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Abstract

The possibility has been indicated that mother’s use of motherese to their children has
facilitatory effect on children’s language development. But the direct relationship between these
variables has not been investigated empirically. We aimed to assess longitudinally the relations
between children’s level of language development at 2.5 years old and their mother’s motherese
usage in their early childhood. This final goal of this study is to investigate the role of motherese
usage in child’s language development.
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