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Introduction Were the children able to learn the novel words and connect them with familiar taxonomic and thematic words?

Two lexical skills that have been repeatedly demonstrated in young children are the acquisition of novel words through incidental § Paired sample t-tests within each group, at both times
learning (e.g., Rice, 1990) and the development of categorical associations between items within the lexicon (e.g., Waxman &

Namy, 1997). To date, Markman and Hutchinson (1984) is the only study that has examined the integration of novel words with Gr 011131 1 }I:IOVQI Word __Taxonomic Associate . Thimatic Associate
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learn new words and connect them with familiar taxonomic and thematic associates.
Method Did performance differ by group, across the three word types?
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Exposure Stories: Two stories, presented via computer with narration, provided indirect visual and verbal exemplars of the target items to the two Post hoc t-tests
experimental groups.
| Stories with associates Word Type : : Results. — _
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Suzie thought this would be a good time to get out her puth. She quickly pulled the toy out of her : : : : D _
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backpack. “Mom, do you want to play with it too?” asked Suzie. “No thanks, I think I'll just watch Th ; Stories Without = Stories With | _
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ground. She used it to send the puth high into the air How stable was learning across time for the experimental groups? ;
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Suzie thought this would be a good time to get out her puth. She quickly pulled an object out of her
e backpack. “Mom, do you want to play with it too?” asked Suzie. “No thanks, I think I'll just watch ” .
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Point to the puth. Show me the toy. Show me what belongs with a stick.

Conclusions
Children associate unfamiliar referents with novel labels and familiar taxonomic and thematic words, following limited exposure.
These associations persist across at least a week’s time, without additional exposure.

Taxonomic associations were consistently stronger than novel labels, which were consistently stronger than thematic associations.

Exposure to familiar taxonomic and thematic words was mildly detrimental to novel word learning.

Next step: examine the performances of children with SLI.
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