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Correspondence: EunJu Lee, PhD Objectives: The purpose of this study is to investigate the phonological characteristics of
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Received: January 5, 2015 words produced by the children were transcribed and then analyzed according to phono-
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Accepted: April 24, 2015 proportion of whole word variability (PWV) with phonological whole-word analysis. Re-
This paper is based on the master’s thesis of the sults: First, there were significant differences in phonological proximity between the two
first author. groups. Late-talkers scored lower in PMLU and PWP. Second, there were also significant dif-

ferences in phonological variability between the two groups. Late-talkers showed higher
PWV. Conclusion: These findings indicate that late-talkers experience difficulty producing
complex syllable structures with accurate pronunciations and thus produce words with
lower intelligibility than typically developing children. They also tend to show more incon-
sistent phonological patterns. The findings imply a need to evaluate phonological ability
as a predicting factor of language development in late-talkers and to consider phonologi-
cal intervention when establishing intervention goals for late-talkers.
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Table 1. Group characteristics

LT (N=10) TD(N=10)
Age (mo) 31.8(2.61) 29.0(3.36)
SELSI reception 51.8(1.68) 54.3(2.54)
SELSI expression 36.9(8.18) 53.9(2.68)
K'M-B CDI 123.3(73.44) 543.3(102.35)

Values are presented as mean (SD).
LT=late talker; TD=typical developing children.
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Table 2. PMLU, PWP, PWV by group

LT(N=10) TD(N=10) t
PMLU 3.94(1.12) 6.59(.86) -5.80**
PWP 56(.13) 91(.10) -6.56™*
PWV A48(.47) 37(.35) 4.90**

Values are presented as mean (SD).

LT=ate talker; TD=typical developing children; PMLU= phonological mean length
of utterance; PWP = proportion of whole word proximity; PWWV = proportion of whole
word variability.
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