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Experience has a profound influence on how sound is processed in the brain. Yet little is
known about how enriched experiences interact with developmental processes to shape
neural processing of sound. We examine this question as part of a large cross-sectional
study of auditory brainstem development involving more than 700 participants, 213
of whom were classified as musicians. We hypothesized that experience-dependent
processes piggyback on developmental processes, resulting in a waxing-and-waning effect
of experience that tracks with the undulating developmental baseline. This hypothesis
led to the prediction that experience-dependent plasticity would be amplified during
periods when developmental changes are underway (i.e., early and later in life) and
that the peak in experience-dependent plasticity would coincide with the developmental
apex for each subcomponent of the auditory brainstem response (ABR). Consistent
with our predictions, we reveal that musicians have heightened response features at
distinctive times in the life span that coincide with periods of developmental change.
The effect of musicianship is also quite specific: we find that only select components
of auditory brainstem activity are affected, with musicians having heightened function
for onset latency, high-frequency phase-locking, and response consistency, and with
little effect observed for other measures, including lower-frequency phase-locking and
non-stimulus-related activity. By showing that musicianship imparts a neural signature that
is especially evident during childhood and old age, our findings reinforce the idea that the
nervous system’s response to sound is “chiseled” by how a person interacts with his
specific auditory environment, with the effect of the environment wielding its greatest
influence during certain privileged windows of development.
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INTRODUCTION
The auditory brain has an awesome capacity to change through
experience. But are there limits to this plasticity throughout devel-
opment? Are there biological guard rails that place limits on
experience-dependent plasticity at some points in life or biolog-
ical stimulants that promote plasticity at others? In this study,
we examine these questions, focusing specifically on the auditory
brainstem and what it can reveal about sensitive periods in the
auditory brain and its ability to respond to sound.

Except in cases of brain death, the auditory brainstem is always
“on” and metabolically active (Sokoloff, 1977; Chandrasekaran
and Kraus, 2010). As evidence of this, the auditory brainstem
response (ABR) is robust even under general anesthesia, during
sleep, and while the participant’s attention is directed elsewhere
(Smith and Mills, 1989; Skoe and Kraus, 2010; Hairston et al.,
2013). These steadfast qualities have made the ABR an invalu-
able clinical tool in the assessment and diagnosis of hearing-
and other auditory-related disorders (Hall, 2007). However, the
fact that the ABR changes very little even under deep sleep or
anesthesia, has led to a stereotyping of the response, with many

researchers and clinicians treating the ABR as merely a reflex
that preserves many of the acoustic features of the stimulus. Yet
through the analysis of large datasets and more complex stimu-
lus conditions, a different picture has emerged (Galbraith, 2008).
With this approach, we have learned that the auditory brain-
stem captures the physics of the sound (timing, fundamental
frequency, harmonics, etc.) as well as the meaning (i.e., behav-
ioral significance) attributed to that sound. In fact, recent data
from developing, mature, and aging populations demonstrate
that brainstem nuclei are refined by active interactions with sound
occurring over brief (hours) or long (years) timescales (reviewed
in: Krishnan and Gandour, 2009; Kraus and Chandrasekaran,
2010; Bajo and King, 2012; Kraus et al., 2012; Strait and Kraus,
2013). For example, across the lifespan, we observe differences
in auditory brainstem function depending on the instrument
a person plays or the language or languages a person speaks
(Krishnan et al., 2010; Krizman et al., 2012a; Strait et al., 2012a),
suggesting that the auditory brainstem’s fundamental ability
to capture sound is chiseled by idiosyncratic experiences with
sound.

www.frontiersin.org September 2013 | Volume 4 | Article 622 | 1

http://www.frontiersin.org/Psychology/editorialboard
http://www.frontiersin.org/Psychology/editorialboard
http://www.frontiersin.org/Psychology/editorialboard
http://www.frontiersin.org/Psychology/about
http://www.frontiersin.org/Psychology
http://www.frontiersin.org/Auditory_Cognitive_Neuroscience/10.3389/fpsyg.2013.00622/abstract
http://community.frontiersin.org/people/ErikaSkoe/110223
http://www.frontiersin.org/Community/WhosWhoActivity.aspx?sname=NinaKraus&UID=3024
mailto:nkraus@northwestern.edu
https://brainvolts.northwestern.edu
https://brainvolts.northwestern.edu
http://www.frontiersin.org
http://www.frontiersin.org/Auditory_Cognitive_Neuroscience/archive


Skoe and Kraus Music and sensitive periods in the auditory brainstem

Despite ample evidence of experience-dependent plasticity in
the auditory brainstem, we have an incomplete picture of how
specific auditory experiences influence auditory brainstem devel-
opment (Kraus and Chandrasekaran, 2010; Jeng et al., 2011;
Kraus et al., 2012; Strait and Kraus, 2013). Auditory brainstem
nuclei have been long considered to develop precociously, with
adult-like function shown to emerge within the first two years
of life (Salamy et al., 1975). However, this concept has recently
been called into question by evidence that the auditory brain-
stem continues to develop beyond age 2 (Johnson et al., 2008b;
Skoe et al., 2013). This new line of research suggests that the
“adult-like” state that occurs around age 2 is only temporary,
with each subcomponent of the response exhibiting a unique and
more protracted developmental profile. We find generally that the
ABR continues to change throughout childhood, ultimately over-
shooting the adult value, with the developmental inflection point
(the point where the curvature of the trajectory changes sign)
occurring around ages 5–11. After this inflection point the devel-
opmental trajectory “returns” to the adult value then stabilizes.
Following this period of stabilization, aging-related changes begin
to emerge, around the sixth decade of life. Taken together, these
developmental processes manifest in a complex developmental
trajectory with four main age-dependent features: (1) a steep ini-
tial gradient (∼neonatal to age 5), (2) an inflection point (ages
∼5 to 14), (3) a period of stabilization where the slope approx-
imates zero (ages ∼14 to 50) and (4) a shallow gradient during
senescence (ages ∼ 50+).

We theorize that this protracted development of the ABR
creates greater opportunities for the sensory environment to
influence neural function. We further theorize that the shape
and time course of the developmental trajectory is biologi-
cally determined with the trajectory providing a baseline on
which experience-dependent processes can take root. Because of
the undulating nature of the baseline, we posit that the influ-
ence of experience will wax and wane as the developmental
trajectory changes slope over the life course, with the great-
est effects coinciding with times when developmental changes
are underway (Bengtsson et al., 2005; Fava et al., 2011). The
inflection point may then, we speculate, reflect a “high point”
within a sensitive window in development when experience-
dependent plasticity is expected to be most pronounced (Kral
et al., 2013).

Sensitive periods are restricted windows during development
when a particular experience can have a profound and last-
ing effect on the brain and behavior. Knudsen has argued that
sensitive periods are emergent “properties of neural circuits”
(Knudsen, 2004), that is that they reflect points in develop-
ment when a particular neural circuit is in a state of transition
and therefore most labile. If the neural circuit receives height-
ened stimulation during that period of lability, this, we the-
orize, could exaggerate how the circuit responds during that
window which, in turn, could affect how the circuit responds
at a later point in time. Kral and colleagues have shown that
sensitive windows in auditory cortical development coincide
with transitory peaks in synaptic density in the cat (Kral and
Eggermont, 2007; Kral and Sharma, 2012; Kral et al., 2013),
which is consistent with the idea that sensitive periods reflect

times of neural abundance (Jolles and Crone, 2012). Assuming
the same holds for the auditory brainstem, then the inflection
point in the developmental trajectory may reflect the height
of synaptic overshoot, and therefore a critical turning point in
the balance between synaptic proliferation and synaptic pruning
(Kral and Sharma, 2012; Skoe et al., 2013). Synaptic overshoot
has been argued to endow flexibility to the developing audi-
tory system, allowing the system to be protected against sensory
deprivation and primed to take advantage of sensory enrich-
ment (Kral and Eggermont, 2007). This led us to ask whether the
functional overshoot in auditory brainstem development repre-
sents a time of heightened interaction between nature and nur-
ture, i.e., where the interaction between biologically-determined
developmental processes and specific auditory experiences is
most pronounced. We examine this question in a cross-sectional
study of more than 700 participants spanning nearly 8 decades
in age, by assessing how enriched auditory experience, result-
ing from extensive musical practice, affects auditory brainstem
development.

Musical training comes in many forms. However, at their
core, all pedagogies share the common feature of using music
to engage sensory, motor, cognitive, emotional, and social skills.
Through repeated practice these skills become more integrated
and refined, resulting in a domain general enhancement. In the
case of the auditory brainstem, the effects of musical train-
ing are not specific to musical stimuli (Musacchia et al., 2007;
Lee et al., 2009; Bidelman et al., 2011; Strait et al., 2012a) but
emerge in response to other complex sounds including speech
and environmental sounds (Parbery-Clark et al., 2009a; Strait
et al., 2009b, 2013a). This transfer of learning from one domain
to another intimates a sharing of neural resources (Besson et al.,
2011; Patel, 2011, in press): musical training fine-tunes how
music is represented in the brainstem leading to the enhance-
ment of acoustic features that are common to music and speech.
These enhancements emerge as a distinctive neural signature,
with musicians having earlier brainstem responses, more con-
sistent responses and more robust amplitudes, especially at the
high-frequency end of the response spectrum (reviewed in: Kraus
and Chandrasekaran, 2010; Kraus et al., 2012; Strait and Kraus,
2013). Knowing that there is this transference between music
and speech, we opted to use a short speech stimulus (40-ms
“da” syllable) for the current study. We chose this particular
speech stimulus because it is spectrotemporally complex yet short
enough to capture many dimensions of the biological response to
sound with minimal testing time (∼20 min), allowing us to more
readily accumulate a large data pool. We have used this stimulus
for nearly a decade as part of the standard protocol adminis-
tered to all study participants and over time we have amassed
a large dataset from a wide range of participants, enabling us
now to provide the first comprehensive examination of how
musicianship affects auditory brainstem function throughout
life. It is important to note that although we have repeatedly
demonstrated musician enhancements for longer speech stimuli
(Wong et al., 2007; Parbery-Clark et al., 2009b, 2012b,c; Strait
et al., 2012b, 2013a,b), we have not previously seen differences
between “musicians” and “non-musicians” for this exact stimulus
and collection protocol (unpublished data). However, previous
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analyses used small groups of participants within narrow age
ranges. By examining the data en masse, from a broader, devel-
opmental perspective, we expected that musician effects would
emerge as a consequence of increased statistical power. We pre-
dicted that the musician neural signature (earlier latencies, more
robust high-frequency phase-locking, more consistent responses)
would be evident throughout the lifespan but that the signa-
ture would be most pronounced during periods of developmental
change.

