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Supplemental Material S1. Characteristics of dynamic assessments reported across 65 peer‐reviewed papers studying children with communication disorders. 
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Alony and 
Kozulin, 
2007 2

0
0

7 

A
SL

P
 

 M
LE

 

B
G

 Non-
diagnosis 2 30 47 96 

Con: 
75.5; 
Ex: 
71.4 

Additional 
info Language DS N/S 

Attention, 
Task Items Cake 1 N/S Criterion 

Child's 
performance 

Post-
test Flexible 

N
o

 

N
o

 

Asad et al, 
2013 2

0
1

3 

C
LT

T
 

 M
LE

 

C
S 

Diagnostic, 
non-
accuracy 

N/A 
(case 
studie
s) 3 88 147 N/A 

Diagnosis 
or 
Screening Language H/I Some 

Nature of 
task, Task 
Items Sandwich 2 N/S 

Set 
Amount 

Child's 
performance, 
Clinician 
Rating 

Gain 
score 

Pre-
scripted 

N
o

 

Ye
s 

Bain and 
Olswang, 
1995 1

9
9

5 

A
JS

LP
 

 ZP
D

 

W
G

 Non-
diagnosis 1 15 30 36 N/S 

Predict 
change Language  N/S Prompting Cake 1 N/S Criterion 

Amount of 
Instruction 

Post-
test 

Pre-
scripted 

Ye
s 

Ye
s 

Binger et 
al, 2017 2

0
1

7 

JS
LH

R
 

 G
P

 

W
G

 Non-
diagnosis 1 10 39 59 50.7 

Predict 
change 

AAC, 
Language  Some Prompting Cake N/S 

60 
mins Criterion 

Amount of 
Instruction  

Pre-
scripted 

N
o

 

Ye
s 

Boyer and 
Martin, 
2012 2

0
1

2 

C
LP

 

 IR
 

W
G

 

Diagnostic, 
non-
accuracy 1 29 37 70 53.9 

Diagnosis 
or 
Screening Language  Yes Task Items Sandwich 2 N/S 

Set 
Amount 

Child's 
performance 

Post-
test 

Pre-
scripted 

N
o

 

Ye
s 

Camilleri 
and 
Botting, 
2013 2

0
1

3 

IJ
LC

D
 

D
A

W
L 

G
P

 

W
G

 

Diagnostic, 
non-
accuracy 1 15 42 51 N/S 

Diagnosis 
or 
Screening Language  Some 

Task Items, 
Prompting Both 1 

35-40 
mins Criterion 

Amount of 
Instruction, 
Child's 
performance, 
Transfer 

Post-
test Planned 

Ye
s 

Ye
s 
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Camilleri 
and Law, 
2007 2

0
0

7 

A
SL

P
 

  W
G

, B
G

 

Non-
diagnosis 3 54 41 50 N/S 

Additional 
info Language  Some 

Prompting, 
Task Items Both 1 

45 
mins Criterion 

Child's 
performance, 
Amount of 
Instruction 

Post-
test 

Pre-
scripted 

N
o

 

Ye
s 

Camilleri 
and Law, 
2014 2

0
1

4 

IJ
SL

P
 

  W
G

, B
G

 

Non-
diagnosis 2 40 41 60 N/S 

Predict 
change Language  Some 

Task Items, 
Prompting Both 1 

45 
mins Criterion 

Amount of 
Instruction, 
Child's 
performance 

Post-
test 

Pre-
scripted 

N
o

 

Ye
s 

Camilleri, 
Hasson 
and Dodd, 
2014 2

0
1

4 

EC
P

 

D
A

P
P

LE
 

T-
T-

R
, G

P
 

C
S 

Diagnostic, 
non-
accuracy 

N/A 
(case 
studie
s) 12 42 59 N/A 

Diagnosis 
or 
Screening 

Language, 
Speech  Yes 

Task Items, 
Prompting, 
Nature of 
task Both 1 

40 
mins Criterion 

Child's 
performance, 
Amount of 
Instruction 

Post-
test, 
Gain 
score 

Pre-
scripted 

N
o

 

N
o

 

