
Supplementary File 7. Data set for Figure 9. Summary of studies on heritage languages 
This appendix includes data sources for Figure 9 in the main text, ordered alphabetically by heritage language. In the following table, each 
row represents a single experiment/task unless the study reports only combined results.  
 
For studies that investigated different factors affecting subject/object asymmetry (e.g. animacy, matrix position, pronominality), we 
collapsed the results to indicate only the overall difference between subject and object relative clauses. We also interpreted the results 
maximally: if a subject/object preference was shown in even one of multiple measures (e.g. accuracy and reading times for self-paced 
reading) or one condition, we indicated the preference in the “Results” column. The results reported below reflect the results supported by 
the statistical tests used in the original study. 
 
Children’s age information is reported in parentheses. Results of non-heritage controls, if any, are not included in the following table but 
can be found in Supplementary Files 1 and 2 unless they performed at ceiling. 
 
Abbreviations: C: comprehension, O > S: object preference, P: production, S > O: subject preference, S = O: no preference (no significant 
difference)  
 

Heritage language Majority language Study Domain Method Population Results 

Arabic-Egyptian English Albirini & Benmamoun 2014 P narrative adults S > O 

Arabic-Palestinian English Albirini & Benmamoun 2014 P narrative adults S > O 

Arabic-Levantine English Albirini 2018 C picture selection children (5;03–5;09) S > O 

Korean English O’Grady et al. 2001 C character selection adults S > O 

Lee-Ellis 2011 P elicited production adults S = O 

Russian English Polinsky 2008 C picture selection adults S > O 

children (M = 7;5) ceiling 

Polinsky 2011 C picture selection adults S > O 

children (M = 6.2) ceiling 

Spanish English Stern et al. 2019 C picture selection (VWP) adults  S > O 
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