MATERIALS AND METHODS
All procedures were approved by the Northwestern University
Institutional Review Board. Adult participants gave their written
informed consent to participate. For infant and child participants,
informed consent was obtained from the parent or guardian.
Verbal assent was obtained from 3–7 year olds, and written assent
was collected from 8–17 year olds using age-appropriate language.
All participants were paid for their participation.

Auditory brainstem responses were recorded to a 40-ms speech
syllable, /da/, following methodological conventions described
previously (Skoe and Kraus, 2010) (Figure 1). We have adopted
the terminology “cABR” to refer to ABRs to complex, naturalistic

FIGURE 1 | Characteristics of the cABR (Top). The complex stimulus [da]
(gray) elicits a stereotyped cABR (black) with 6 characteristic peaks (V, A, D,
E, F, O). V and A represent the onset response. D, E, and F occur within the
frequency-following response (FFR), and O reflects the offset response.
The stimulus waveform is shifted by ∼6.8 ms to maximize the visual
coherence between the two signals in this figure. To obtain a measure of
non-stimulus activity, the root-mean-square amplitude of the response to
the 15 ms interval preceding the stimulus was taken. (Bottom) Frequency
domain representation of the FFR (19.5–44.2 ms). Spectral amplitudes were
calculated over three frequency ranges: low (75–175), mid (175–750) and
high (750–1050 Hz). Waveforms represent the grand averages of the young
adult group (21–40 year olds).

sounds such as speech and music, and will use it to refer to
the neural recording throughout this report. cABRs reflect pop-
ulation neural responses from nuclei within the rostral brain-
stem, including the lateral lemniscus and inferior colliculus (IC)
(Chandrasekaran and Kraus, 2010).

STIMULUS
The /da/ stimulus is a five-formant synthesized syllable (Klatt,
1976) consisting of a high-frequency energy burst (occurring at
2500, 3500, and 4000 Hz) during the first 10 ms, followed by a
voiced period with a gently ramping fundamental frequency (F0)
(103–125 Hz). During the voiced period, the syllable transitions
from a dental place of articulation, characteristic of /d/, to a place
of articulation further back in the mouth associated with /a/. This
shift in articulation is reflected by linearly changing formant fre-
quencies: the first formant (F1) ramps up from 220 to 720 Hz,
the second formant (F2) ramps down from 1700 to 1240 Hz,
the third formant (F3) ramps down from 2580 to 2500 Hz, and
the fourth and fifth formants are stable at 3500 and 4500 Hz,
respectively.

PARALLELS BETWEEN THE STIMULUS AND RESPONSE
One of the most striking features of cABRs is their fidelity to
the stimulus (Skoe and Kraus, 2010). As seen in Figure 1, cABRs
capture many of the temporal and spectral characteristics of
the stimulus. The voiced /da/ stimulus evokes six characteristic
response peaks (V, A, D, E, F, O) that relate to major acoustic land-
marks in the stimulus, with each peak occurring roughly 6–8 ms
after its corresponding stimulus landmark, a timeframe consis-
tent with the neural transmission time between the cochlea and
rostral brainstem. (For more information on the neural origins
of the cABR we refer the reader to Chandrasekaran and Kraus
(2010) where this topic is reviewed). Peaks V and A are tran-
sient responses to the energy burst at the onset of the sound, peak
O is an offset response that marks the cessation of sound, and
the interval spanning D-E-F is the frequency-following response
(FFR) to the F0 of the stimulus and its harmonics. Within the
FFR, the interval between the major peaks corresponds to the
wavelength of the syllable’s F0. For natural speech, this inter-
val represents the length of each glottal pulse. When air flows
from the lungs through the vibrating glottis, a harmonically-rich
sound is produced that is then filtered by the speech articula-
tors to give rise to speech formants—concentrations of energy in
the speech spectrum. In the cABR, smaller fluctuations between
peaks D, E, and F reflect phase-locking to the harmonics of the
F0, up until about 1000 Hz where phase-locking in the IC drops
off precipitously (Langner and Schreiner, 1988; Liu et al., 2006).
Fourier analysis of the FFR (Figure 1, bottom) reveals spectral
peaks at the F0, and its harmonics, with an amplitude decay at
higher-frequencies.

The latency of cABR peaks—the lag between a specific stim-
ulus feature (i.e., onset, offset) and the appearance of a peak—is
affected by the stimulus spectrum, including frequencies above
1000 Hz (Johnson et al., 2008a; Skoe et al., 2011). Due to the tono-
topic organization of the basilar membrane, higher-frequencies
yield slightly earlier peak latencies than lower-frequencies. So
while the neural delay between the stimulus and brainstem
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response falls generally between 6–8 ms, the exact latency is
determined by the spectral composition of the stimulus at each
particular point in time. Owing to the spectral makeup of the
acoustically complex stimulus /da/, energy in the higher end of the
spectrum diminishes over the duration of the syllable, such that
peak V is being driven more strongly by high-frequencies than the
other peaks.

PARTICIPANTS
The present report includes a total of 770 participants rang-
ing in age 0.25–72.41 years, 213 of whom were categorized as
musicians with the remaining representing the “general popula-
tion” (Table 1). Infants were excluded from the analyses because
of the lack of musicians in this age range and also because of
the difficulty of defining musicianship in this age; however, they
are included for reference in some of the figures. The youngest
musician in the sample was 3.26 years old and the oldest was
70.12 years old. Data from many of these musician participants
have been previously published for other stimuli. To create the
musician group, we pooled data across multiple published and
unpublished studies on musicians from our laboratory, adopt-
ing the categorization criteria of musicianship for each respective
study (Table 2). In large majority, the musicians were “early musi-
cians” (Penhune, 2011), beginning before the age of 7, who
practiced on a regular basis.

None of the participants had a history of learning disabil-
ities or neurological dysfunction and all participants had nor-
mal audiometric profiles. Normal hearing was confirmed by
air-conduction thresholds (<20 dB HL for 500, 1000, 2000,
4000 Hz) for participants older than 5 years or an audiological
screen (pass/fail based on distortion product otoacoustic emis-
sions and/or behavioral response at 20 dB HL) for participants 5
and under. To further control for audiometric differences, click-
evoked ABRs were recorded on all subjects (Hood, 1998) and con-
firmed to be within normal limits based on laboratory-internal
norms.

Participants were divided into 9 groups by age (<1, 2–5,
5–8, 8–14, 14–17, 17–21, 21–40, 40–60, 60–73 years). Analyses
included the 8 oldest groups. Throughout the paper, the age
ranges are labeled “X-Y” where X refers to the youngest possi-
ble age in the group and Y refers to the next integer value after the
maximum age cutoff for the group. For example, for the “2–5”
year-old range, 2.00 is the youngest possible age and 4.99 is the
oldest possible age. Therefore, there is no overlap between the 2–5
and 5–8 groups.

ELECTROPHYSIOLOGICAL PROCEDURES
We briefly summarize the protocol here; for a complete descrip-
tion of the specific protocol we refer the reader to Krizman
et al. (2012b). During electrophysiological testing, participants
sat in a recliner within a sound treated chamber and were
instructed to ignore the stimuli presented to their right ear via
insert earphones (10.9/s, 80 dB SPL). cABRs were recorded using
the Navigator Pro AEP System (Natus Medical, Inc.). Contact
impedance was less than 5 kOhms for all electrodes. A total
of 6000 trials were averaged, after excluding trials exceeding
+/−23.8 microvolts. To gauge the repeatability of the response
over the course of the recoding, two subaverages were collected
(Figure 2).

ANALYSIS
Analysis focused on four sets of measurements: peak latency
(6 peaks), FFR amplitude (3 frequency ranges), response
consistency, and non-stimulus activity (11 total dependent vari-
ables). Latency measurements were made manually via the AEP
system, following guidelines described previously (Krizman et al.,
2012b). All other data reduction occurred in the MATLAB pro-
gramming environment (Mathworks, Inc.).

All of the cABR measurements included in the analyses are
developmentally sensitive and exhibit age-dependent changes
(Johnson et al., 2008b; Skoe et al., 2013). At least two dif-
ferent developmental patterns are expressed in the cABR in

Table 1 | Participant and group characteristics.

