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Before studying a material it may be important to first assess the difficulty of it, so called 

Ease of Learning (EOL) judgments. A multidimensional scaling (MDS) procedure was used to 

investigate the underlying basis of EOL judgments for 24 nouns, which to the authors’ 

knowledge has not been done before. In addition, Judgments of Learning (JOL) followed by a 

free recall test was performed. The MDS analysis indicate that EOL judgments for the nouns are 

based on multiple cues (dimensions), namely word length, frequency, and concreteness. 

Moreover, the concreteness values of the nouns, as judged by an independent group, were 

correlated with both the JOLs and the concreteness dimension from the MDS analysis. This 

indicates that EOLs and JOLs to some extent are based on the same cues. The results are 

discussed in relation to the available literature. 
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Swedish word English translation Frequency Number of letters Concreteness
Arbete Work 512 6 3,22
Barn Child 518 4 4,78
Betydelse Meaning 225 9 1,56
Dramatisering Dramatization 7 13 2,44
Erfarenhet Experience 201 10 2,22
Fotgängare Pedestrian 7 10 4,67
Fru Wife 223 3 3,89
Författare Writer 536 10 3,78
Hjälp Help 238 5 2,00
Kolonialism Colonialism 7 11 2,33
Liv Life 560 3 2,44
Man Man 593 3 3,67
Mink Mink 7 4 4,78
Människa Human 844 8 4,00
Möjlighet Possibility 523 9 1,78
Peng Coin 206 4 4,56
President President 205 9 4,00
Sammanhang Connection 245 10 1,78
Snitt Cut 7 5 2,78
Sockerbeta Sugar beet 7 10 4,67
Sätt Manner 832 4 1,78
Tsar Tsar 7 4 3,89
Typ Type 204 3 2,11
Ätt Dynasty 7 3 2,67  

 


