Hypotheses

= Sound-symbolism will promote the learning of broad categories within the language - more so than arbitrariness
< HANGI NG SIGNSO —regardless of vocabulary size
o = As the vocabulary size grows, arbitrariness will provide a more suitable system for learning individual words, In

comparison to a sound-symlbolic system
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Experiment 1 Experiment 2 Across experiment comparison
= Presentation type - x2(1) = 500.93, p <.001*** = Presentation type - x2(1) =23.52, p <.001*** = Presentation type - x2(1) = 350.26, p < .001***
= Vocabulary size - x2(2) =2.57, p = .28 = Vocabulary size - x2(2) =3.92, p = .14 " Vocabulary size - x2(2) =0.01, p = .99
= Presentation type*vocabulary size - x2(4) = = Presentation type*vocabulary size - x2(4) = = Experiment - x2(2) =30.66, p < .001***
17.529, p = .002%** 4.52,p = .34 » Vocab size*presentation type*experiment - x2(8) = 22.16, p = .005**
» Sound-symbolism benefits learning of categories, but = No difference between sound-symbolic and arbitrary
& oarticularly in a large vocabulary size. This category anguages for individual word learmning, this could
earning effect reduced dramatically in the arbitrary ndicate that the theoretical arbitrary advantage for
anguage, highlighting the benefits of sound-symbolism arge vocabularies may depend on having some
systemalfticity present in the language
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