General population Musicians

Age range N Min. Max. Mean Std. % Females Age range N Min. Max. Mean Std. % Females

deviation deviation

< 1 23 0.26 0.77 0.47 0.14 30.43

2–5 62 2.44 4.99 4.04 0.66 56.45 2–5 19 3.26 4.98 4.27 0.44 57.89

5–8 26 5.12 7.28 5.80 0.52 69.20 5–8 12 5.12 6.00 5.56 0.34 58.30

8–14 80 8.10 13.73 11.09 1.69 44.30 8–14 15 8.15 13.51 10.68 1.75 60.00

14–17 116 14.00 16.79 14.99 0.60 44.44 14–17 24 14.52 16.32 15.60 0.42 33.33

17–21 44 17.13 21.00 19.59 1.04 54.55 17–21 31 18.09 20.94 19.53 0.76 41.94

21–40 134 21.11 37.36 25.84 4.04 56.72 21–40 68 21.08 38.25 24.92 4.05 45.59

40–60 33 40.30 59.66 51.15 5.87 60.61 40–60 30 45.36 59.66 53.04 3.76 76.67

60–73 39 60.05 72.41 64.13 3.45 74.36 60–73 14 58.83 70.12 62.37 2.55 64.29

Total 557 54.56 Total 213 54.75

Participants were divided into 9 age groups. The number of participants and percentage of female participants is reported along with age statistics (mean, standard

deviation, youngest age in group, and oldest age in group).
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Table 2 | Musician definition by study.

Study Age range/mean

age (years)

Musician definition

Type Description Mean (years) Age onset

(years)

Strait et al., 2013a,b 3–5 Instrumentalists 12 mo consistent practice, weekly
lessons

Strait et al., 2013a 7–13 Instrumentalists 3+ yrs consistent practice,
weekly lessons

≤6

Strait et al., 2012b 7–13 Instrumentalists Currently undergoing private
training, consistently practiced for
4+ yrs (>20 min 5 days+/week)

≤5

Unpublished 14–17 Instrumentalists 3+ years of music practice ≤12

Strait et al., 2013a 18–30 Instrumentalists Continuously practicing with no
major gaps, practiced at least
3×/week for 1 h+, received
weekly lessons

16.7 ± 3.5 ≤7

Wong et al., 2007 18–30 Instrumentalists 6+ yrs continuous training 10.7 ≤6

Musacchia et al., 2007 25.6 ± 4.1 Instrumentalists 10+ yrs of musical experience,
practiced 3×+/week for 4+ h
during the last 10 yrs

≤5

Strait et al., 2009a 19–35 Instrumentalists 2 groups: (1) MusAGE = onset by
age 7, (2) MusYRS = 10+ yrs of
consistent practice

Parbery-Clark et al., 2009a 19–30 Instrumentalists 10+ yrs continuous practice ≤7

Lee et al., 2009 25.8 Instrumentalists,
vocalists

10+ yrs continuous practice ≤7

Marmel et al., 2011 23.2 ± 4.2 Instrumentalists 11+ yrs continuous contemporary
music practice

14.9 ± 5.5 5.7 ± 2

Skoe and Kraus, 2012 18–31 Instrumentalists 6+ yrs music lessons 8.67 ± 1.88

Strait et al., 2012a 18–35 Instrumentalists 10+ yrs continuous practice
leading up to testing time

Parbery-Clark et al., 2012a 18–65 Instrumentalists Consistently engaged in musical
activities a min of 3×/week
“throughout their life”

49 ≤9

Unpublished 18–40 Instrumentalists,
vocalists

6+ yrs music practice

Parbery-Clark et al., 2012b 45–65 Instrumentalists Consistently engaged in musical
activities min 3×/week
“throughout their life”

49 ≤9

Age range and musician definition as reported for each respective study.

typically-developing populations, with the latency and FFR mea-
sures displaying a different developmental pattern than the
response consistency and non-stimulus activity measures, which
have similar but not identical developmental profiles (Skoe

et al., 2013). The developmental trajectory for the latency and
amplitude measures exhibits a transitory apex during school-
age years that briefly overshoots the adult pattern, whereas
the other two measures have a more symmetrical, broader
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FIGURE 2 | Illustration of response consistency measure. To gauge the
repeatability of the response over the course of the recording, two
subaverages were collected and correlated. Correlations were performed
over the FFR (19.5–42.2 ms, gray box).

trajectory with a more prolonged apex that extends from pre-
adolescence into adulthood and lacks an overshoot period
(Skoe et al., 2013).

PEAK LATENCY
The response is characterized by 6 peaks, which are highly repeat-
able within and across participants (Russo et al., 2004; Song et al.,
2011). These peaks are referred to as V, A, D, E, F, and O (Figure 1,
top). Peak identification was confirmed by a team of experienced
observers. Peaks that were not repeatable or did not exceed the
noise floor were excluded from the analysis.

FREQUENCY-FOLLOWING RESPONSE (FFR) AMPLITUDE
The FFR (19.5–44.2 ms) reflects neural discharges that are phase-
locked to the F0 and its harmonics (Moushegian et al., 1973; Skoe
and Kraus, 2010). To derive measures of phase-locking at dif-
ferent frequencies, the response was converted to the frequency
domain by applying a fast Fourier transform (with zero padding)
to the FFR of each participant, after first applying a Hanning
ramp. The resultant response spectrum was averaged over three
frequency bins: 75–175 Hz (“low”), 175–750 Hz (“mid”), and
750–1050 Hz (“high”) (Figure 1, bottom). The bins were deter-
mined based on the acoustic features of the stimulus. The low
bin encapsulates the F0 of the stimulus, the mid bin encapsulates
F1, and the high bin encapsulates harmonics above the F1 that
are still within the phase-locking limits of the rostral brainstem
(Langner and Schreiner, 1988). The lower and upper boundaries
of the analysis bins were set based on visual examination of the
morphology of the response spectrum to ensure that the spec-
tral peaks corresponding to the F0 and F1 were fully captured in
the bin.

RESPONSE CONSISTENCY
To determine how consistent the FFR was over the course of the
recording, we correlated the subaverages using a Pearson product-
moment correlation calculation (Figure 2). Values were Fisher

transformed to increase the normality of the data prior to analysis
(Hornickel and Kraus, 2013).

NON-STIMULUS ACTIVITY
The magnitude of the response in the absence of stimulation
was measured by calculating the root-mean-square amplitude
of the averaged response to the 15 ms interval preceding the
presentation of each stimulus.

STATISTICAL ANALYSES
To determine how enriched auditory experience affects the devel-
opmental trajectory, we conducted an 8 × 2 ANCOVA in SPSS
(version 21, IBM) using age group (8 levels) and musician groups
(2 levels) as the independent variables for each dependent mea-
sure, and covarying for the sex of the participant. For the latency
measurements, we also covaried for the click-ABR peak V latency
to factor out potential underlying differences in peripheral audi-
tory function between groups (Hood, 1998). F and p-statistics
are reported, along with the Eta squared, the estimated effect
size (η2). Following Cohen’s conventions (Cohen, 1988), an effect
size between 0.01 and 0.059 is considered small, between 0.059
and 0.138 is medium, and ≥0.138 is large.

As a planned follow-up analysis, we examined whether the
extent of the functional overshoot was larger in musicians com-
pared to the general population. We operationally define over-
shoot to be a point on the developmental trajectory that exceeds
the steady-state/stabilization point of the trajectory. To character-
ize the overshoot, we compared the 5–14 year olds to the young
adults, an age range of presumed developmental maturity where
the developmental trajectory is relatively stable. By comparing
pediatric and adult brains, we adopt a similar approach to the
landmark work by Huttenlocher and Dabholkar (1997) who stud-
ied synaptic overshoot by examining pediatric and adult human
brains post mortem (Huttenlocher and Dabholkar, 1997). For
this analysis, we combined the 5–8 and 8–14 year-old groups into
a single group for because the 5–14 range appeared to represent a
general period of overshoot across the various measures that we
examined.

RESULTS
EFFECT OF MUSICIANSHIP ON THE DEVELOPMENTAL TRAJECTORY
Musicians were found to differ from the general populations
for peak V latency [F(1, 721) = 4.469, p = 0.035, η2 = 0.006],
high-frequency phase-locking [F(1, 728) = 8.445, p = 0.004, η2 =
0.011] and response consistency [F(1, 728) = 10.742, p = 0.001,
η2 = 0.015]. The main effect of group was trending for E and
F latency as was the interaction between age and group for the
high-frequency phase-locking measure. No other main effects of
group, or group × age interactions were found, (see Table 3 for
statistics, Figures 3–5).

EFFECT OF MUSICIANSHIP ON THE DEVELOPMENTAL OVERSHOOT
The developmental profile for the latency and FFR amplitude
measures is characterized by a period of overshoot during child-
hood (occurring within the 5–14 year-old window), when the
developmental trajectory briefly surpasses the adult value, as
reflected by earlier latencies and larger amplitudes for children of
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Table 3 | Summary statistics.

Main effect of Main effect of Age × group

age musician group interaction

F p F p F p

PEAK LATENCY

Click V 34.778 <0.001 1.320 0.251 1.311 0.242

V 2.627 0.011 4.469 0.035 1.052 0.393

A 1.104 0.359 0.657 0.418 1.209 0.295

D 5.711 <0.001 2.318 0.128 0.774 0.609

E 3.481 0.001 2.913 0.088 1.214 0.293

F 2.272 0.027 3.100 0.079 0.659 0.707

O 5.181 <0.001 1.232 0.267 1466 0.176

AMPLITUDE

Low-frequency 8.540 <0.001 1.708 0.192 0.232 0.978

Mid-frequency 10.524 <0.001 2.158 0.142 0.654 0.711

High-frequency 22.074 <0.001 8.445 0.004 1.956 0.059

Response

consistency

11.230 <0.001 10.742 0.001 1.013 0.421

Non-Stimulus

activity

4.719 <0.001 0.202 0.653 0.786 0.599

Omnibus F and p statistics are reported for each independent measure. P-values

<0.1 appear in gray. In addition to the 6 peaks of the cABR, results are reported

for peak V latency of the click-evoked ABR. The lack of musicianship effects for

the click-evoked ABR reinforces that the effects of musicianship on peak V of the

cABR are not driven by subclinical differences in peripheral audiometric function.

this age compared to the adults (Figures 3–5). The overshoot is
observed in musicians and the general population, however, the
extent of the overshoot is greater for the musicians for peak V
latency and high-frequency phase-locking when comparing the
5–14 year olds to the 21–40 year olds [age × group interaction:
F(1, 330) = 5.27, p = 0.02, η2 = 0.016; F(1, 33) = 3.23, p = 0.05,
η2 = 0.011, respectively] (Figure 6). For the response consistency
measure, the general population shows a u-shaped trajectory,
with a prolonged (flat) apex and no overshoot. In contrast,
musicians have a less symmetric trajectory for this measure that
crests around age 8. Thus, whereas the trajectory is relatively
flat for the general population between the child and adult val-
ues, musicians show a distinctive developmental pattern in which
the musically-trained children have more consistent responses
than musically-trained adults. [F(1, 330) = 8.53, p < 0.005, η2 =
0.025] (Figure 6).

