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Appendices

Appendix 1: Pilot survey of Chinese preschoolers’ familiarity with 50 concepts

and the related formulaic expressions (https://www.wjx.cn/ja/49852443.aspx)
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Appendix 2: Likert scale on the familiarity and recognition scores of the final 24

designed stimuli images (https://www.wjx.cn/jq/54378366.aspx)
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