Regraphed Acquisition Curves on Standardized Panels
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The following figures are supplementary material for the paper by Wooderson, J.R., Bizo, L. A., & Young, K. A systematic review of emergent learning outcomes produced by foreign language tact training. The Analysis of Verbal Behavior.
[bookmark: _Hlk102903942]Figure 1
Acquisition Curves (Part A) Adapted from Cortez et al. (2020) 
[image: ]
[bookmark: _Hlk102903333]Note. This figure illustrates the differences in acquisition rates across tact and listener training conditions for Tina, Mary, and Steve in Cortez et al. (2020). The authors conducted training sessions in 6-trial blocks—one trial per target word. The mastery criterion was 100% correct responses in three consecutive trial blocks.
Figure 2
Acquisition Curves (Part B) Adapted from Cortez et al. (2020) 
[bookmark: _Hlk102904056][image: ]Note. This figure illustrates the differences in acquisition rates across tact and listener training conditions for Ian, Amy, and Adam in Cortez et al. (2020). The authors conducted training sessions in 6-trial blocks—one trial per target word. The mastery criterion was 100% correct responses in three consecutive trial blocks.
Figure 3
Acquisition Curves Adapted from Cortez et al. (2021) 
[bookmark: _Hlk102904213][image: ]Note. This figure illustrates the differences in acquisition rates across tact and listener training conditions for Participants 1-4 in Cortez et al. (2021). The authors conducted training sessions in 6-trial blocks—one trial per target word. The mastery criterion was 100% correct responses in three consecutive trial blocks.
Figure 4
Acquisition Curves Adapted from Dounavi (2011)
[image: ]

[bookmark: _Hlk102904583]Note. This figure illustrates the differences in acquisition rates across tact, foreign-native intraverbal (FNI), and native-foreign intraverbal (NFI) training conditions for Jonás and Enrique in Dounavi (2011). The author conducted training sessions in 30-trial blocks—one trial per target word. The mastery criterion was 100% correct responses in two consecutive trial blocks.



Figure 5
Acquisition Curves Adapted from Dounavi (2014)
[image: ]
Note. This figure illustrates the differences in acquisition rates across tact, foreign-native intraverbal (FNI), and native-foreign intraverbal (NFI) training conditions for Pedro and Carlota in Dounavi (2014). The author conducted training sessions in 30-trial blocks—one trial per target word. The mastery criterion was 100% correct responses in two consecutive trial blocks.







Figure 6
Acquisition Curves Adapted from Daly & Dounavi (2020)
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[bookmark: _Hlk102905209]Note. This figure illustrates the differences in acquisition rates across tact, foreign-native intraverbal (FNI), and native-foreign intraverbal (NFI) training conditions for Niall, Brandy, and Catriona in Daly & Dounavi (2020). The authors conducted training sessions in 10-trial blocks—one trial per target word. The mastery criterion was 100% correct responses in two consecutive trial blocks.

Figure 7
Acquisition Curves Adapted from Wu et al. (2019)
[image: ]Note. This figure illustrates the differences in acquisition rates across tact, foreign-native intraverbal (FNI), native-foreign intraverbal (NFI), and mand training conditions for Jesus, Eobard, Kip, and Lily in Wu et al. (2019). The authors conducted training sessions in 9-trial blocks—three trials per target word. We weighted session counts by multiplying the number of sessions by three so that the data could be compared with the other studies in which each session comprised one trial per target word. The mastery criterion was 83.3% correct responses for two consecutive trial blocks.
Figure 8
Acquisition Curves Adapted from Petursdottir & Hafliđadóttir, (2009)
[image: ]Note. This figure illustrates the differences in acquisition rates across tact, foreign-native intraverbal (FNI), native-foreign intraverbal (NFI), and listener training conditions for Dianna and Kamilla in Petursdottir & Hafliđadóttir (2009). The authors conducted training sessions in 48-trial blocks—four trials per target word. We weighted session counts by multiplying the number of sessions by four so that the data could be compared with the other studies in which each session comprised one trial per target word. The mastery criterion was 83.3% correct responses for two consecutive trial blocks.























Figure 9
Combined Acquisition Curves for Each Study
[image: ]
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Note. This figure illustrates the differences in acquisition rates across tact, foreign-native intraverbal (FNI), native-foreign intraverbal (NFI), mand, and listener training conditions for all participants in each of the seven studies in the meta-analysis (Cortez et al., 2021; Cortez et al., 2020; Daly & Dounavi, 2020; Dounavi, 2011, 2014; Petursdottir & Hafliđadóttir, 2009; Wu et al., 2019). 
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