DISCUSSION
Auditory development can be experimentally controlled via
deprivation or pharmacological manipulation, leading to the
extension, delay, or re-opening of plasticity (Hensch, 2003;
McLaughlin et al., 2010; Zhou et al., 2011). This raises the ques-
tion of whether experiences incurred in the natural world can
likewise alter the developmental timeline of the auditory sys-
tem and manipulate sensitive windows in development (Shahin
et al., 2004; Jolles and Crone, 2012). We examined this ques-
tion by studying the interaction between experience-dependent
plasticity and developmental plasticity, using musicians as a
model of enriched auditory experience. We aimed to understand

(1) which aspects of auditory brainstem development can be
altered by musical training and (2) whether there might be win-
dows in life when the effects of enriched experience are most
pronounced. We theorized that the potential for experience-
dependent plasticity exists throughout life but that experience-
dependent processes will “ride” on top of developmental pro-
cesses resulting in a waxing and waning of experience-dependent
plasticity that is constrained by the undulating developmental
baseline for each subcomponent of the cABR. Based on pre-
vious reports, we also predicted that musical training would
not affect all components of the response equally (reviewed
in Kraus and Chandrasekaran, 2010; Kraus et al., 2012; Strait
and Kraus, 2013). Consistent with our predictions, we observed
differences between musicians and the general population for
response latency, high-frequency phase-locking, and response
consistency—three aspects of the cABR previously shown to
be enhanced in musicians (Musacchia et al., 2007; Parbery-
Clark et al., 2009a, 2012a,b; Strait et al., 2012b, 2013a,b). Across
these different subcomponents of the response, the effect of
musicianship appears most evident for younger and older age
groups, with minimal differences for the adolescents and young
adults (<40 years old). We also observe different developmental
peaks and valleys for each component of the musician signature
(onset latency, high-frequency phase-locking, response consis-
tency), which lends support to the idea that musician advantages
emerge in stages (Strait and Kraus, 2013).

MUSIC EXPERIENCE MAXIMIZES FUNCTION DURING SENSITIVE
PERIODS IN DEVELOPMENT
The auditory brainstem undergoes at least two different
developmental trajectories (Skoe et al., 2013). In the gen-
eral population, latency and frequency-following components
of the cABR have a similar developmental timeline that
is marked by a transient period of functional overshoot.
Response consistency and non-stimulus activity, on the other
hand, exhibit a different developmental timeline that has a
more prolonged apex and no overshoot. The current study
allowed us to examine whether auditory enrichment, in the
form of extensive musical training, alters these developmental
profiles.

We find that the general morphology of the latency and
frequency-following amplitude developmental trajectories is
largely similar between musicians and the general population.
In line with the theory that musical-training is constrained by
developmental trajectories (Trainor, 2005), this findings suggests
that musical training does not speed up or radically alter
the shape of the developmental profile for the latency and
amplitudes measures. Notably, however, while musical training
does not change the timeline over which these developmen-
tal processes unfold, musical training does appear to inter-
act with these developmental processes. In the case of peak
V latency and high-frequency phase-locking, the expression of
experience-dependent plasticity is greatest during the period
of overshoot. Specifically we found that the functional over-
shoot is more prominent in musicians for these latency and
phase-locking measures, resulting in a bigger difference between
the 5–14 year olds (i.e., the height of the overshoot in the
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FIGURE 3 | Age-dependent changes in latency for the six characteristic

peaks of the cABR plotted for the musicians (red) and general

population (black). Error bars represent one standard error of the mean
(mean + 1 S.E. for the general population and mean − 1 S.E. for the
musicians). The value reported on the x-axis represents the youngest age for
each group, e.g., 5 represents 5–8 and 8 represents 8–14. The infant group
was not factored into the analysis but is plotted here for reference. Across all
peaks, the minimum latency occurs around age 8, after this point the

latencies progressively delay. We refer to this dip in the latency trajectory as
the overshoot; we adopt this term because the latency trajectory
approximates the adult value around age 2 and then continues to get earlier
for a few years, after which it “returns” to the adult value. For these six
peaks, the largest latency differences between the musicians and the general
population occur in childhood around the period of the overshoot. Similar
patterns are observed across all peaks (except peak A), although only peak V
is statistically significant (p = 0.035), with E and F showing trending effects.

general population) and the young adults in the musicians
compared to the general population. We take this as evidence
that experience-dependent plasticity is maximized during high
points in development when neural resources are in abundance
and the auditory system is undergoing a sensitive period for these
measures.

For response consistency, the morphology of the musician
trajectory is, however, rather different from that of the gen-
eral population. The most notable difference being that the

musician trajectory contains an overshoot whereas the general
population has a more symmetric profile. Within this quali-
tatively different looking trajectory, musicians appear to reach
developmental high points earlier than the general popula-
tion, perhaps suggestive of more rapid development of this
aspect of the cABR in musicians. The effect can be seen most
clearly for the 2–5 year-old musicians whose response con-
sistency is higher than the 5–8 year olds from the general
population.
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FIGURE 4 | Developmental trajectories for the low-, mid-, and

high-frequency components of the frequency-following response of the

cABR are plotted for the musicians (red) and general population (black).

Error bars represent one standard error of the mean (mean − 1 S.E. for the
general population and mean + 1 S.E. for the musicians). The value reported
on the x-axis represents the youngest age for each group, e.g., 5 represents
5–8 and 8 represents 8–14. The infant group was not factored into the analysis
but is plotted here for reference. In all three frequency bands, the response
amplitude peaks during early school age years, (i.e., the 5–8 and 8–14 age
ranges). A main effect of group was found for the high-frequency region of the
response (p < 0.014), with the largest differences between the musicians
and general population appearing during childhood when the developmental
trajectory is cresting. Similar patterns are observed for the other frequency
ranges although the statistics are not significant.

Taken together, in musicians we find that experience-
dependent plasticity and developmental processes interact but
that the nature of the interaction is different for different sub-
components of the musician signature. In the case of peak
V and high-frequency phase-locking, the developmental curves

FIGURE 5 | Developmental trajectories for the measures of response

consistency (top) and non-stimulus activity (bottom) of the cABR

plotted for the musicians (red) and general population (black). Error
bars represent one standard error of the mean (mean − 1 S.E. for the
general population and mean + 1 S.E. for the musicians). The value
reported on the x-axis represents the youngest age for each group.
Musicians show a distinct trajectory for the response consistency measure
(p = 0.002) with the differences being most pronounced on the tail ends of
the trajectory when the developmental trajectory is most in flux. The
groups were matched on the measure of non-stimulus activity.

are similar in shape between the musicians and general pop-
ulation, but the musician curve has a more pronounced over-
shoot. Thus, for these measures, it appears that developmental
processes put constraints on how much of an effect the envi-
ronment can have at each point along the trajectory with a
“soft spot” occurring around the period of overshoot, where
the effects of musicianship are most amplified. Because the
overshoot is not unique to the musician group, we argue that
musical training is not triggering the overshoot or controlling
the timing of the sensitive period for these subcomponents of
auditory brainstem activity. In contrast, for the response con-
sistency measure, musical training seems to change the shape
of the developmental trajectory, leading to a period of over-
shoot that is not evident in the general population. This finding
suggests that the environment can trigger changes in developmen-
tal processes that underlie the consistency of the response, but
that the time points at which this can occur is developmentally
constrained.
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FIGURE 6 | Musicians (red) display greater developmental overshoot

than the general population (black). This effect is present for the latency
of peak V (top), the amplitude of the high-frequency region of the
frequency-following response (middle), and response consistency
(bottom). Comparisons are made between the 5–14 year-old group and the
21–40 year-old groups. For all three measures, the difference between the
child and adult values is greater in the musicians than in the general public.
Error bars represent +/− one standard error of the mean.

NEURAL MECHANISMS: CHANGES IN SYNAPTIC DENSITY RESULTING
FROM ACTIVE ENGAGEMENT WITH AN ENRICHED ENVIRONMENT
Developmental overshoot is thought to reflect a time of neu-
ral abundance in which synaptic density is heightened. In the

auditory cortex, Kral and colleagues have recently demonstrated
that experience-dependent cortical plasticity is increased when
auditory experience, which in their case was cochlear implanta-
tion, coincides with the point when synpatic overshoot is at its
developmental peak (Kral et al., 2013). Analogous to this, our
findings suggest that music-related plasticity is heightened during
the functional overshoot or in the case of the response consistency
measure that musical training triggers an overshoot. We inter-
prets this to mean that enriched auditory experience, in the form
of musical training, amplifies neural proliferation in the auditory
brainstem [for a related account see (Green et al., 2006)], man-
ifesting in decreased cABR latencies, increased high-frequency
amplitudes and increased response consistency relative to the gen-
eral population during this time period. This early amassing of
neural resources, which appears to only be temporary, may pro-
tect the nervous system later in life when aging-related processes
set in and potentially lead the aging auditory system to operate
as if it were biologically younger (e.g., earlier, more robust, and
more consistent responses) (Luk et al., 2011; Zendel and Alain,
2011; Parbery-Clark et al., 2012a).

