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consonant clusters composed of two or three elements, are highly ranked in children’s 

markedness constraints, causing widespread change in a child’s phonological system.



—

—



“be”

& O’Connor, 2002; Warren et al., 2007).



child’s



but not vice versa (Dinnsen & O’Connor, 



O’Connor, 2001).

O’Connor, 2001).



consonant clusters composed of fewer than that number. The study’s results provided 

O’Connor



child’s

child’s

language’s



have affected the results of Williams’s study and contributed to the differences between 

targets has the potential to create gaps in children’s learning and, at times, may lead to 

measures a person’s capacity to distinguish between sound contrasts before and after the 
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generalization (Gierut et al., 1996). Gierut et al.’s studies provide further evidence of the 
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Another aspect of a child’s productive phonological knowledge is stimulability, 

which indicates a child’s ability to correct an error
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A study that looked specifically at whether children’s stimulability skills before 

child’s



child’s

of a child’s phonemic inventory if it occurs in at least two different minimal pair sets.
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selected by determining which phonemes are excluded from the child’s inventory.
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assess all students’ articulation skills and determine the severity of the disorder. Scores 
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results on the Phonemic Inventory Score Sheet. Each child’s productions were audio
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the results, the participant’s production in question was not used in the analysis. The 
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θ, 
ð, ʒ/

ŋ
r, θ, ð, dʒ, ʒ/

/θ,
ʒ/

child’s 

/r, θ, ð, l, z, ʒ/ θ, ð, l, z, ʒ/

ŋ, θ, tʃ, 
dʒ, r, j, ʒ/

/k, g, ŋ, θ, ð,
tʃ, dʒ, ʃ, ʒ/

/ʃ/ /ʃ/

/θ, ð, z, ʃ, ʒ, tʃ, ŋ, /θ, ʒ, tʃ, ŋ, 
dʒ, l, r/

/ʃ/ /ʃ, tʃ/



/θ,

l, r, ʒ/. According to the results of the initial phonemic inventory assessment, the child 

excluded the following phonemes from her inventory: /r, θ, ð, l, z, ʒ/. Based on the 

A’s

phonemes to produce the target cluster. Participant A’s phonemic inventory was 



ŋ, θ, tʃ, dʒ,

indicated that the child excluded the following phonemes from his inventory: /k, g, ŋ, θ, 

ð, z, tʃ, dʒ, r, j, ʒ/. After reviewing the evaluation results, /fl/ was selected initially as a 

treatment target. However, due to the participant’s frustration level and difficulty 

/tʃ/. B’s

indicating /tʃ/ was an appropriate treatment target.



/tʃ/ /tʃ/

the rest of the word rather than blending it. Participant B’s phonemic inventory was 

Participant B’s phonemic inventory was reassessed after Phase 2 and 2 weeks 

/ʃ/.



/ʃ/

/θ, ʒ/.

/θ, ʃ, ʒ, tʃ, ŋ/.

was being collected. Therefore, the /θr/ cluster was selected as an alternative treatment 
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/dʒ/,



/θr/ /θr/

added /ʃ/ to his inventory, but once again excluded /ð/. The assessment conducted 2

the following phonemes: /ʃ, tʃ/.
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SLP’s ability to assess the accuracy of trial productions from recordings. These two 



to see the child’s mouth during production, as he often substituted s/θ.
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