Donaldson 
and  
Olswang, 
2007 2

0
0

7 

A
SL

P
 

  B
G

 Non-
diagnosis 2 26 63 82 

ASD: 
73.6 
TD: 

68.7  
Interventio
n Planning Pragmatics ASD N/S Prompting Cake 3 N/S 

Set 
Amount, 
Criterion 

Child's 
performance, 
Amount of 
Instruction 

Post-
test Planned 

N
o

 

Ye
s 

Gillam and 
Ford, 2012 2

0
1

2 

C
LT

T
 

  W
G

 Non-
diagnosis 1 10 60 129 84.9 

Additional 
info PA/Literacy  N/S Prompting Cake 1 N/S Criterion 

Amount of 
Instruction  

Pre-
scripted 

N
o

 

N
o

 

Glaspey 
and  
Macleod, 
2010 2

0
1

0 

C
LP

 

G
D

A
P

 

 C
S 

Broader 
Study 

N/A 
(case 
studie
s) 1 41 41 N/A 

Monitor 
change Speech  N/S Prompting Cake 1 N/S Criterion 

Amount of 
Instruction  

Pre-
scripted 

N
o

 

Ye
s 
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Glaspey 
and  Stoel-
Gammon, 
2005 2

0
0

5 

TL
D

 

SS
S 

 C
S 

Non-
diagnosis 

N/A 
(case 
studie
s) 1 43 43 N/A 

Monitor 
change, 
Interventio
n Planning Speech  N/S Prompting Cake 1 N/S Criterion 

Amount of 
Instruction  

Pre-
scripted 

N
o

 

N
o

 

Glaspey 
and Stoel-
Gammon, 
2007 2

0
0

7 

A
SL

P
 

SS
S 

G
P

 

C
S 

Non-
diagnosis 

N/A 
(case 
studie
s) 1 4yr 4yr N/A 

Monitor 
change Speech  N/S Prompting Cake N/S N/S Criterion 

Amount of 
Instruction  

Pre-
scripted 

N
o

 

N
o

 

Gutierrez-
Clellen  
and 
Conboy, 
1998 1

9
9

8 

JC
C

D
 

 M
LE

 

B
G

 Non-
diagnosis 2 18 153 181 165 

Additional 
info Language 

Dysle
xia Yes 

Nature of 
task Sandwich 1 

30 
mins 

Set 
Amount 

Child's 
performance, 
Transfer 

Gain 
score Planned 

N
o

 

Ye
s 

Gutierrez-
Clellen  
and Pena, 
2001 2

0
0

1 

LS
H

SS
 

 M
LE

 

C
S 

Diagnostic, 
non-
accuracy 

N/A 
(case 
studie
s) 2 48 54 N/A 

Diagnosis 
or 
Screening Language  Yes 

Nature of 
task Sandwich 2 

30 
mins 

Set 
Amount 

Child's 
performance, 
Clinician 
Rating 

Gain 
score Planned 

N
o

 

N
o

 

Hasson 
and 
Botting, 
2010 2

0
1

0 

C
LT

T
 

 T-
T-

R
, M

LE
 

C
S 

Non-
diagnosis 

N/A 
(case 
studie
s) 3 11y 12y N/A 

Interventio
n Planning Language  N/S 

Prompting, 
Nature of 
task Sandwich 3 

40 
mins 

Set 
Amount 

Child's 
performance, 
Clinician 
Rating 

Gain 
score 

Pre-
scripted 

N
o

 

Ye
s 

Hasson 
and Dodd, 
2014 2

0
1

4 

C
LT

T
 

D
A

SS
 

 C
S 

Non-
diagnosis 

N/A 
(case 
studie
s) 1 109 109 N/A 

Interventio
n Planning Language  N/S Prompting Cake N/S N/S Criterion 

Amount of 
Instruction  Planned 

N
o

 

N
o
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Hasson et 
al, 2013 2

0
1

3 

C
LT

T
 

D
A

P
P

LE
 

T-
T-

R
 

B
G

 

Diagnostic, 
non-
accuracy 2 26 3y 5y 

Case: 
50.3 
Con: 
50.4 

Diagnosis 
or 
Screening 

Language, 
Speech  Yes 

Prompting, 
Task Items Both 1 

40 
mins Criterion 

Amount of 
Instruction, 
Child's 
performance 

Post-
test 

Pre-
scripted 

N
o

 