Research from developing and congenitally deaf animals sug-
gests that overshoot in the auditory cortex emerges independent
of auditory experience and that the mechanisms leading to the
rise, overshoot, and fall of synaptic density are biologically pre-
programmed (Kral and Sharma, 2012). We speculate that many
of the same general developmental principles hold for the audi-
tory brainstem and auditory cortex, while at the same time
acknowledging potential differences between brainstem and cor-
tical development. For example, based on their work with inborn
deaf populations, Tillein et al. (2012) have argued that there is
no sensitive period in auditory brainstem development (Tillein
et al., 2012). In deaf populations, the auditory brainstem (unlike
the auditory cortex) remains in a state of arrested development
until input is provided after which auditory brainstem devel-
opment proceeds along a similar trajectory relative to hearing
populations no matter when implantation occurs, with the devel-
opmental trajectory being driven by “age in sound” instead of
biological age (Gordon et al., 2011; Tillein et al., 2012). So while
the auditory brainstem has the potential for normal develop-
ment even if initially completely deprived of auditory input, once
auditory input is provided, as is the case for the auditory cor-
tex, developmental processes will ultimately depend on the nature
and quality of that input (whether it be enriched or impover-
ished) (Moore, 2002; Gordon et al., 2011) as well as how the
individual interacts with that input (Kuhl, 2003; Engineer et al.,
2004; Kraus and Chandrasekaran, 2010). In addition to receiv-
ing an enriched soundscape that supports active and passive
music listening, musicians interact with sound in many diverse
ways. We believe that it is through the combination of physi-
cally producing music, receiving mutlisensory feedback during
musical performance, and engaging with music in socially- and
emotionally-engaging ways that music is able to affect audi-
tory development and transform how sound is processed by
the brain.

ARE THESE EFFECTS SPECIFIC TO MUSICAL TRAINING?
The functional overshoot for onset latency and high-frequency
phase-locking is maximized in musicians. This combined
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with evidence that musicians exhibit a functional over-
shoot for response consistency but the general population
does not, raises the question of whether we have discov-
ered a sensitive window for musical training in the audi-
tory brainstem? From our perspective, the answer is both yes
and no.

We show here that musical training affects specific compo-
nents of the cABR, which reinforces the concept that musical
training produces a selective enhancement and not an over-
all gain across all components of the cABR. While the specific
pattern of enhancements may be unique to musical training,
we view functional overshoot as a general property of auditory
brainstem development with the time window of the overshoot
representing a period of great sensitivity in auditory brainstem
development that is not specific to musical training. Thus, the
fact that we observed a rather circumscribed effect of musi-
cianship that was limited to a small set of measures does not
necessarily mean that the other cABR measures are insensi-
tive to enriched experience or that they lack a sensitive period.
Instead we expect that auditory experience of any form, whether
it be musical or linguistic, enriched or impoverished, would have
an especially pronounced effect during times of developmental
change but that different types of auditory experiences might
have unique manifestations (reviewed in: Krishnan and Gandour,
2009; Kraus and Chandrasekaran, 2010; Kraus et al., 2012; Strait
and Kraus, 2013). For example, musicians have a unique neural
signature that can be distinguished from bilinguals (reviewed in
Kraus and Nicol, 2014). As we have demonstrated here, musi-
cians tend to have earlier brainstem responses and more robust
amplitudes, especially at the high-frequency end of the response
spectrum. Boosts in high-frequency phase-locking may reflect
a musician’s extensive experience with musical timbre, a per-
ceptual feature of sound that is driven (at least in part) by the
spectral shape of the harmonics. In contrast, when presented
with the exact same stimulus, bilinguals show increased low-
frequency phase-locking but no timing enhancements. Increased
low-frequency phaselocking may be the outcome of heightened
attention to the fundamental frequency, a vocal feature that
changes when a bilingual speaker switches languages (Altenberg
and Ferrand, 2006; Krizman et al., 2012a). Because bilingual-
ism appears to boost phase-locking to low-frequencies in the
cABR but not high-frequencies (Krizman et al., 2012a), we pre-
dict that bilinguals will show a distinct developmental trajectory
for low-frequency encoding in the auditory brainstem compared
to monolinguals.

Thus, we theorize that each cABR subcomponent has the
potential to change with auditory experience. We hope to
use the current work as a canvas for examining the develop-
mental trajectory of other populations, including bilinguals, to
gain a deeper understanding of how developmental processes
within the auditory brainstem are influenced by specific auditory
experiences.

FUNCTIONAL SIGNIFICANCE
Music imparts a specific neural signature on the auditory brain-
stem. But what is the functional significance of this neural

rewiring? For this large dataset, we are not in a position to directly
answer this due to the lack of a common behavioral index that
can be compared between groups or across ages. There are sev-
eral reasons for this, with the first being that there is no single
behavioral test of perceptual or cognitive function that can be
applied to all age groups, from toddlers to older adults. This is
in contrast to cABRs, where the exact same testing protocol can
be used at all developmental stages. Second, these data were col-
lected over the course of nearly a decade as part of smaller studies
where the battery of tests was not entirely overlapping. So, even
within an age group we do not have the same behavioral index
on all subjects. That said, based on our specific pattern of results
and the close mapping between stimulus and the response that
characterizes the cABR, we are in a position to speculate on the
behavioral significance of our findings. Of the various response
peaks, peak V was the most different between the two groups.
This peak, which signifies the neural response to the onset of
sound, is driven by the initial high-frequency burst of the stop
consonant of the stimulus. Earlier onset latencies and more robust
high-frequency phase-locking are both indicators of greater neu-
ral synchrony in musicians. The combination of earlier latencies
and greater high-frequency phaselocking also suggests that musi-
cians might be especially sensitive to the high-frequency, timbral
components of the stimulus. This boosting of the higher har-
monics, we conjecture, may provide an alternative mechanism
for capturing the fundamental frequency of the stimulus given
that the harmonics, by definition, are integer multiples of the
fundamental.

We also know from previous studies that musicians out-
perform non-musician peers on a variety of behavioral tasks,
including auditory working memory (Parbery-Clark et al., 2009a,
2011a), auditory attention (Strait et al., 2010), and perceiv-
ing speech in noise (Parbery-Clark et al., 2009a, 2011a), and
that these behavioral advantages correlate with earlier latencies,
larger high-frequency responses, and more consistent responses
(Parbery-Clark et al., 2009a, 2012b; Kraus et al., 2012). To
help further build the case that the neurophysiological dif-
ferences we observe have functional consequences, our previ-
ous work has established that this same set of neural mea-
surements is compromised in children with dyslexia (Wible
et al., 2004; Banai et al., 2009; Hornickel et al., 2012). Taken
together with our larger body of research, our pattern of find-
ings therefore underscores the idea that the biological pro-
cesses important for language and cognition are strength-
ened by musical experience (Patel, 2011; Strait and Kraus,
2011).

DOES MORE EXPERIENCE TRANSLATE INTO MORE PLASTICITY?
A large majority of our participants were “early musicians”
(Penhune et al., 2005) who began music instruction before
age 7 and continued to play for many years thereafter. Due
to the small sampling of “late musicians” we are unfortu-
nately not in a position to disentangle the effects of when
musical training started from how long it lasted; however,
given that most of the participants began training around
the same age, our dataset can provide insight into how the
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developmental trajectory changes as more and more experience is
accrued.

There are numerous examples indicating that increasing expe-
rience accentuates brainstem plasticity (Wong et al., 2007; Strait
et al., 2009a; Parbery-Clark et al., 2011b); however, in our cross-
sectional survey spanning nearly 8 decades, we find that the
musician trajectory does not diverge further from the general
population as experience mounts. Instead our findings indicate
that musical experience is associated with an initial boost in audi-
tory brainstem function during the first few years of practice,
and that additional experience brings about a state of equi-
librium in which the differences between musicians and the
general population appear diminished when the developmen-
tal trajectory stabilizes but then re-emerge later in life when
the developmental baseline begins to change. This finding is
consistent with evidence that auditory-related plasticity emerges
early during learning but “renormalizes” with additional train-
ing (Reed et al., 2011) Another, not mutually exclusive inter-
pretation, is that musical training leads the auditory system to
operate at its maximal biological capacity at each point in life,
allowing the individual to achieve his/her genetic potential for
a particular stimulus (Jolles and Crone, 2012). However, once
the biological ceiling is met, additional plasticity cannot occur,
even if more experience is amassed, unless, for example, there
is a change in the underlying biology such as occurs through
natural aging.

WHEN DOES EXPERIENCE-DEPENDENT BRAINSTEM PLASTICITY
FIRST EMERGE?
Although experience-dependent plasticity may be maximized
during the period of overshoot, our data suggest that experience-
dependent plasticity is not limited to this time period.
Experience-dependent brainstem plasticity is apparent in the 2–5
year olds, the youngest group of musicians we sampled, as well as
the 60–73 year olds, the oldest group of musicians we sampled,
with the caveat, however, that we cannot entirely rule out inher-
ent, “baseline” differences between the musicians in our sample
and those in the general population. But if our theory holds
and experience-dependent effects undulate with age-dependent
effects, then given the rapid developmental changes that occur
prior to age 2, we predict that music-dependent plasticity could
emerge earlier in the rare individuals who begin participating
in musical activities before age 2. In the future, we hope to
explore this prediction and to also study more generally how
early auditory experiences including formal and informal lan-
guage and music activities (Fava et al., 2011; Trainor et al., 2012;
Putkinen et al., 2013) affect auditory brainstem development,
interact with the neural mechanisms that give rise to sensitive
periods, and lead to changes in auditory proclivities that affect
auditory function later in life (McMahon et al., 2012; Yang et al.,
2012).

