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* Research Goal: to revisit the role of the
observational contexts in the acquisition of
nouns that do not label concrete objects (i.e.,
“hard nouns”)

* In this study, we modified the HSP design by
incorporating additional tests of learning

* We examined whether learners can acquire
systematic partial knowledge about hard nouns
from their observational contexts even when
they fail to acquire their precise meanings

Testing Phase

Word Identity Test

Type in the mystery
English noun you think
“MODI” is

Semantic Relatedness Test

How similar is the
meaning of “MODI” to:

* Single word identity test following categorization phase
* 10 semantic relatedness tests, including the target noun

Most participants failed to guess the mystery word (Fig. A)

When participants did not learn the precise word, they still:

1. Guessed a word that was semantically related to the target
word (Fig. B)

2. Performed significantly better than chance rates
throughout the image categorization task (Fig. C-D)

3. Rated the mystery word as more similar to the target noun
than to the other nine nouns on the Semantic Relatedness
Test (Fig. E-F)

We observed notable variability in performance across target

words in the Word Identity Test (Fig. A), Categorization Phase

(Fig. D), and Semantic Relatedness Test (Fig. F)
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