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+ Beginning at the fourth-grade level, students are exposed to a
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+ To date, there is a dearth of research on reading interventions that

utilize DBI to intensify such interventions, particularly for upper ssMM " cBM
elementary struggling readers.
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1. What are the effects of initial customization (IC-only) of a “ , .
multisyllabic word reading intervention compared to business-as- - o
usual (BAU) on reading outcomes for 4" and 5 grade students ‘ WA ‘ Wi
with word reading difficulties?

2. What are the effects of initial customization with data-based — . —
individualization (IC+DBI) of a multisyllabic word reading — //
intervention compared to BAU on students’ reading outcomes?

3. What are the effects of IC+DBI compared to IC-only on students’
reading outcomes? e ros - -

4. Are the effects of either treatment moderated by student TOSREC Comp
characteristics, particularly initial levels of word reading g
performance or Limited English Proficiency (LEP) status? N
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