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Bull. Disa. Sci. 25,181-188,2005

Examination of the Giving and Receiving Verbs Acquisition in a Child
with Autistic Disorder through Analysis by Higher-ordered Conditional
Discrimination and Differential Outcome Procedure

Kosuke TAKAHASHI and Fumiyuki NORO

Many individuals with autism have difficulty in acquire and use of “piving and receiving
verb” (ageru-morau), while showing no problem in understanding the word itself. The purpose
of this study was 1o examine whether a preschooler with aulism having problems wilh giving
and receiving verb can use these verbs by combing the analysis proposed by Shimizu and
Yamamoto (1998) with Differential Outcome Procedure. The results were that there was no
promoting effect in using these verbs. To clarily this, the paper discussed by analyzing from
the following two points: 1) the possibilily that each sample stimuli leading differential out-
come had multiple demention, 2) the possibility that reinforcer had not been differentiated.

Key Words ; autism, giving and receiving verb, differential outcome,

higher —ordered conditional discrimination
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