social referencing in younger infants (Vaillant-
Molina & Bahrick, 2005). We found evidence that 6-month-olds learned the relationship
between the appearance of a novel mechanical toy and the contingent affective expression it
elicited in an adult (happy vs. fearful) when both the affect and object were multimodally
specified (audiovisual) but not when they were unimodal (visual). Taken together, these
findings support the view that multimodal dynamic events are more potent stimuli than
unimodal events in early infancy. Selective attention and perception of both the affective
expression and the object of exploration are likely to be enhanced when stimulation is
multimodal and dynamic, and this in turn can enhance detection of the affect—object relation
that serves as the basis for social referencing and regulation of exploratory behavior. Social
referencing, like detection of affect, thus likely emerges first in the context of multimodal
stimulation and is later extended to vocal and then visual stimulation. However, a few caveats
should be noted. These developmental predictions are not age specific but should be viewed
in the context of other factors, such as task difficulty, task demands, exposure time, complexity,
and context. Furthermore, given large individual differences in vocal versus visual
expressiveness, vocal emotional expressions will not always be more salient than visual
expressions for young infants but will also depend on the nature of the stimulation.

The present studies and the intersensory redundancy hypothesis also have more general
implications for the study of infant perceptual and cognitive development. They provide a basis
for integrating the study of perceptual development across both unimodal and multimodal
contexts within a common framework. Until recently, most research has been conducted on
unimodal stimuli. Thus, studies of visual and auditory perception have been conducted
separately, even on similar content (face processing, voice processing, visual memory, auditory
memory; see Kuhn & Siegler, 1998; Lamb, Bornstein, & Teti, 2002, for examples). Within
this unimodal frame, the more recent study of intermodal perception emerged as yet another
distinct area of investigation (e.g., Kellman & Arterberry, 1998). Integration across these
domains is critical for promoting more comprehensive, ecologically valid theories of
perceptual development (see Bahrick & Lickliter, 2004; Lickliter & Bahrick, 2001, 2004;
Walker-Andrews & Bahrick, 2001). Understanding the relevance of research findings to the
emergence of capabilities in the natural environment, in which both multimodal and unimodal
stimulation are provided, will require examining both unimodal and multimodal conditions in
single research designs. Studying the emergence of capabilities in both unimodal and
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multimodal contexts will allow us to discover under what conditions detection of meaningful
properties of stimulation are facilitated versus attenuated in the natural social environment.

Acknowledgments

This research was supported by the Brigham Young University Family Studies Center and a Brigham Young University
undergraduate mentoring grant awarded to Ross Flom. Additional support was provided by National Institute of Child
Health and Human Development Grant RO1 HD25669 and National Institute of Mental Health Grant RO1 MH62226
awarded to Lorraine E. Bahrick.

We thank Kathaleen Hornberger-Dodd, Melinda Allen, Katie Gordon, Seth Gunderson, Daniel Hyde, and Joe Schmutz
for their assistance in data collection. We also acknowledge Mariana Vaillant-Molina, Monica Urranaga, and Helen
Flom for serving as actresses used in the stimulus events, Diane P. F. Montague for providing the training tape used
in creating the stimulus events, and Arlene Walker-Andrews for comments on a draft of this article.

References

Bahrick LE. Infants’ perception of substance and temporal synchrony in multimodal events. Infant
Behavior & Development 1983;6:429-451.

Bahrick LE. Intermodal learning in infancy: Learning on the basis of two kinds of invariant relations in
audible and visible events. Child Development 1988;59:197-209. [PubMed: 3342712]

Bahrick LE. Infants’ perceptual differentiation of amodal and modality-specific audio-visual relations.
Journal of Experimental Child Psychology 1992;53:180-199. [PubMed: 1578197]

Bahrick LE. Increasing specificity in perceptual development: Infants’ detection of nested levels of
multimodal stimulation. Journal of Experimental Child Psychology 2001;79:253-270. [PubMed:
11394929]

Bahrick LE, Flom R, Lickliter R. Intersensory redundancy facilitates discrimination of tempo in 3-month-
old infants. Developmental Psychobiology 2002;41:352-363. [PubMed: 12430159]

Bahrick LE, Lickliter R. Intersensory redundancy guides attentional selectivity and perceptual learning
in infancy. Developmental Psychology 2000;36:190-201. [PubMed: 10749076]

Bahrick, LE.; Lickliter, R. Intersensory redundancy guides early perceptual and cognitive development.
In: Kail, R., editor. Advances in child development and behavior. VVol. 30. New York: Academic Press;
2002. p. 153-187.

