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Children’s Gossip Identification and Classification

1. Can a Large Language Model (LLM)-assisted Children’s Gossip Frequency in Difference Context

framework reliably identify children’s gossip in _ _ _ ) —_——mm -srtrorr r r rr—mom -
naturalistic conversations? The LLM-Assisted Framework Coding Corpus / Manual Coding on Corpus / Children’s Everyday Context Utterance Gossip  Frequency of Gossip

2. What are the frequency, targets, and emotional Children’s Everyday Conversation Conversation Child-Parent 484 82 16.94%
valence of young children’s gossip in everyday Child-Teacher 215 71 9 77%
interactions’? Conversation Transcript Conversation Transcript Child-Peer 879 9 10.47%
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» Analysis of gossip characteristics: Context;
Frequency; Targets of gossip; Valence
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