N
o

 

Hasson et 
al., 2012 2

0
1

2 

IJ
LC

D
 

D
A

SS
 

G
P

, M
LE

, T
e

st
in

g 
th

e 
lim

it
s 

W
G

 Non-
diagnosis 1 24 98 129 111 

Interventio
n Planning Language  No Prompting Cake 1 

25-40 
mins Criterion 

Amount of 
Instruction  Planned 

Ye
s 

Ye
s 

Hemsley 
et al., 2013 2

0
1

3 

SL
H

 

 T-
T-

R
 

C
S 

Broader 
Study 

N/A 
(case 
studie
s) 1 8y 8y N/A 

Additional 
info Language  Yes 

Nature of 
task Sandwich 2 N/S 

Set 
Amount 

Child's 
performance, 
Clinician 
Rating 

Gain 
score Flexible 

N
o

 

N
o

 

Hemsley 
et al., 2014 2

0
1

4 

SL
H

 

 T-
T-

R
 

C
S 

Broader 
Study 

N/A 
(case 
studie
s) 2 102 140 N/A 

Diagnosis 
or 
Screening Language  Yes 

Nature of 
task Sandwich 2 

45 
mins 

Set 
Amount 

Child's 
performance, 
Clinician 
Rating 

Gain 
score Planned 

N
o

 

N
o

 

Henderson 
et al., 2018 2

0
1

8 

JS
LH

R
 

P
EA

R
L 

 B
G

 Diagnostic 
Accuracy 2 90 48 71 54 

Diagnosis 
or 
Screening Language  Yes 

Task Items, 
Nature of 
task Sandwich 1 

30-40 
mins 

Set 
Amount 

Child's 
performance, 
Clinician 
Rating 

Post-
test Planned 

Ye
s 

Ye
s 

Jacobs 
2001 2

0
0

1 

C
D

Q
 

K
ID

TA
LK

  

 B
G

, W
G

 Diagnostic, 
non-
accuracy 2 60 84 107 96 

Diagnosis 
or 
Screening Language  Yes Task Items Sandwich 1 

appro
ximat
ely 30 
minut
es per 
child. 

Set 
Amount 

Child's 
performance 

Post-
test 

Pre-
scripted 

N
o

 

N
o
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Kapantzogl
ou et al., 
2012 2

0
1

2 

LS
H

SS
 

 T-
T-

R
, M

LE
 

B
G

 Diagnostic 
Accuracy 2 28   

TLD: 
57 
PLI: 
54 

Diagnosis 
or 
Screening Language  Yes 

Task Items, 
Nature of 
task Sandwich 1 

30–40 
min 

Set 
Amount 

Child's 
performance, 
Clinician 
Rating 

Post-
test 

Pre-
scripted 

N
o

 

Ye
s 

Kelley and 
Goldstein, 
2019 2

0
1

9 

SS
L 

EW
LM

 

 W
G

, B
G

 

Non-
diagnosis 2 16 45 62 54 

Predict 
change Language  N/S 

Task Items, 
Prompting Both 1 N/S 

Set 
Amount 

Child's 
performance, 
Amount of 
Instruction 

Post-
test 

Pre-
scripted 

N
o

 

Ye
s 

Keske-
Soares et 
al., 2018 2

0
1

8 

C
o

D
A

S 

D
EM

SS
-B

P
 

 B
G

 

Diagnostic, 
non-
accuracy 3 18 53 68 

TD: 
59 

PD: 
60 

CAS: 
59 

Diagnosis 
or 
Screening Speech  N/S Prompting Cake N/S N/S Criterion 

Amount of 
Instruction  Planned 

N
o

 

N
o

 

King et al., 
2015 2

0
1

5 

A
A

C
 

 G
P

 

W
G

 Non-
diagnosis 1 4 60 70 65 

Predict 
change, 
Interventio
n Planning 

AAC, 
Language  No Prompting Cake 4 to 6 

60 
mins Criterion 

Amount of 
Instruction  

Pre-
scripted 

Ye
s 

Ye
s 

Kramer et 
al., 2009 2

0
0

9 

C
JS

LP
A

 

