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« Definitions of “minimally verbal” and “low verbal” vary greatly The static-ASD group differed on expressive Ianguage measures * The static-ASD group demonstrated
out often involve reference to expressive vocabulary size' differences in overall vocabulary size,

» But vocabulary is not sufficient for language development; at T1 when compared to the change—ASD and TD groups. lexical composition, and number of unique
children must al;o learn to combine words and morphemes Static-ASD had lower NDW than change-ASD or TD. Static-ASD produced a higher proportion of verb types verps compared to the change—ASD and
(morphosyntactic development) - than change-ASD or TD. 1D groups

« Many autistic children learn words but do not progress to a o . . * Smaller vocabulary size in the static-ASD
stage of consistently combining them <§375 2 1 3 group is consistent with previous findings

» Many linguistic and cognitive factors predict language € = that emphasize the link between lexical
development in autism in general3© S . ¢ S and grammatical development®

« What relates specifically to progress in morphosyntax? 0 o ® S * Qur results suggest that lexical
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Methods < . E - »  Skills like language comprehension
L . 0.1 and ability to join social interactions
« Data from a larger longitudinal project’; ASD =12, TD = 6 ° . y O JOT SO
o . static-ASD change-ASD TD static-ASD change-ASD ”ﬂlght be more indicative of future
* Language samples from parent-child play sessions group group inquistic progress, compared with
* Time 1 (TT) mean age = 31.81 montns » T
. more specific expressive language
» Groups matched on mean length of utterance (MLU) in ‘eatureg P Juag
morphemes; no children regularly combined The static-ASD group had lower receptive language scores and
words/morphemes (MLU < 2) :
+ Time 2 (T2) mean age = 51.70 months engaged In less RJA at T1 than the change-ASD and TD groups.
e Half of ASD group (ﬂ — 6) still did not regularly combine Static-ASD had lower receptive language scores Static-ASD engaged in less RJA than change-ASD or TD. References
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