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Supplemental Material S7. Effect sizes (Pearson’s correlation coefficients) representing relationship between
dynamic assessments of word reading skills and word reading outcome measures.

Study N r Design  Dynamic Word Reading Word Reading  Word Reading
Assessment  Measure Skill Measure Type  Measure Name
Skill

Aravena et al., 2013 42 0.52 C Dec Real Word Rate NR One Minute Test

Aravena et al., 2018 71 0.015 C SSK Real Word Accuracy NR 3DM

Aravena et al., 2018 71 0.075 C SSK Real Word Rate NR 3DM

Aravena et al., 2018 71 0.237 C SSK Real Word Accuracy NR 3DM

Aravenaetal., 2018 71 0.147 C SSK Real Word Rate NR 3DM

Aravena et al., 2018 71 0.214 C Dec Real Word Accuracy NR 3DM

Aravena et al., 2018 71 0.392 C Dec Real Word Rate NR 3DM

Barker & Saunders, 2020 27 0.47 C SSK Nonword Accuracy NR WRMT-III

Barker & Saunders, 2020 27 0.63 C SSK Real Word Accuracy NR WRMT-III

Caffrey, 2006, Study 1 25 0.706 L Dec Real Word Accuracy NR WRAT

Caffrey, 2006, Study 1 25 0.585 L Dec Nonword Accuracy NR WRAT

Caffrey, 2006, Study 1 25 0.624 L Dec Nonword Rate NR WRAT

Caffrey, 2006, Study 2 95 0.765 L Dec Real Word Accuracy NR WRAT

Caffrey, 2006, Study 2 95 0.613 L Dec Nonword Accuracy NR WRAT

Caffrey, 2006, Study 2 95 0.745 L Dec Nonword Rate NR WRAT

Cho & Compton, 2015 112 0.24 C SSK Nonword Accuracy NR WRMT-R/NU

Cho & Compton, 2015 112 0.5 C SSK Nonword Rate NR TOWRE

Cho & Compton, 2015 112 0.64 C SSK Real Word Accuracy NR WRMT-R/NU

Cho & Compton, 2015 112 0.24 C SSK Real Word Rate NR TOWRE

Cho & Compton, 2015 112 0.4 C Dec Nonword Accuracy NR WRMT-R/NU

Cho & Compton, 2015 112 0.51 C Dec Nonword Rate NR TOWRE

Cho & Compton, 2015 112 0.23 C Dec Real Word Accuracy NR WRMT-R/NU

Cho & Compton, 2015 112 0.43 C Dec Real Word Rate NR TOWRE

Cho & Compton, 2015 112 0.54 C Dec Nonword Accuracy NR WRMT-R/NU

Cho & Compton, 2015 112 0.14 C Dec Nonword Rate NR TOWRE

Cho & Compton, 2015 112 0.32 C Dec Real Word Accuracy NR WRMT-R/NU

Cho & Compton, 2015 112 0.41 C Dec Real Word Rate NR TOWRE

Cho etal., 2014 134 0.69 C Dec Nonword Accuracy NR WRMT-R/NU

Choetal., 2014 134 0.58 C Dec Nonword Rate NR TOWRE

Cho et al., 2017 105 0.22 C SSK Real Word Accuracy NR WRMT-R/NU

Cho et al., 2017 105 0.43 C SSK Real Word Rate NR TOWRE

Choetal., 2017 105 0.55 C SSK Nonword Accuracy NR WRMT-R/NU

Choetal., 2017 105 0.22 C SSK Nonword Rate NR TOWRE

Cho et al., 2017 105 0.42 C Dec Real Word Accuracy NR WRMT-R/NU

Choetal., 2017 105 0.47 C Dec Real Word Rate NR TOWRE

Choetal., 2017 105 0.24 C Dec Nonword Accuracy NR WRMT-R/NU

Cho et al., 2017 105 0.31 C Dec Nonword Rate NR TOWRE
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Gan et al., 2022 135 0.68 C Dec Real Word Accuracy RD Character Recognition
Task
Gan et al., 2022 135 0.7 L Dec Real Word Accuracy RD Character Recognition
Task
Ganetal., 2022 135 0.66 L Dec Real Word Accuracy RD Character Recognition
Task
Gan et al., 2022 135 0.64 L Dec Real Word Accuracy RD Character Recognition
Task
Gellert & Elbro, 2017a 171 0.09 C SSK Real Word Accuracy RD NA
Gellert & Elbro, 2017a 171 0.65 C Dec Real Word Accuracy RD NA
Gellert & Elbro, 2017a 171 0.21 L SSK Real Word Accuracy, RD NA
Nonword Accuracy
Gellert & Elbro, 2017a 171 0.66 L Dec Real Word Accuracy, RD NA
Nonword Accuracy
Gellert & Elbro, 2017b 160 0.46 L PA Real Word Accuracy RD NA
Gellert & Elbro, 2017b 160 0.47 L PA Real Word Accuracy, RD NA
Nonword Accuracy
Gellert & Elbro, 2017b 160 0.36 L PA Real Word Accuracy, RD NA
Nonword Accuracy
Gellert & Elbro, 2017b 160 0.65 L Dec Real Word Accuracy, RD NA