D
A

I 

T-
T-

R
 

B
G

 Diagnostic 
Accuracy 2 17   

Grade 
3  

Diagnosis 
or 
Screening Language  Yes 

Nature of 
task, Task 
Items Sandwich 2 N/S 

Set 
Amount 

Clinician 
Rating, 
Child's 
performance 

Gain 
score Planned 

N
o

 

Ye
s 

Lederberg 
and 
Spencer, 
2009 2

0
0

9 

JD
SD

E
 

  W
G

, B
G

 

Experiment
al task 1 98 27 82 55 

Interventio
n Planning Language H/I Some Task Items Cake 2 N/S 

Set 
Amount 

Child's 
performance 

Post-
test 

Pre-
scripted 

N
o

 

N
o

 



Supplemental Material King Bamford et al., “Dynamic assessment for children with communication disorders: A systematic Scope review and framework,” AJSLP 

Page | 6 of 15 
 

A
u

th
o

r 

Y
e

ar
 

Jo
u

rn
al

 

N
am

e
 o

f 
D

A
 

N
am

e
d

 a
p

p
ro

ac
h

 

St
u

d
y 

D
es

ig
n

 

St
u

d
y 

Ty
p

e 

N
u

m
b

e
r 

o
f 

G
ro

u
p

s 

To
ta

l  
p

ar
ti

ci
p

an
ts

 

A
ge

 -
 m

in
 

A
ge

 -
 m

ax
 

A
ge

 -
 m

e
an

 

P
u

rp
o

se
 

A
re

a 
o

f 
as

se
ss

m
e

n
t 

P
o

p
u

la
ti

o
n

 

Li
n

gu
is

ti
ca

lly
 D

iv
e

rs
e

 o
r 

B
ili

n
gu

al
 

Ty
p

e
 o

f 
m

e
d

ia
ti

o
n

 

Fo
rm

at
 

N
u

m
b

e
r 

o
f 

In
st

ru
ct

io
n

al
 

Se
ss

io
n

s 

D
u

ra
ti

o
n

 o
f 

Se
ss

io
n

s 

A
m

o
u

n
t 

o
f 

in
st

ru
ct

io
n

 

p
ro

vi
d

e
d

 

M
e

as
u

re
m

e
n

t 

P
o

st
-t

e
st

/g
ai

n
 s

co
re

 

Le
ve

l o
f 

P
re

sc
ri

p
ti

ve
n

e
ss

 

V
al

id
it

y 
d

e
sc

ri
b

e
d

 

R
e

lia
b

ili
ty

 d
e

sc
ri

b
e

d
 

Lidz and 
Peña, 1996 1

9
9

6 

LS
H

SS
 

 M
LE

 

C
S 

Diagnostic, 
non-
accuracy 

N/A 
(case 
studie
s) 2 47 49 N/A 

Diagnosis 
or 
Screening Language  Yes 

Task Items, 
Nature of 
task Sandwich 2 

20 
mins 

Set 
Amount 

Child's 
performance, 
Clinician 
Rating 

Gain 
score Planned 

N
o

 

N
o

 

Long and 
Olswang, 
1996 1

9
9

6 

A
JS

LP
 

  W
G

 Non-
diagnosis 2 21 31 36 

Not 
provi
ded 

Interventio
n Planning Language  N/S Prompting Cake N/S N/S Criterion 

Amount of 
Instruction  

Pre-
scripted 

N
o

 

N
o

 

Macleod 
and 
Glaspey, 
2014 2

0
1

4 

C
LP

 

G
D

A
P

 

 C
S 

Broader 
Study 

N/A 
(case 
studie
s) 3 36 36 N/A 

Monitor 
change Speech  No Prompting Cake 1 N/S Criterion 

Amount of 
Instruction  

Pre-
scripted 

N
o

 

Ye
s 

Mann et 
al., 2014 2

0
1

4 

JC
D

 

 M
LE

 

C
S 

Non-
diagnosis 

N/A 
(case 
studie
s) 2 88 102 N/A 

Additional 
info 

Language, 
AAC H/I Some 

Task Items, 
Nature of 
task 

Sandwich 
but no post 
test 2 

30 
mins 

Set 
Amount 

Time for task 
completion, 
Clinician 
Rating  

Pre-
scripted 

Ye
s 

N
o

 

