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Objectives: The context in which a particular word is used includes clues to the phonologi-
cal, morphological, and semantic knowledge of the word. When an unknown word ap-

Korea pears in the process of reading the text, the ability to infer its meaning by using context is
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required to comprehend the text well. The purpose of this study was to investigate the dif-
ference between poor comprehenders and typical children when inferring the meaning of
words. Methods: Fifteen poor comprehenders and 15 typical children in the 3rd and 4th
grade participated in this study. The sentence judgment task was divided into word condi-
tion and non-word condition, and each item consisted of a proceeding sentence and a fol-
lowing sentence. In order to perform the sentence judgment task, after reading the pro-

ceeding sentence in which the target word was appropriately used, children were asked to
judge whether the target word in the following sentence was used appropriately. Results:
Both poor comprehenders and typical children had difficulty in judging whether the mean-
ing of the target word was appropriately used in the non-word condition when compared
to the word condition. Poor comprehenders showed poorer performance than typical chil-
dren in both the word and non-word conditions. Conclusion: Although poor comprehen-
ders showed similar patterns as the typical children, they had difficulty inferring the mean-
ing of the words. This may be associated with a lack of vocabulary knowledge, ineffective-
ness of semantic connection and retrieval, and a deficit of metalinguistic ability.
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(Cain & Oakhill, 2007; Nation, 2005; Nation, Cocksey, Taylor, &

Bishop, 2010).
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Table 1. Participants’ characteristics

Poor comprehender  Typical children

(N=15) (N=15)
Age (mo) 117.60 (5.60) 116.00(6.71) 708
Nonverbal 1Q 100.20(11.84) 103.06 (8.11) -.700
Decoding® (%ile) 68.73(25.25) 82.13(18.94) -1.644
Text comprehension® (%ile) 1453 (6.53) 6753(1858)  -10.421*

Values are presented as mean (SD).

2K-WISC-III (Koran Wechsler Intelligence Scale for Children-Ill; Kwak, Park, & Kim,
2001).

®KISE-BATT (Korean Institute for Special Education-Basic Academic Achievement
Test; Park, Kim, Song, Jung, & Jung, 2008).

*p<.001.
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Figure 1. Process of sentence decision task.

Table 2. Accuracy sentence decision task

Poor comprehenders Typical children
(N=15) (N=15)
Word (36 score) 28.80(5.45) 32.60(3.43)
Non-word (36 score) 25.53(4.18) 29.26 (4.16)
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Table 3. Result of two-way ANOVA on accuracy of sentence decision tasks

Source BpEllEum Gy df Mean square [F
squares

Between group
Group 212.82 1 212.82 6.046*
Error 985.53 28 3520

Within group
Condition 163.35 1 163.35 53.73**
Conditionx Group 017 1 017 942
Error 85.13 28 3.040

*p<.05, ***p<.001.

Values are presented as mean (SD).
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Appendix 1. Examples of sentence decision task
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