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Sentence interpretation strategies by typically developing and late-talking Korean toddlers.
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ABSTRACT

Late talkers are young children who are delayed in their expressive language skills despite normal nonverbal cognitive

ability, adequate hearing and typical personality development. The purpose of this study is to investigate the sentence

interpretation strategies used by Korean-speaking late talkers and age-matched normal children. Nine late talkers and nine
normal children matched by age at 30-35months were participated in this study. 27 simple noun-noun-verb(NNV) sentences

were generated by factorial combination of case-marker [nominal case-marker on the first noun and accusative on the second

(C1), accusative on the first noun and nominative on the second (C2), and no case markers on both nouns (CO0)], and

animacy of the nouns [animate-inanimate(Al), inanimate-animate(IA), animate-animate(AA)]. All the children were asked to

“act out” their interpretation of the given sentence. For each type of sentences the percentage of choices of the first noun as
the agent was calculated. The results of group (2) X animacy(3) X case-marker(3) mixed ANOVA showed a significant

main effect for 'animacy', 'case marker' and 'group(2) X case-marker (3)'. The late talkers relied on semantic (animacy) cues

in their interpretation of the sentences, while the normal peers utilized both animacy and grammatical morpheme

(case-marker) cues. The results indicated that the late-talkers’ comprehension skills were also delayed.

Keywords: late talker, sentence interpretation strategy, act-out task.
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1 AA-GO A ZFobA| A &
2 AA-GO L8] ZotA "olg
3 AA-GO gl 28 =08
4 AA-G1 ZetA7E EZE dols
5 AA-G1 HAZE AFClE Eola
6 AA-G1 E77F AFClE Fota
7 AA-G2 E7E o7 Fets
8 AA-G2 AFClE 287t W
9 AA-G2 gHAE #HAE e
10 AL-GO 7oA Ak Eola
11 AI-GO o Ashr] Foka
12 AI-GO L2 Aspr] WH e
13 AL-G1 ALEo|7F AAE wWH s
14 AI-Gl E77} BAE BA S
15 AL-G1 ot 7t NAE Hola
16 AL-G2 ZABolE BA7} A .
17 Al-G2 g9ZHE 2A7) dojg
18 Al-G2 HAE AAZF B8
19 1A-GO Aslr] AFo] wEa
20 IA-GO AA B Rk e
21 IA-GO 22 o8] Hoje
22 IA-Gl AAZE 2EE "ol
23 IA-Gl NAZE EZE Bl
24 IA-G1 227 A E FFota
25 IA-G2 BAE ZotA 7} Foka
26 IA-G2 A& HA7F dEH e
27 IA-G2 Ap1E E77F WiH Q.