Bahrick LE, Lickliter R. Infants” perception of rhythm and tempo in unimodal and multimodal
stimulation: A developmental test of the intersensory redundancy hypothesis. Cognitive, Affective
and Behavioral Neuroscience 2004;4:137-147.

Bahrick LE, Lickliter R, Flom R. Intersensory redundancy guides the development of selective attention,
perception, and cognition in infancy. Current Directions in Psychological Science 2004;13:99-102.

Bahrick LE, Lickliter R, Flom R. Up versus down: The role of intersensory redundancy in infants’
sensitivity to object orientation and motion. Infancy 2006;9:73-96.

Bahrick, LE.; Pickens, J. Amodal relations: The basis for intermodal perception and learning in infancy.
In: Lewkowicz, DJ.; Lickliter, R., editors. The development of intersensory perception: Comparative
perspectives. Hillsdale, NJ: Erlbaum; 1994. p. 205-233.

Bertenthal BI, Haith MM, Campos JJ. The partial-lag design: A method for controlling spontaneous
regression in the infant-control habituation paradigm. Infant Behavior & Development 1983;6:331—
338.

Caron AJ, Caron RF, MacLean DJ. Infant discrimination of naturalistic emotional expressions: The role
of face and voice. Child Development 1988;59:604-616. [PubMed: 3383670]

Caron RF, Caron AJ, Myers RS. Do infants see emotional expressions in static faces? Child Development
1985;56:1552-1560. [PubMed: 4075873]

Corkum V, Moore C. The origins of joint attention in infancy. Developmental Psychology 1998;34:28—
38. [PubMed: 9471002]

Deék G, Flom R, Pick AD. Effects of gesture and target on 12- and 18-month-olds’ joint visual attention
to objects in front of or behind them. Developmental Psychology 2000;36:511-523. [PubMed:
10902702]

Dev Psychol. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2009 June 30.



1duasnuey Joyiny vVd-HIN 1duasnue Joyiny vd-HIN

1duasnuey Joyiny vd-HIN

Flom and Bahrick

Page 21

Dunham P, Dunham F, Curwin A. Joint attentional states and lexical acquisition at 18 months.
Developmental Psychology 1993;29:827-831.

Ekman, P.; Friesen, W. Facial action coding system. Palo Alto, CA: Consulting Psychologists Press;
1978.

Fagan JF. Infant recognition memory: The effect of length of familiarization and type of discrimination
task. Child Development 1974;45:351-356. [PubMed: 4837713]

Flom R, Dedk G, Pick AD, Phill C. Nine-month-olds’ shared visual attention as a function of gesture and
object location. Infant Behavior & Development 2004;27:181-194.

Flom, R.; Pick, AD. Increasing specificity and the development of joint visual attention. In: Flom, R.;
Lee, K.; Muir, D., editors. Gaze following: Its development and significance. Mahwah, NJ: Erlbaum;
2007. p. 95-111.

Gibson EJ. Exploratory behavior in the development of perceiving, acting, and the acquiring of
knowledge. Annual Review of Psychology 1988;39:1-41.

Gibson, JJ. The senses considered as perceptual systems. Boston: Houghton Mifflin; 1966.

Gibson, JJ. The ecological approach to visual perception. Boston: Houghton Mifflin; 1979.

Gottlieb, G. Ontogenesis of sensory function in birds and mammals. In: Tobach, E.; Aronson, LR.; Shaw,
E., editors. The biopsychology of development. New York: Academic Press; 1971. p. 67-128.

Hale S. A global developmental trend in cognitive processing speed. Child Development 1990;61:653—
663. [PubMed: 2364741]

Hornik R, Risenhoover N, Gunnar M. The effects of maternal positive, neutral, and negative affective
communications on infant responses to new toys. Child Development 1987;58:937-944.

Horowitz FD. Visual attention, auditory stimulation, and language discrimination in young infants.
Monographs of the Society for Research in Child Development 1974;39(5-6):1-140. [PubMed:
4464449]Serial No. 158

Horowitz FD, Paden L, Bhana K, Self P. An infant-control procedure for studying infant visual fixations.
Developmental Psychology 1972;7:90.

Kahana-Kalman R, Walker-Andrews AS. The role of person familiarity in young infants’ perception of
emotional expression. Child Development 2001;72:352-369. [PubMed: 11333071]

Kellman, P.; Arterberry, M. The cradle of knowledge: Development of perception in infancy. Cambridge,
MA: MIT Press; 1998.

Kestenbaum R, Nelson CA. The recognition and categorization of upright and inverted emotional
expressions by 7-month-old infants. Infant Behavior & Development 1990;13:497-511.

