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Previous findings: 14-month-olds

Word lea rning IS challenging! Figure 1. Schematic of Experiment. Figure 2. From Bulgarelli & Bergelson (2023), minimal pair data from Héhle et al., 2020
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3. Combined: Word learning skills interact with talker variability I.ncrsizlaiiir:rlrlic;cl)lz;nzg.(’)c;r;\e from Same trial to Flgure 3. In progress results with 17-month-olds.
Prediction 3: 17-month-olds can learn dissimilar words with . Novel trial (p <.001) _ _ _ _
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Two-word switch task! with 17-month-olds (see Figure 1) While 17-month-olds can learn novel minimal pairs =
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* Talker variability — dissimilar words (neem/lof) .
* Talker variability — minimal pairs (buk/puk) COnCI USIONS
Interpretation: when infant word learning skills match the word
No variability = 1 repeated token of each word?? * Results to date suggest support for Hypothesis 3: word learning task, talker variability interferes
Talker variability = 9 tokens from 9 female talkers?3 learning skills interact with talker variability Future directions: Further test how word learning resources interact
* More word learning resources makes learning distinct with talker variability to determine when talker variability helps and
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