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Abstract

In order to investigate the effect of picture prompt strategy in functional vocabulary teaching for
students with moderate intellectual disabilities, a single subject experiment A-B-A’ withdrawal
design was used for individual intervention. The results show that the correct rate of memorizing
functional vocabulary of the case fluctuates during the intervention period, and the accuracy rate
of the maintenance period is the same as in the end of the intervention period. Parents and teach-
ers report that after the intervention, the case can apply functional vocabulary in some situations
of daily life. Communication and dialogue with others become more natural, parents’ attitudes
become more positive, and teachers can take the initiative to consider and discuss students’ prob-
lem behaviors on classroom. Above on shows that the picture prompt strategy has a great inter-
vention, maintenance and sociality effectiveness for improving the functional vocabulary memo-
rization ability of students with intellectual disabilities.
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Table 1. Case capacity report form
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Figure 1. Comparison chart of teaching process and picture prompt strategy
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Figure 2. Percentage chart of functional vocabulary
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Table 2. Summary table of visual analysis in the functional vocabulary expression stage
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Table 3. Summary table of visual analysis between stages of functional vocabulary expression
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