Kuhn, D.; Siegler, RS. Cognition, perception, and language. VVol. 5. Vol. 2. New York: Wiley; 1998. The
handbook of child psychology.

Lamb, M.; Bornstein, MH.; Teti, DM. Development in infancy: An introduction. Mahwah, NJ: Erlbaum;
2002.

Lewkowicz DJ. Infants’ response to temporally based intersensory equivalence: The effect of
synchronous sounds on visual preferences for moving stimuli. Infant Behavior & Development
1992;15:297-324.

Lewkowicz DJ. Infants’ response to the audible and visible properties of the human face: Role of lexical
syntactic content, temporal synchrony, gender, and manner of speech. Developmental Psychology
19964a;32:347-366.

Lewkowicz DJ. Perception of auditory—visual temporal synchrony in human infants. Journal of
Experimental Psychology: Human Perception and Performance 1996b;22:1094-1106. [PubMed:
8865617]

Lewkowicz DJ. The development of intersensory temporal perception: An epigenetic systems/limitations
view. Psychological Bulletin 2000a;126:281-308. [PubMed: 10748644]

Lewkowicz DJ. Infants’ perception of the audible, visible and bimodal attributes of multimodal syllables.
Child Development 2000b;71:1241-1257. [PubMed: 11108094]

Lewkowicz DJ. Serial order processing in human infants and the role of multisensory redundancy.
Cognitive Processing 2004;5:113-122.

Lewkowicz, DJ.; Lickliter, R. Development of intersensory perception: Comparative perspectives.
Hillsdale, NJ: Erlbaum; 1994.

Dev Psychol. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2009 June 30.



1duasnuey Joyiny vVd-HIN 1duasnue Joyiny vd-HIN

1duasnuey Joyiny vd-HIN

Flom and Bahrick

Page 22

Lickliter R, Bahrick LE. The development of infant intersensory perception: Advantages of a comparative
convergent-operations approach. Psychological Bulletin 2000;126:260-280. [PubMed: 10748643]

Lickliter R, Bahrick LE. The salience of multimodal sensory stimulation in early development:
Implications for the issue of ecological validity. Infancy 2001;2:451-467.

Lickliter, R.; Bahrick, LE. Perceptual development and the origins of multisensory responsiveness. In:
Calvert, G.; Spence, C.; Stein, BE., editors. Handbook of multisensory integration. Cambridge, MA:
MIT Press; 2004. p. 643-654.

Lickliter R, Bahrick LE, Honeycutt H. Intersensory redundancy facilitates perceptual learning in
bobwhite quail (Colinus virginianus) embryos. Developmental Psychology 2002;38:15-23.
[PubMed: 11806697]

Lickliter R, Bahrick LE, Honeycutt H. Intersensory redundancy enhances memory in bobwhite quail
embryos. Infancy 2004;5:253-269.

Ludemann P, Nelson CA. Categorical representation of facial expressions by 7-month-old infants.
Developmental Psychology 1988;24:492-501.

Montague, DPF.; Walker-Andrews, AS. Modeling emotional facial/vocal expressions: A stimulus
training tape [Motion picture]. Diane Montague, La Salle University, Psychology Department, 1900
West Olney Avenue; Philadelphia, PA 19141: 1999. (Producers)

Montague DPF, Walker-Andrews AS. Peekaboo: A new look at infants’ perception of emotion
expressions. Developmental Psychology 2001;37:826-838. [PubMed: 11699756]

Montague DPF, Walker-Andrews AS. Mothers, fathers, and infants: The role of person familiarity and
parental involvement in infants’ perception of emotion expressions. Child Development
2002;73:1339-1352. [PubMed: 12361304]

Moore C, Angelopoulos M, Bennett P. The role of movement in the development of joint visual attention.
Infant Behavior & Development 1997;20:83-92.

Morales M, Mundy P, Rojas J. Following the direction of gaze and language development in 6-month-
olds. Infant Behavior & Development 1998;21:373-377.

Mumme DL, Fernald A. The infant as onlooker: Learning from emotional reactions observed in a
television scenario. Child Development 2003;74:221-237. [PubMed: 12625447]

Mumme DL, Fernald A, Herrera C. Infants’ responses to facial and vocal emotional signals in a social
referencing paradigm. Child Development 1996;67:3219-3237. [PubMed: 9071778]

Nelson CA, Morse PA, Leavitt LA. Recognition of facial expressions by seven-month-old infants. Child
Development 1979;50:1239-1242. [PubMed: 535438]

Phillips AT, Wellman HM, Spelke ES. Infants’ ability to connect gaze and emotional expression to
intentional action. Cognition 2002;85:53-78. [PubMed: 12086713]

