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Introduction Experiment: Information Accessibility Within vs. Across Event Boundaries

To make sense of ongoing experience, we segment it into meaningful events. This process Goal: To determine if event boundaries shape children’s accessibility of their past _ _ o
is referred to as event segmentation’, which continuously generates and updates event experience in similar ways as they do in adults. Intervening Boundaries Reduce Recognition Accuracy
models:

Participants: 60 children (7-9 years) and 60 adults (17-38 years)
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Task: Participants (20 adults & 8 children aged 7-9 years) watched 5 cartoons and indicated when Intervenmg Boundaries Slow Children’s RECOgnItIOI‘I Less Do children generate event models in different ways than adults?
they thought one event ended and a new event began by saying “STOP” and then explaining why D Do children’s cortical reqions automaticallv identifv event boundaries in
they thought so. - , , _ 9 , y y
= different time scales in the brain4?
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