Mann et 
al., 2015 2

0
1

5 

A
JS

LP
 

 M
LE

 

B
G

 Diagnostic 
Accuracy 2 37 75 135 102.8 

Diagnosis 
or 
Screening 

Language, 
AAC H/I Some 

Task Items, 
Nature of 
task 

Sandwich 
but no post 
test 2 

30 
mins 

Set 
Amount 

Clinician 
Rating  

Pre-
scripted 

Ye
s 

Ye
s 

Maragkaki 
and 
Hessels, 
2017 2

0
1

7 

JS
E

 

D
A

P
P

LE
 

T-
T-

R
, G

P
 

B
G

 

Diagnostic, 
non-
accuracy 2 12   

Case: 
58.7, 
TD: 
43.7 

Diagnosis 
or 
Screening Language  Yes 

Task Items, 
Prompting Both 1 N/S Criterion 

Amount of 
Instruction, 
Child's 
performance 

Post-
test 

Pre-
scripted 

Ye
s 

N
o
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Martin, 
2015 2

0
1

5 

LT
 

D
A

I 

M
LE

 

C
S 

Diagnostic, 
non-
accuracy 

N/A 
(case 
studie
s) 3 

N/S 
(6-
7 
yrs) 

N/S 
(6-
7 
yrs) N/A 

Diagnosis 
or 
Screening Language  Some 

Nature of 
task, Task 
Items Sandwich 2 

20 
mins 

Set 
Amount 

Child's 
performance, 
Clinician 
Rating 

Gain 
score Planned 

N
o

 

Ye
s 

McLaughli
n and 
Cascella 
2008 2

0
0

8 

C
D

Q
 

  C
S 

Non-
diagnosis 

N/A 
(case 
studie
s) 6 107 156 N/A 

Interventio
n Planning Pre-verbal 

GDD/I
D N/S Prompting Cake 3 

30 to 
45 
mins Criterion 

Amount of 
Instruction, 
Child's 
performance 

Post-
test 

Pre-
scripted 

N
o

 

Ye
s 

McNaught
on, 1991 1

9
9

1 

JS
LP

A
 

  C
S 

Broader 
Study 

N/A 
(case 
studie
s) 1 79 79 N/A 

Interventio
n Planning AAC 

Acqui
red 
aphas
ia N/S N/S N/S N/S N/S N/S N/S  N/S 

N
o

 

N
o

 

Olswang 
and Bain, 
1996 1

9
9

6 

JS
H

R
 

  W
G

 Non-
diagnosis 1 21 31 36 32.6 

Predict 
change Language  N/S Prompting Cake 1 N/S Criterion 

Amount of 
Instruction  

Pre-
scripted 

N
o

 

N
o

 

Olswang et 
al., 1986 1

9
8

6 

C
LT

T
 

  C
S 

Non-
diagnosis 

N/A 
(case 
studie
s) 2 28 34 N/A 

Predict 
change Language  No Prompting Cake 2 

30 
mins 

Set 
Amount 

Child's 
performance 

Post-
test 

Pre-
scripted 

Ye
s 

Ye
s 

Olswang et 
al., 2013 2

0
1

3 

A
JS

LP
 

 M
LE

, G
P

 

W
G

 Non-
diagnosis 1 6 11 24 18.3 

Predict 
change Pre-verbal 

Moto
r diff.  Some Prompting Cake 1 

20-30 
mins Criterion 

Amount of 
Instruction  Flexible 

Ye
s 

Ye
s 
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Peña et al., 
1992 1

9
9

2 

TJ
SE

 

 M
LE

 

B
G

 

Diagnostic, 
non-
accuracy 2 50 43 57 

Not 
provi
ded 

Diagnosis 
or 
Screening Language  Yes 

Nature of 
task, Task 
Items Sandwich 2 

20 
mins 

Set 
Amount 

Child's 
performance, 
Clinician 
Rating 

Gain 
score Flexible 

N
o

 

N
o

 

Peña et al., 
2001 2

0
0

1 

A
JS

LP
 

 M
LE

 

