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BACKGROUND

Morphemes are chunks of frequently co-occurring letters with semantic or syntactic properties (e.g., the suffix -er in

RESEARCH QUESTION

dealer and player denotes an agent) and play an important role in visual word processing [1,2]. But how do we To what extent do developing
construct morpheme representationse Our previous work demonstrated that, even in the absence of linguistic readers rely on visual statistical
information, skilled readers can learn about the presence and position of affix-like chunks by relying purely on the regularities to form affix-like

visual regularities that underlie the internal structure of character sirings [3]. The present study examines whether

representationse
developing readers rely on the same chunking mechanism to form affix-like representations.
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CONCLUSIONS

e Like skilled adult readers [1], children between the ages of 7 and 10 spontaneously extract statistical regularities present and use them to

identify chunks of frequently-occurring characters.

e Unlike skilled adult readers, however, children of this age do not show sensitivity to the within-string position of character chunks, suggesting that

positional constraints during chunk processing emerge later in reading development.

* Findings provide further evidence that morpheme identification during visual word processing can be, at least partly, ascribed to a general, e B Reaaarer Couma” re
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