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BACKGROUND RESULTS

While infants’ vocabularies grow remarkably fast (Bergelson & Swingley, 2012;

Dale & Fenson, 1996; Fernald et al, 1998), it is unclear what causes improved In-lab word comprehension - - . Object-label co-occurrence & comprehension
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Here we contrast these explanations combining in-lab and at-home measures in a e— o o . |
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¢ use early-learned, concrete nouns (¢.g. ball, shoe, car) as a test case. e Performance across timepoints improved but was not correlated.
Home environment correlates with in-lab performance at 6mos.
Home linguistic environment The tested words are very common and very consistent in the infants’ input.
_ . : ideo
. video video video vi
Research Questions: 120- 1 s r ; ﬂ 1.00- R
%) . ¢
. . 7 c — E i 5 /s ﬂ /:\ m
1) How does word comprehension change with age? S | 3 o | o L S o588 D % : /:\ ! ! !
= S 90- O 4- ' 0 Sl s\ |8 2|3
4 j P ﬂ l S < P o *L a1 VAT (o (AR g
2) Does at-home exposure to the tested words change month-to-month? g o ) | i i 2 * § o1 ALY (8 ; HN L
o 3] 2\gl [o] \s : 3l I° :
: ol " = 60- | ? 3 - 8050\ I T o o/ W
g el | ‘ G | * 9 I e o o i B b
() | |@ 0 ag c% O y ) i '
c CTH . I  30- e 27\ 1 o 1Rk} S 0257 | | i
s v fyeley 3 = |
METHODS il EEaas "o juas: oo L
6 7 8 9 101112 13 14 15 16 17 8 9 1011121314 1516 17 6 7 8 9 10111213 14 15 16 17 8 9 10111213141516 17
month month month month
e Analysis from 44 infants, 6-18 months (SEEDLingS Corpus) Input quantity (types and tokens) stable month to month. # of speakers stable month to month. Object-label co-occurrence stable month to month.
In-lab word comprehension (eye-tracking)
e At 6, 12, and 18 months longitudinally
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