Reynolds G, Lickliter R. Effects of redundant and nonredundant bimodal sensory stimulation on heart
rate in bobwhite quail embryos. Developmental Psychobiology 2003;43:304-310. [PubMed:
15027413]

Rose SA. Differential rates of visual information processing in full-term and preterm infants. Child
Development 1983;54:1189-1198. [PubMed: 6354626]

Rose SA, Feldman JF, Jankowski JJ. Processing speed in the first year of life: A longitudinal study of
preterm and full-term infants. Developmental Psychology 2002;38:895-902. [PubMed: 12428702]

Serrano JM, Iglesias J, Loeches A. Visual discrimination and recognition of facial expressions of anger,
fear, and surprise in four- to six-month-old infants. Developmental Psychobiology 1992;25:411-425.
[PubMed: 1483547]

Soken NH, Pick AD. Intermodal perception of happy and angry expressive behaviors by seven-month-
old infants. Child Development 1992;63:787-795. [PubMed: 1505240]

Sorce JF, Emde RN, Campos JJ, Klinnert MD. Maternal emotional signaling: Its effects on the visual
cliff behavior of 1-year-olds. Developmental Psychology 1985;21:195-200.

Spelke ES, Born WS, Chu F. Perception of moving, sounding objects by 4-month-old infants. Perception
1983;12:719-732. [PubMed: 6678415]

Stein, BE.; Meredith, MA. The merging of the senses. Cambridge, MA: MIT Press; 1993.

Tomasello M, Farrar J. Joint attention and early language. Child Development 1986;57:1454-1463.
[PubMed: 3802971]

Dev Psychol. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2009 June 30.



1duasnuey Joyiny vVd-HIN 1duasnue Joyiny vd-HIN

1duasnuey Joyiny vd-HIN

Flom and Bahrick

Page 23

Turkewitz G, Kenny P. Limitations on input as a basis for neural organization and perceptual
development: A preliminary theoretical statement. Developmental Psychology 1982;15:357-368.

Turkewitz G, Mellon RC. Dynamic organization of intersensory function. Canadian Journal of
Psychology 1989;43:286-301. [PubMed: 2486500]

Vaillant-Molina, M.; Bahrick, LE. Infant perception of object-affect relations; Poster presented at the
biennial meeting of the Society for Research in Child Development; Atlanta, GA. 2005 Apr.

Vaish A, Striano T. Is visual reference necessary? Contributions of facial versus vocal cues in 12-month-
olds’ social referencing behavior. Developmental Science 2004;7:261-269. [PubMed: 15595366]

Walden TA, Ogan TA. The development of social referencing. Child Development 1988;59:1230-1240.
[PubMed: 3168639]

Walker AS. Intermodal perception of expressive behaviors by human infants. Journal of Experimental
Child Psychology 1982;13:514-535. [PubMed: 7097157]

Walker-Andrews AS. Intermodal perception of expressive behaviors: Relation of eye and voice?
Developmental Psychology 1986;22:373-377.

Walker-Andrews AS. Infants’ perception of expressive behaviors: Differentiation of multimodal
information. Psychological Bulletin 1997;121:437-456. [PubMed: 9136644]

Walker-Andrews AS, Bahrick LE. Perceiving the real world: Infants’ detection of and memory for social
information. Infancy 2001;2:469-481.

Walker-Andrews AS, Grolnick W. Discrimination of vocal expressions by young infants. Infant Behavior
& Development 1983;6:491-498.

Walker-Andrews AS, Lennon E. Auditory-visual perception of changing distance by human infants.
Child Development 1985;56:544-548. [PubMed: 4006566]

Walker-Andrews AS, Lennon E. Infants’ discrimination of vocal expressions: Contributions of auditory
and visual information. Infant Behavior & Development 1991;14:131-142.

Dev Psychol. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2009 June 30.



1duasnuey Joyiny vVd-HIN 1duasnue Joyiny vd-HIN

1duosnuely Joyiny vd-HIN

Flom and Bahrick

Wisual Recovery (seconds)

10

6.4k
(5.0) 6.1%
(10.8)

Page 24

Bimodal
B Unimodal Auditory

?-2"‘;“ H Unimodal Visual
599

Age

Figure 1.

3.3% (4.3)
| 4.7
& 97
(4.1)
|
4-month-olds S-month-olds 7-month-olds

- )
*p<.05

Mean visual fixation (and standard deviations) as a function of condition (bimodal, unimodal
auditory, unimodal visual) at 4, 5, and 7 months of age during the habituation phase. Visual
recovery is the difference between infants’ visual fixation during the test trials and visual
fixation during the posthabituation trials. * p <.05. ™ p <.01.
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