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(D Section 1 of the paper reviews a number of past studies of derivational morphology from a
psycholinguistic perspective, and the authors of the current paper identify a number of
problems with these past studies. Give a brief summary of two specific criticisms that
Havas et al. (2012) make about past studies of the psycholinguistics of derivational
morphology. For at least one of these criticisms, explain whether the new experiments in
the current paper have adequately addressed or avoided the problem.

2 What was Experiment 1 designed to investigate? What types of forms were compared?
What were the results like (numerically), and how do the authors interpret these results in
the context of their larger research question?

3) What was Experiment 2 designed to investigate? What types of forms were compared?
What were the results like (numerically), and how do the authors interpret these results in
the context of their larger research question?

4) Were the results of Experiments 1 and 2 consistent? Explain.