Nonword Accuracy
Gellert & Elbro, 2017b 160 0.76 L Dec Real Word Accuracy, RD NA
Nonword Accuracy
Gellert & Elbro, 2017b 160 0.63 L Dec Real Word Accuracy, RD NA
Nonword Accuracy
Gellert & Elbro, 2018 158 0.2 C SSK Real Word Accuracy RD NA
Gellert & Elbro, 2018 158 0.47 C SSK Real Word Accuracy RD NA
Gellert & Elbro, 2018 158 0.76 C Dec Real Word Accuracy RD NA
Gellert & Elbro, 2018 158 0.84 C Dec Real Word Accuracy, RD NA
Nonword Accuracy
Gellert & Elbro, 2018 158 0.25 L SSK Real Word Accuracy, RD NA
Nonword Accuracy
Gellert & Elbro, 2018 158 0.25 L SSK Real Word Accuracy, RD NA
Nonword Accuracy
Gellert & Elbro, 2018 158 0.42 L SSK Real Word Rate, RD NA
Nonword Rate
Gellert & Elbro, 2018 158 0.35 L SSK Real Word Accuracy, RD NA
Nonword Accuracy
Gellert & Elbro, 2018 158 0.8 L SSK Real Word Accuracy, RD NA
Nonword Accuracy
Gellert & Elbro, 2018 158 0.65 L Dec Real Word Accuracy, RD NA
Nonword Accuracy
Gellert & Elbro, 2018 158 0.69 L Dec Real Word Accuracy, RD NA
Nonword Accuracy
Gellert & Elbro, 2018 158 0.19 L Dec Real Word Rate, RD NA
Nonword Rate
Gellert & Elbro, 2018 158 0.56 L Dec Real Word Accuracy, RD NA
Nonword Accuracy
Gellert & Elbro, 2018 158 0.61 L Dec Real Word Rate, RD NA
Nonword Rate
Gillam et al., 2011 64 0.54 C PA Nonword Accuracy NR WRMT-R/NU
Horbach et al., 2015 193 0.283 L SSK Composite-Real Word NR SLRT-II
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Petersen et al., 2018 370 0.42 L Dec Real Word Rate CR DIBELS
Petersen et al., 2018 370 0.41 L Dec Real Word Rate CR DIBELS
Petersen et al., 2018 370 0.4 L Dec Real Word Rate CR DIBELS
Petersen et al., 2018 370 0.38 L Dec Real Word Rate CR DIBELS
Petersen et al., 2018 370 0.38 L Dec Real Word Rate CR DIBELS
Petersen et al., 2018 370 0.5 L Dec Real Word Rate CR DIBELS
Petersen et al., 2018 370 0.49 L Dec Real Word Rate CR DIBELS
Petersen et al., 2018 370 0.48 L Dec Real Word Rate CR DIBELS
Petersen et al., 2018 370 0.44 L Dec Real Word Rate CR DIBELS
Sittner Bridges, 2009, 90 0.516 L PA Real Word Accuracy NR WRMT-R
Study 1
Sittner Bridges, 2009, 90 0.477 L PA Nonword Accuracy NR WRMT-R/NU
Study 1
Sittner Bridges, 2009, 96 0.426 L PA Real Word Accuracy NR WRMT-R
Study 2
Sittner Bridges, 2009, 96 0.485 L PA Nonword Accuracy NR WRMT-R/NU
Study 2
Spector, 1992 38 0.6 L PA Real Word Accuracy Inventory San Diego Quick
Assessment List
Wyman-Chin, 2018 9 0.44 C PA Real Word Accuracy NR WMLSR
Wyman-Chin, 2018 9 0.87 C PA Real Word Accuracy NR WMLSR
Yap, 2018 99 0.56 L PA Real Word Accuracy NR WJ-111
Yap, 2018 99 0.6 L PA Nonword Accuracy NR \WAR
Zumeta, 2010 37 0.59 C PA Real Word Rate RD Dolch word list

Note. N = number of participants; r = Pearson’s correlation coefficient; C = cross-sectional study design; L = longitudinal study design; PA =
phonological awareness; Dec = decoding; SSK = sound-symbol knowledge; NR = norm-referenced; CR = criterion-referenced; RD = researcher-
developed; 3DM = Differential Diagnostics for Dyslexia; BAS-2 = British Ability Scales-2; DIBELS = Dynamic Indicators of Basic Early Literacy
Skills; EMT = Ein Minuten Test; HKT-SpLd = Hong Kong Test of Specific Learning Difficulties in Reading and Writing; K-ABC = Kaufman-
Assessment Battery for Children; SLRT-II = Salzburger Lese und Rechtschreibtest; SWRT = Single Word Reading Test; TALE = Test de Analisis de
la Lecto-escritura; TOWRE = Test of Word Reading Efficiency; WJ-111 = Woodcock Johnson-I11; WMSLR = Woodcock Mufioz Language Survey
Revised; WRAT = Wide Range Achievement Test; WRMT-R/NU = Woodcock Reading Mastery Tests-Revised/Normative Update.
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