Sensitivity to syntax in visual cortex: a manipulation of prediction strength and morphological type
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Surprisingly, violations of word category expectations can affect event-related potentials as early as 120ms, in the same time window as early sensory processing.
In this research, we ask what explains the early latency of these effects.
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i . This research demonstrates that the visual cortex is able to monitor syntactic predictions about upcoming word categories, but only if the category is overtly
R expressed by a closed-class morpheme. Although the nature of this ability requires further investigation, the finding that sensory cortex participates in syntactic

processing in any way is a striking one, and potentially a key element for understanding how language processing can be so remarkably fast.