B
G

 Diagnostic 
Accuracy 2 79 45 57 50 

Diagnosis 
or 
Screening Language  Some 

Nature of 
task Sandwich 2 

30 
mins 

Set 
Amount 

Child's 
performance, 
Clinician 
Rating 

Gain 
score Planned 

Ye
s 

Ye
s 

Peña et al., 
2006 - 
second 
experimen
t 2

0
0

6 

JS
LH

R
 

 M
LE

 

B
G

 Diagnostic 
Accuracy 3 71   

N/S – 
1st 
and 
2nd 
grade  

Diagnosis 
or 
Screening Language  N/S 

Nature of 
task, Task 
Items Sandwich 2 

30 
mins 

Set 
Amount 

Child's 
performance, 
Clinician 
Rating 

Gain 
score 

Pre-
scripted 

Ye
s 

Ye
s 

Peña et al., 
2007  2

0
0

7 

A
SL

P
 

 M
LE

 

B
G

 Diagnostic 
Accuracy 2 40 78 101 89 

Diagnosis 
or 
Screening Language  N/S 

Nature of 
task, Task 
Items 

Sandwich 
but no post 
test 2 

30 
mins 

Set 
Amount 

Clinician 
Rating  

Pre-
scripted 

Ye
s 

Ye
s 

Peña et al., 
2014 2

0
1

4 

JS
LH

R
 

D
A

I 

M
LE

 

B
G

 Diagnostic 
Accuracy 3 54   

LD: 
68.4, 

TD-M: 
68.9, 
TD-C: 
69.8 

Diagnosis 
or 
Screening Language  Yes 

Nature of 
task, Task 
Items Sandwich 2 

30 
mins 

Set 
Amount 

Child's 
performance, 
Clinician 
Rating 

Gain 
score 

Pre-
scripted 

Ye
s 

Ye
s 

Peña, 2000 
- study 1 2

0
0

0 

C
D

Q
 

 M
LE

 

B
G

 Diagnostic 
Accuracy 2 

Stu
dy 
1: 
50 44 58 50 

Diagnosis 
or 
Screening Language  Some 

Nature of 
task Sandwich 2 

20 
mins 

Set 
Amount 

Child's 
performance, 
Clinician 
Rating 

Gain 
score N/S 

Ye
s 

N
o
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Peña, 2000 
- study 2    M

LE
 

B
G

 Diagnostic 
Accuracy 2 

Stu
dy 
2: 
55 45 57 50 

Diagnosis 
or 
Screening Language  Some 

Nature of 
task Sandwich 2 

30 
mins 

Set 
Amount 

Clinician 
Rating  N/S 

Ye
s 

Ye
s 

Petersen 
and 
Gillam, 
2015 2

0
1

5 

JL
D

 

  W
G

 Diagnostic 
Accuracy 1 63   65.3 

Diagnosis 
or 
Screening PA/Literacy  Yes 

Task Items, 
Nature of 
task Sandwich 1 

3 
mins 

Set 
Amount 

Child's 
performance, 
Clinician 
Rating 

Gain 
score 

Pre-
scripted 

Ye
s 

Ye
s 

Petersen 
et al., 2017 2

0
1

7 

JS
LH

R
 

  B
G

 Diagnostic 
Accuracy 2 42 76 114 91 

Diagnosis 
or 
Screening Language  Yes 

Nature of 
task, Task 
Items Sandwich 2 

25-30 
mins 

Set 
Amount 

Child's 
performance, 
Clinician 
Rating 

Gain 
score, 
Post-
test Planned 

Ye
s 

Ye
s 

Petersen 
et al., 2020 2

0
2

0 

LS
H

SS
 

 T-
T-

R
, M

LE
 

B
G

 Diagnostic 
Accuracy 2 31 69 115 93 

Diagnosis 
or 
Screening Language  Yes 

Task Items, 
Nature of 
task, 
Prompting Sandwich 1 

15 
mins 

Set 
Amount 

Child's 
performance, 
Clinician 
Rating 

Post-
test 

Pre-
scripted 

Ye
s 

Ye
s 

Regalla 
and Peker, 
2017 2

0
1

7 

FL
A

 

  B
G

, W
G

 