COMPARISONS, CAVEATS, AND GENERALIZATIONS
This study was performed retrospectively on an existing dataset.
While this gave us the benefits of a large dataset, and allowed us
to examine the effect of musicianship across nearly 8 decades,

the retrospective nature also placed limitations on the study. For
example, compared with our previous studies, the groups of par-
ticipants being considered here are more of a “mixed-bag.” To
create the musician group, we carefully combed through our
data pool to identify individuals with extensive musical training;
however, due to the difficulty of establishing a single “musician”
definition that applies to all ages, our musician group is not
as precisely-defined as our previous work. For the general pop-
ulation, we also left in individuals with a nominal amount of
musical training (<5 years). We took this approach because we
wanted to understand how the developmental trajectory man-
ifests under “normal” conditions; given that many individuals
in the United States have had some small amount of musical
training in school, an individual with zero years of music is in
fact quite rare (Steinel, 1990), at least in Middle Class and more
privileged populations. So, due to how we created this group,
we leave open the possibility that the general population could
be displaying a lingering effect of past musical experience (Skoe
and Kraus, 2012). We acknowledge that the “muddy” nature of
the general population, combined with the uneven number of
individuals per group, the greater number of females in the musi-
cian group, and the use of a short consonant-vowel stimulus,
are all caveats that may have diminished group differences and
dampened group by age interactions that appear upon visual
inspection of the data (Figures 3–5) but do not emerge in the
statistics. For example, in Figure 3, peaks E and F appear dif-
ferent between the two groups, but are only teetering on the
verge of being statistically different (p < 0.1). This leads us to
predict that with more homogenous populations, including uni-
form group definitions, more extensive latency effects would
emerge.

Now turning to the question of whether our findings can gen-
eralize to other stimuli. With our short speech syllable, we are
able to quickly (20-min paradigm) tap into developmental and
experience-dependent processes that are common to speech and
music processing. While the pattern of findings is expected to be
largely similar regardless of the stimulus, greater effect sizes are
anticipated for longer, more complex stimuli (Wong et al., 2007;
Strait et al., 2009a), especially when those stimuli are presented
in background noise (Parbery-Clark et al., 2009a). The diminish-
ment of neurophysiological differences for the adult participants,
we believe, can largely be explained by the stimulus. In young
adults, we have previously observed neurophysiological differ-
ences between musicians and non-musicians for a similar, albeit
longer, “da” speech stimulus, but only when that stimulus was
masked by noise, not when it was presented alone (Parbery-Clark
et al., 2009a). In contrast, for younger and older populations,
musician effects have been seen in both noisy and “quiet” con-
ditions (Parbery-Clark et al., 2012b; Strait et al., 2012b, 2013b).
Thus, we treat the apparent lack neurophysiological differences
between musicians and the general population during adulthood
as being reflective of the specific qualities of our stimulus and not
as indicative of a lack of behavioral or other neurophysiological
differences.

All caveats aside, the fact that we observed even modest dif-
ferences between the musically-trained and general populations
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for a stimulus where musician effects have not previously been
reported, we believe makes our findings all the more striking.

SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS
This study examined the interaction between auditory develop-
ment and enriched auditory experience. Our findings suggest that
musical training can intensify neural function during sensitive
periods in auditory brainstem development leading to enhance-
ments for specific subcomponents of the cABR and not an overall
boost in activity.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
We thank all of the members of the Auditory Neuroscience
Laboratory, past and present, who helped in data collection and
analysis. In addition we extend our thanks to Jennifer Krizman,
Adam Tierney, Jessica Slater, Samira Anderson, Emily Spitzer, and
Trent Nicol for their invaluable input on a previous version of
this manuscript. This work was supported by the Northwestern
University Knowles Hearing Center, The Mather’s Foundation,
NIH R01RO1 DC10016, NIH R01 DC01510, R01 HD069414,
NSF 0921275, NSF 1057566, and NSF 1015614.

REFERENCES
Altenberg, E. P., and Ferrand, C. T.

(2006). Fundamental frequency
in monolingual English, bilingual
English/Russian, and bilingual
English/Cantonese young adult
women. J. Voice 20, 89–96. doi:
10.1016/j.jvoice.2005.01.005

Bajo, V. M., and King, A. J. (2012).
Cortical modulation of audi-
tory processing in the midbrain.
Front. Neural Circuits 6:114. doi:
10.3389/fncir.2012.00114

Banai, K., Hornickel, J., Skoe, E.,
Nicol, T., Zecker, S., and Kraus,
N. (2009). Reading and subcorti-
cal auditory function. Cereb. Cortex
19, 2699–2707. doi: 10.1093/cer-
cor/bhp024

Bengtsson, S. L., Nagy, Z., Skare, S.,
Forsman, L., Forssberg, H., and
Ullen, F. (2005). Extensive piano
practicing has regionally specific
effects on white matter develop-
ment. Nat. Neurosci. 8, 1148–1150.
doi: 10.1038/nn1516

Besson, M., Chobert, J., and Marie,
C. (2011). Transfer of training
between music and speech: com-
mon processing, attention, and
memory. Front. Psychol. 2:94. doi:
10.3389/fpsyg.2011.00094

Bidelman, G. M., Gandour, J. T., and
Krishnan, A. (2011). Musicians
demonstrate experience-dependent
brainstem enhancement of
musical scale features within
continuously gliding pitch.
Neurosci. Lett. 503, 203–207.
doi: 10.1016/j.neulet.2011.08.036

Chandrasekaran, B., and Kraus, N.
(2010). The scalp-recorded brain-
stem response to speech: neural ori-
gins and plasticity. Psychophysiology
47, 236–246. doi: 10.1111/j.1469-
8986.2009.00928.x

Cohen, J. (1988). Statistical Power
Analysis for the Behavioral Sciences.
Hillsdale, NJ: L. Erlbaum Associates.

Engineer, N. D., Percaccio, C. R.,
Pandya, P. K., Moucha, R.,
Rathbun, D. L., and Kilgard,
M. P. (2004). Environmental
enrichment improves response
strength, threshold, selectivity, and

latency of auditory cortex neurons.
J. Neurophysiol. 92, 73–82. doi:
10.1152/jn.00059.2004

Fava, E., Hull, R., and Bortfeld, H.
(2011). Linking behavioral and
neurophysiological indicators
of perceptual tuning to lan-
guage. Front. Psychol. 2:174. doi:
10.3389/fpsyg.2011.00174

Galbraith, G. C. (2008). Deficient
brainstem encoding in autism. Clin.
Neurophysiol. 119, 1697–1700. doi:
10.1016/j.clinph.2008.04.012

Gordon, K. A., Wong, D. D., Valero,
J., Jewell, S. F., Yoo, P., and
Papsin, B. C. (2011). Use it or
lose it? Lessons learned from the
developing brains of children
who are deaf and use cochlear
implants to hear. Brain Topogr. 24,
204–219. doi: 10.1007/s10548-011-
0181-2

Green, D. W., Crinion, J., and Price,
C. J. (2006). Convergence, degen-
eracy and control. Lang. Learn.
56, 99–125. doi: 10.1111/j.1467-
9922.2006.00357.x

Hairston, W. D., Letowski, T. R., and
McDowell, K. (2013). Task-related
suppression of the brainstem fre-
quency following response. PLoS
ONE 8:e55215. doi: 10.1371/jour-
nal.pone.0055215

Hall, J. W. (2007). New Handbook of
Auditory Evoked Responses. Boston,
MA: Allyn and Bacon.

Hensch, T. K. (2003). Controlling
the critical period. Neurosci. Res.
47, 17–22. doi: 10.1016/S0168-
0102(03)00164-0

Hood, L. J. (1998). Clinical Applications
of the Auditory Brainstem Response.
San Diego, CA: Singular Pub.
Group.

Hornickel, J., Anderson, S., Skoe, E.,
Yi, H. G., and Kraus, N. (2012).
Subcortical representation of speech
fine structure relates to reading
ability. Neuroreport 23, 6–9. doi:
10.1097/WNR.0b013e32834d2ffd

Hornickel, J., and Kraus, N. (2013).
Unstable representation of sound:
a biological marker of dyslexia.
J. Neurosci. 33, 3500–3504. doi:
10.1523/JNEUROSCI.4205-12.2013

Huttenlocher, P. R., and Dabholkar,
A. S. (1997). Regional differences
in synaptogenesis in human cere-
bral cortex. J. Comp. Neurol. 387,
167–178. doi: 10.1002/(SICI)1096-
9861(19971020)387:2<167::AID-C
NE1>3.0.CO;2-Z

Jeng, F. C., Hu, J., Dickman, B.,
Montgomery-Reagan, K., Tong,
M., Wu, G., et al. (2011).
Cross-linguistic comparison of
frequency-following responses
to voice pitch in American and
Chinese neonates and adults. Ear
Hear. 32, 699–707. doi: 10.1097/
AUD.0b013e31821cc0df

Johnson, K. L., Nicol, T., Zecker, S. G.,
Bradlow, A. R., Skoe, E., and Kraus,
N. (2008a). Brainstem encoding
of voiced consonant–vowel stop
syllables. Clin. Neurophysiol. 119,
2623–2635. doi: 10.1016/j.clinph.
2008.07.277

Johnson, K. L., Nicol, T., Zecker,
S. G., and Kraus, N. (2008b).
Developmental plasticity in the
human auditory brainstem.
J. Neurosci. 28, 4000–4007. doi:
10.1523/JNEUROSCI.0012-08.2008

Jolles, D. D., and Crone, E. A. (2012).
Training the developing brain: a
neurocognitive perspective. Front.
Hum. Neurosci. 6:76. doi: 10.3389/
fnhum.2012.00076

Klatt, D. (1976). Software for cas-
cade/parallel formant synthesizer.
J. Acoust. Soc. Am. 67, 971–975.

