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METHODS RESULTS

Sentence continuation tasks about what can be Example responses for the playground item:
found at 11 different locations as an index of

expectations for upcoming content. 10
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Participants aged 5-11 (US school grades 0-5) 6 2

with English as first language (N=111). §15
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Like adults, children’s responses are more informative in the visible speaker condition:
* higher entropy

* |ess use of typical nouns

* more modification

:\

Typicality baseline was elicited from the
remaining participants:

[typicality baseline task] N=34 Also some indication of a developmental pattern:
What do you usually find in a playground? * |ess entropy as age increases

* marginal interaction for typicality, such that the children better distinguish between
Data collection is ongoing. the two conditions as they get older
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