Non-
diagnosis 2 31   

N/S - 
pre-
kinder
garte
n 

Additional 
info Language 

ASD, 
H/I, 
GDD/I
D N/S Prompting Cake 1 N/S Criterion 

Amount of 
Instruction  

Pre-
scripted 

N
o

 

Ye
s 

Resendiz 
and Peña, 
2015 2

0
1

5 

D
ia

lo
g 

 M
LE

 

C
S 

Diagnostic, 
non-
accuracy 

N/A 
(case 
studie
s) 2   

N/A - 
Kinde
rgarte
n age 

Diagnosis 
or 
Screening Language  Yes 

Nature of 
task, Task 
Items Sandwich 2 

30 
mins 

Set 
Amount 

Child's 
performance, 
Clinician 
Rating 

Gain 
score 

Pre-
scripted 

N
o

 

N
o
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Roseberry 
and 
Connell, 
1991 1

9
9

1 

JS
H

R
 

 In
ve

n
te

d
 R

u
le

 

B
G

 

Diagnostic, 
non-
accuracy 2 26 53 76 

TD: 
68, 
LD: 

65.6 

Diagnosis 
or 
Screening Language  Yes Task Items Sandwich 2 

15-20 
mins 

Set 
Amount 

Child's 
performance 

Post-
test 

Pre-
scripted 

Ye
s 

Ye
s 

Snell, 2002 2
0

0
2 

A
A

C
 

 T-
T-

R
 

C
S 

Non-
diagnosis 

N/A 
(case 
studie
s) 3 6y 40y N/A 

Additional 
info, 
Interventio
n Planning Pre-verbal 

ASD, 
GDD/I
D N/S Prompting Cake 1 

90-
120 
  
minut
es + 
planni
ng Criterion 

Child's 
performance  Planned 

N
o

 

N
o

 

Spencer et 
al., 2015 - 
phase 1 2

0
1

5 

A
JS

LP
 

 T-
T-

R
 

W
G

 

Diagnostic, 
non-
accuracy 1 41   

N/S - 
presc
hool 

Diagnosis 
or 
Screening Language  Some 

Nature of 
task, Task 
Items Sandwich 3 

15-20 
mins 

Set 
Amount 

Child's 
performance 

Gain 
score Planned 

N
o

 

N
o

 

Steele, 
2015 2

0
1

5 

IJ
SL

P
 

 G
P

 

B
G

 Broader 
Study 3 39 81 141 

LD: 
127, 
AM: 
126, 
VM: 
103 

Additional 
info Language  N/S Prompting Cake 1 N/S Criterion 

Amount of 
Instruction  

Pre-
scripted 

N
o

 

Ye
s 

Steele et 
al., 2013 2

0
1

3 

IJ
SL

P
 

 G
P

 

B
G

 Broader 
Study 2 23 9y 11y 

LI: 
123.8 
TD: 
128.2 

Additional 
info Language  No Prompting Cake 4-Jun N/S Criterion 

Amount of 
Instruction  

Pre-
scripted 

N
o

 

Ye
s 

Strand et 
al., 2013 2

0
1

3 

JS
LH

R
 

D
EM

SS
 

 W
G

 Diagnostic 
Accuracy 1 81 36 79 54.7 

Diagnosis 
or 
Screening Speech  No Prompting Cake 1 

7-25 
mins Criterion 

Amount of 
Instruction  Planned 

Ye
s 

Ye
s 
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Thomas et 
al., 2018 2

0
1

8 

C
A

C
D

 

N
D

A
P

D
 

G
P

 

B
G

 Non-
diagnosis 2 60 76 100 

SSD: 
87, 
TD: 
87 

Additional 
info PA/Literacy  No Prompting Cake N/S N/S Criterion 

Amount of 
Instruction  

Pre-
scripted 

N
o

 

Ye
s 

Tyler, 1996 1
9

9
6 

JC
D

 

  B
G

 Non-
diagnosis 2 20 22 40 

TD: 
24; 
LD: 33 

Interventio
n Planning Speech  N/S Prompting Cake 1 

60 
min 

Set 
Amount 

Child's 
performance 

Post-
test 

Pre-
scripted 

N
o

 