Knudsen, E. I. (2004). Sensitive
periods in the development of
the brain and behavior. J. Cogn.
Neurosci. 16, 1412–1425. doi:
10.1162/0898929042304796

Kral, A., and Eggermont, J. J. (2007).
What’s to lose and what’s to learn:
development under auditory
deprivation, cochlear implants
and limits of cortical plasticity.
Brain Res. Rev. 56, 259–269. doi:
10.1016/j.brainresrev.2007.07.021

Kral, A., Hubka, P., Heid, S., and
Tillein, J. (2013). Single-sided deaf-
ness leads to unilateral aural pref-
erence within an early sensitive
period. Brain 136, 180–193. doi:
10.1093/brain/aws305

Kral, A., and Sharma, A. (2012).
Developmental neuroplasticity
after cochlear implantation. Trends
Neurosci. 35, 111–122. doi: 10.1016/
j.tins.2011.09.004

Kraus, N., and Chandrasekaran, B.
(2010). Music training for the devel-
opment of auditory skills. Nat.
Rev. Neurosci. 11, 599–605. doi:
10.1038/nrn2882

Kraus, N., and Nicol, T. (2014).
“The cognitive auditory sys-
tem,” in Perspectives on Auditory
Research of Springer Handbook of
Auditory Research, Vol. 50, eds R.
Fay and A. Popper (Heidelberg,
Springer-Verlag).

Kraus, N., Strait, D. L., and Parbery-
Clark, A. (2012). Cognitive factors
shape brain networks for auditory
skills: spotlight on auditory work-
ing memory. Ann. N.Y. Acad. Sci.
1252, 100–107. doi: 10.1111/j.1749-
6632.2012.06463.x

Krishnan, A., and Gandour, J. T. (2009).
The role of the auditory brainstem
in processing linguistically-relevant
pitch patterns. Brain Lang. 110,
135–148. doi: 10.1016/j.bandl.2009.
03.005

Krishnan, A., Gandour, J. T., and
Bidelman, G. M. (2010). The
effects of tone language experi-
ence on pitch processing in the
brainstem. J. Neurolinguistics 23,
81–95. doi: 10.1016/j.jneuroling.
2009.09.001

Krizman, J., Marian, V., Shook, A.,
Skoe, E., and Kraus, N. (2012a).
Subcortical encoding of sound
is enhanced in bilinguals and
relates to executive function
advantages. Proc. Natl. Acad.
Sci. U.S.A. 109, 7877–7881. doi:
10.1073/pnas.1201575109

Krizman, J., Skoe, E., and Kraus, N.
(2012b). Sex differences in audi-
tory subcortical function. Clin.
Neurophysiol. 123, 590–597. doi:
10.1016/j.clinph.2011.07.037

Kuhl, P. K. (2003). Human speech
and birdsong: communication and
the social brain. Proc. Natl. Acad.
Sci. U.S.A. 100, 9645–9646. doi:
10.1073/pnas.1733998100

www.frontiersin.org September 2013 | Volume 4 | Article 622 | 13

http://www.frontiersin.org
http://www.frontiersin.org/Auditory_Cognitive_Neuroscience/archive


Skoe and Kraus Music and sensitive periods in the auditory brainstem

Langner, G., and Schreiner, C. E.
(1988). Periodicity coding in
the inferior colliculus of the
cat. I. Neuronal mechanisms.
J. Neurophysiol. 60, 1799–1822.

Lee, K. M., Skoe, E., Kraus, N.,
and Ashley, R. (2009). Selective
subcortical enhancement of
musical intervals in musicians.
J. Neurosci. 29, 5832–5840. doi:
10.1523/JNEUROSCI.6133-08.2009

Liu, L. F., Palmer, A. R., and Wallace, M.
N. (2006). Phase-locked responses
to pure tones in the inferior collicu-
lus. J. Neurophysiol. 95, 1926–1935.
doi: 10.1152/jn.00497.2005

Luk, G., Bialystok, E., Craik, F. I.,
and Grady, C. L. (2011). Lifelong
bilingualism maintains white
matter integrity in older adults.
J. Neurosci. 31, 16808–16813. doi:
10.1523/JNEUROSCI.4563-11.2011

Marmel, F., Parbery-Clark, A., Skoe,
E., Nicol, T., and Kraus, N. (2011).
Harmonic relationships influence
auditory brainstem encoding of
chords. Neuroreport 22, 504–508.
doi: 10.1097/WNR.0b013e3283
48ab19

McLaughlin, K. A., Fox, N. A., Zeanah,
C. H., Sheridan, M. A., Marshall,
P., and Nelson, C. A. (2010).
Delayed maturation in brain elec-
trical activity partially explains the
association between early environ-
mental deprivation and symptoms
of attention-deficit/hyperactivity
disorder. Biol. Psychiatry 68,
329–336. doi: 10.1016/j.biopsych.
2010.04.005

McMahon, E., Wintermark, P., and
Lahav, A. (2012). Auditory brain
development in premature infants:
the importance of early experience.
Ann. N.Y. Acad. Sci. 1252, 17–24.
doi: 10.1111/j.1749-6632.2012.
06445.x

Moore, D. R. (2002). Auditory devel-
opment and the role of experience.
Br. Med. Bull. 63, 171–181. doi:
10.1093/bmb/63.1.171

Moushegian, G., Rupert, A. L., and
Stillman, R. D. (1973). Laboratory
note. Scalp-recorded early responses
in man to frequencies in the
speech range. Electroencephalogr.
Clin. Neurophysiol. 35, 665–667.
doi: 10.1016/0013-4694(73)
90223-X

Musacchia, G., Sams, M., Skoe, E.,
and Kraus, N. (2007). Musicians
have enhanced subcortical audi-
tory and audiovisual processing of
speech and music. Proc. Natl. Acad.
Sci. U.S.A. 104, 15894–15898. doi:
10.1073/pnas.0701498104

Parbery-Clark, A., Anderson, S.,
Hittner, E., and Kraus, N.
(2012a). Musical experience

offsets age-related delays in neu-
ral timing. Neurobiol. Aging 33,
1483.e1–1483.e4. doi: 10.1016/j.
neurobiolaging.2011.12.015

Parbery-Clark, A., Anderson, S.,
Hittner, E., and Kraus, N. (2012b).
Musical experience strength-
ens the neural representation of
sounds important for commu-
nication in middle-aged adults.
Front. Aging Neurosci. 4:30. doi:
10.3389/fnagi.2012.00030

Parbery-Clark, A., Tierney, A., Strait,
D. L., and Kraus, N. (2012c).
Musicians have fine-tuned neu-
ral distinction of speech syllables.
Neuroscience 219, 111–119. doi:
10.1016/j.neuroscience.2012.05.042

Parbery-Clark, A., Skoe, E., and
Kraus, N. (2009a). Musical expe-
rience limits the degradative
effects of background noise on
the neural processing of sound.
J. Neurosci. 29, 14100–14107. doi:
10.1523/JNEUROSCI.3256-09.2009

Parbery-Clark, A., Skoe, E., Lam, C.,
and Kraus, N. (2009b). Musician
enhancement for speech-in-noise.
Ear Hear. 30, 653–661. doi: 10.1097/
AUD.0b013e3181b412e9

Parbery-Clark, A., Strait, D. L.,
Anderson, S., Hittner, E., and
Kraus, N. (2011a). Musical expe-
rience and the aging auditory
system: implications for cognitive
abilities and hearing speech in
noise. PLoS ONE 6:e18082. doi:
10.1371/journal.pone.0018082

Parbery-Clark, A., Strait, D. L., and
Kraus, N. (2011b). Context-
dependent encoding in the auditory
brainstem subserves enhanced
speech-in-noise perception in
musicians. Neuropsychologia
49, 3338–3345. doi: 10.1016/
j.neuropsychologia.2011.08.007

Patel, A. D. (2011). Why would musi-
cal training benefit the neural
encoding of speech? The opera
hypothesis. Front. Psychol. 2:142.
doi: 10.3389/fpsyg.2011.00142

Patel, A. D. (in press). Can nonlin-
guistic musical training change the
way the brain processes speech?
The expanded opera hypothesis.
Hear. Res.

