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Table 1. Details of the Sentence Repetition (SR) Task (30 total test items)

Target structure Number Length: Mean # of syllables
Monoclausal (present tense) 6 6.7
Monoclausal (past tense) 6 8.7
Root Wh-question 6 7.0
Complement Clause 6 11.8
Relative Clause 6 11.3

Table 2. Group Performance on the SR Task

Identical Repetition (/30 total)®
Group Mean number correct SD Min Max
Bi-IMRS (n = 10) 10.1 (34%) 3.8 4 15
Bi-TD (n=11) 24.2 (81%) 8.3 3 30
Mo-SLI (n=9) 15.6 (52%) 7.7 0 25
Mo-TD (n=17) 26.4 (88%) 3.4 18 30

 An exact repetition of the test sentence.
Figure 1. Error Types in the Bi-IMRS compared to Mo-SLI

Mo-SLI: Error Type (mcan %) Bi-IMRS: Error Type (mean %)

m Substitution = Omission : Addition m Substitution = Omission # Addition

4004