N
o

 

Tzuriel and 
Groman, 
2017 - 
CPUT 2

0
1

7 

JC
EP

 

C
P

U
T

 

G
P
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Study 2 64   
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Task Items, 
Nature of 
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Child's 
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score Planned 
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Wade and 
Haynes, 
1989 1

9
8
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C
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  B
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36, 
TD: 

20.3 
Additional 
info Language  No Prompting Cake 1 

120 
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Amount 

Child's 
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Post-
test Planned 

N
o

 

Ye
s 
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test Planned 

N
o

 

Ye
s 

Abbreviations: 

TD= typically developing; LD= language disorder; N/S= Not specified; N/A=Not appropriate; Con= control group; Ex= experimental group, Case: caseload group 

Age: age is given in months unless paper only provides age range in years (e.g. 3-5 year olds) 

Type of Instruction: Attention= Instruction about attention or behaviour; Task Items=Instruction about task items or skills; Nature of Task= Instruction about task or nature of task; Child's Performance= Child's performance following instruction; Clinician Rating= Clinician's 

rating of child's modifiability; Amount of Instruction= Quantitative measure of amount of instruction; Transfer= Measurement of transfer to another task 

Amount of Instruction: Criterion= Until child reaches or fails to reach set criterion; Set Amount= Set Amount of Instruction 

Study Design: BG= between groups; WG=within group; CS=case study or single subject design; Broader Study= DA used as one part of broader study 

Co-occurring conditions: H/I= Hearing impairment; GDD= Global developmental delay; ID= Intellectual Disability; DS= Down Syndrome; ASD= Autism Spectrum Disorder 

Named theoretical approach: MLE=Mediated Learning Experience; ZPD=Zone of Proximal Development; GP=Graduated Prompting; T-T-R=Test-Train-Retest; IR= Invented Rule 

Journals: ASLP= Advances in Speech Language Pathology; CLTT= Child Language Teaching and Therapy; AJSLP= American Journal of Speech-Language Pathology; JSLHR= Journal of Speech, Language, and Hearing Research; CLP= Clinical Linguistics & Phonetics; IJLCD= 

International Journal of Language & Communication Disorders; IJSLP= International Journal of Speech-Language Pathology; ECP= Educational & Child Psychology; TLD= Topics in Language Disorders; JCCD= Journal of Children's Communication Development; LSHSS= Language, 

Speech and Hearing Services in Schools; SLH= Speech, Language and Hearing; CDQ= Communication Disorders Quarterly; SSL= Seminars in Speech and Language; AAC= AAC: Augmentative & Alternative Communication; CJSLPA= Canadian Journal of Speech-Language Pathology 

and Audiology; JDSDE= Journal of Deaf Studies & Deaf Education; JCD= Journal of Communication Disorders; JSE= Journal of Studies in Education; LT= Language Teaching; JSLPA= Journal of Speech-Language Pathology and Audiology; JSHR= Journal of Speech and Hearing 

Research; TJSE= The Journal of Special Education; JLD= Journal of Learning Disabilities; FLA= Foreign Language Annals; Dialog= Dialog: Journal of the Texas Educational Diagnosticians Association; CACD= Clinical Archives of Communication Disorders; JCEP= Journal of Cognitive 

Education and Psychology 

Assessments: DAWL= Dynamic Assessment of Word Learning; DAPPLE= Dynamic Assessment of Preschoolers’ Proficiency in Learning English; GDAP= Glaspey Dynamic Assessment of Phonology; SSS= Scaffolding Scale of Stimulability; DASS= Dynamic Assessment of Sentence 

Structure; PEARL= Predictive Early Assessment of Reading and Language; KIDTALK= Kidtalk Interactive Dynamic Test of Aptitude for Language Knowledge; EWLM= Explicit Word Learning Measure; DEMSS= Dynamic Evaluation of Motor Speech Skill; DEMSS-BP= Dynamic 

Evaluation of Motor Speech Skill (Brazilian Portugese); DAI= Dynamic Assessment and Intervention; NDAPD= Nonverbal dynamic assessment of phoneme deletion; CPUT= Children’s Proverbial Understanding Test; CMCT= The Children’s Metaphorical Construction Test  
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