Penhune, V. B. (2011). Sensitive
periods in human development:
evidence from musical train-
ing. Cortex 47, 1126–1137. doi:
10.1016/j.cortex.2011.05.010

Penhune, V., Watanabe, D., and
Savion-Lemieux, T. (2005). The
effect of early musical training on
adult motor performance: evidence
for a sensitive period in motor
learning. Ann. N.Y. Acad. Sci. 1060,
265–268. doi: 10.1196/annals.
1360.049

Putkinen, V., Tervaniemi, M., and
Huotilainen, M. (2013). Informal
musical activities are linked to
auditory discrimination and atten-
tion in 2-3-year-old children:
an event-related potential study.
Eur. J. Neurosci. 37, 654–661. doi:
10.1111/ejn.12049

Reed, A., Riley, J., Carraway, R.,
Carrasco, A., Perez, C., Jakkamsetti,
V., et al. (2011). Cortical map
plasticity improves learning but is
not necessary for improved perfor-
mance. Neuron 70, 121–131. doi:
10.1016/j.neuron.2011.02.038

Russo, N., Nicol, T., Musacchia, G.,
and Kraus, N. (2004). Brainstem
responses to speech syllables. Clin.
Neurophysiol. 115, 2021–2030. doi:
10.1016/j.clinph.2004.04.003

Salamy, A., McKean, C. M., and Buda, F.
B. (1975). Maturational changes in
auditory transmission as reflected in
human brain stem potentials. Brain
Res. 96, 361–366. doi: 10.1016/0006-
8993(75)90748-9

Shahin, A., Roberts, L. E., and Trainor,
L. J. (2004). Enhancement of
auditory cortical development
by musical experience in chil-
dren. Neuroreport 15, 1917–1921.
doi: 10.1097/00001756-20040826
0-00017

Skoe, E., and Kraus, N. (2010).
Auditory brain stem response
to complex sounds: a tutorial.
Ear Hear. 31, 302–324. doi:
10.1097/AUD.0b013e3181cdb272

Skoe, E., and Kraus, N. (2012).
A little goes a long way: how
the adult brain is shaped by
musical training in childhood.
J. Neurosci. 32, 11507–11510. doi:
10.1523/JNEUROSCI.1949-12.2012

Skoe, E., Krizman, J., Anderson, S.,
and Kraus, N. (2013). “Stability
and plasticity of brainstem function
across the lifespan,” in Association
for Research in Otolaryngology, Mid-
Winter Meeting (Baltimore, MD).

Skoe, E., Nicol, T., and Kraus,
N. (2011). Cross-phaseogram:
objective neural index of speech
sound differentiation. J. Neurosci.
Methods 196, 308–317. doi:
10.1016/j.jneumeth.2011.01.020

Smith, D. I., and Mills, J. H. (1989).
Anesthesia effects: auditory brain-
stem response. Electroencephalogr.
Clin. Neurophysiol. 72, 422–428. doi:
10.1016/0013-4694(89)90047-3

Sokoloff, L. (1977). Relation between
physiological function and energy
metabolism in the central ner-
vous system. J. Neurochem.
29, 13–26. doi: 10.1111/j.1471-
4159.1977.tb03919.x

Song, J. H., Nicol, T., and Kraus,
N. (2011). Test-retest reliability

of the speech-evoked audi-
tory brainstem response. Clin.
Neurophysiol. 122, 346–355. doi:
10.1016/j.clinph.2010.07.009

Steinel, D. V. (1990). Data on Music
Education: A National Review of
Statistics Describing Education in
Music and The Other Arts. Reston,
VA: Music Educators National
Conference.

Strait, D., and Kraus, N. (2011). Playing
music for a smarter ear: cognitive,
perceptual and neurobiological evi-
dence. Music Percept. 29, 133–146.
doi: 10.1525/mp.2011.29.2.133

Strait, D., and Kraus, N. (2013).
Biological impact of auditory exper-
tise across the life span: musi-
cians as a model of auditory learn-
ing. Hear. Res. doi: 10.1016/j.heares.
2013.08.004. [Epub ahead of print].

Strait, D. L., Chan, K., Ashley, R., and
Kraus, N. (2012a). Specialization
among the specialized: auditory
brainstem function is tuned in to
timbre. Cortex 48, 360–362. doi:
10.1016/j.cortex.2011.03.015

Strait, D. L., Parbery-Clark, A.,
Hittner, E., and Kraus, N. (2012b).
Musical training during early
childhood enhances the neural
encoding of speech in noise.
Brain Lang. 123, 191–201. doi:
10.1016/j.bandl.2012.09.001

Strait, D. L., Kraus, N., Parbery-Clark,
A., and Ashley, R. (2010). Musical
experience shapes top-down audi-
tory mechanisms: evidence from
masking and auditory attention per-
formance. Hear. Res. 261, 22–29.
doi: 10.1016/j.heares.2009.12.021

Strait, D. L., Kraus, N., Skoe, E., and
Ashley, R. (2009a). Musical experi-
ence and neural efficiency: effects of
training on subcortical processing
of vocal expressions of emotion.
Eur. J. Neurosci. 29, 661–668.
doi: 10.1111/j.1460-9568.2009.06
617.x

Strait, D. L., Kraus, N., Skoe, E.,
and Ashley, R. (2009b). Musical
experience promotes subcortical
efficiency in processing emo-
tional vocal sounds. Ann. N.Y.
Acad. Sci. 1169, 209–213. doi:
10.1111/j.1749-6632.2009.04864.x

Strait, D. L., O’Connell, S., Parbery-
Clark, A., and Kraus, N. (2013a).
Musicians’ enhanced neural differ-
entiation of speech sounds arises
early in life: developmental evidence
from ages 3 to 30. Cereb. Cortex.
doi: 10.1093/cercor/bht103. [Epub
ahead of print].

Strait, D. L., Parbery-Clark, A.,
O’Connell, S., and Kraus, N.
(2013b). Biological impact of
preschool music classes on pro-
cessing speech in noise. Dev.

Frontiers in Psychology | Auditory Cognitive Neuroscience September 2013 | Volume 4 | Article 622 | 14

http://www.frontiersin.org/Auditory_Cognitive_Neuroscience
http://www.frontiersin.org/Auditory_Cognitive_Neuroscience
http://www.frontiersin.org/Auditory_Cognitive_Neuroscience/archive


Skoe and Kraus Music and sensitive periods in the auditory brainstem

Cogn. Neurosci. 6C, 51–60. doi:
10.1016/j.dcn.2013.06.003

Tillein, J., Heid, S., Lang, E.,
Hartmann, R., and Kral, A. (2012).
Development of brainstem-evoked
responses in congenital auditory
deprivation. Neural Plast. 2012,
182767. doi: 10.1155/2012/182767

Trainor, L. J. (2005). Are there critical
periods for musical development?
Dev. Psychobiol. 46, 262–278. doi:
10.1002/dev.20059

Trainor, L. J., Marie, C., Gerry, D.,
Whiskin, E., and Unrau, A. (2012).
Becoming musically enculturated:
effects of music classes for infants on
brain and behavior. Ann. N.Y. Acad.
Sci. 1252, 129–138. doi: 10.1111/j.
1749-6632.2012.06462.x

Wible, B., Nicol, T., and Kraus,
N. (2004). Atypical brainstem

representation of onset and for-
mant structure of speech sounds
in children with language-based
learning problems. Biol. Psychol. 67,
299–317. doi: 10.1016/j.biopsycho.
2004.02.002

Wong, P. C., Skoe, E., Russo, N. M.,
Dees, T., and Kraus, N. (2007).
Musical experience shapes human
brainstem encoding of linguistic
pitch patterns. Nat. Neurosci. 10,
420–422. doi: 10.1038/nn1872

Yang, E. J., Lin, E. W., and Hensch,
T. K. (2012). Critical period for
acoustic preference in mice. Proc.
Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 109(Suppl.
2), 17213–17220. doi: 10.1073/pnas.
1200705109

Zendel, B. R., and Alain, C. (2011).
Musicians experience less age-
related decline in central auditory

processing. Psychol. Aging 27,
410–417. doi: 10.1037/a0024816

Zhou, X., Panizzutti, R., de
Villers-Sidani, E., Madeira, C.,
and Merzenich, M. M. (2011).
Natural restoration of critical
period plasticity in the juvenile
and adult primary auditory cortex.
J. Neurosci. 31, 5625–5634. doi:
10.1523/JNEUROSCI.6470-10.2011

Conflict of Interest Statement: The
authors declare that the research
was conducted in the absence of any
commercial or financial relationships
that could be construed as a potential
conflict of interest.

Received: 31 May 2013; accepted: 23
August 2013; published online: 19
September 2013.

Citation: Skoe E and Kraus N (2013)
Musical training heightens auditory
brainstem function during sensitive
periods in development. Front. Psychol.
4:622. doi: 10.3389/fpsyg.2013.00622
This article was submitted to Auditory
Cognitive Neuroscience, a section of the
journal Frontiers in Psychology.
Copyright © 2013 Skoe and Kraus.
This is an open-access article dis-
tributed under the terms of the Creative
Commons Attribution License (CC BY).
The use, distribution or reproduction
in other forums is permitted, provided
the original author(s) or licensor are
credited and that the original publica-
tion in this journal is cited, in accor-
dance with accepted academic practice.
No use, distribution or reproduction is
permitted which does not comply with
these terms.

www.frontiersin.org September 2013 | Volume 4 | Article 622 | 15

http://dx.doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2013.00622
http://dx.doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2013.00622
http://dx.doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2013.00622
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/3.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/3.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/3.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/3.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/3.0/
http://www.frontiersin.org
http://www.frontiersin.org/Auditory_Cognitive_Neuroscience/archive

	Musical training heightens auditory brainstem function during sensitive periods in development
	Introduction
	Materials and Methods
	Stimulus
	Parallels between the Stimulus and Response
	Participants
	Electrophysiological Procedures
	Analysis
	Peak Latency
	Frequency-Following Response (FFR) Amplitude
	Response Consistency
	Non-Stimulus Activity
	Statistical Analyses

	Results
	Effect of Musicianship on the Developmental Trajectory
	Effect of Musicianship on the Developmental Overshoot

	Discussion
	Music Experience Maximizes Function During Sensitive Periods in Development
	Neural Mechanisms: Changes in Synaptic Density Resulting from Active Engagement with an Enriched Environment
	Are these Effects Specific to Musical Training?
	Functional Significance
	Does more Experience Translate into more Plasticity?
	When does Experience-Dependent Brainstem Plasticity First Emerge?
	Comparisons, Caveats, and Generalizations

	Summary and Conclusions
	Acknowledgments
	References


