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Objectives: The present study examined Korean school-aged children’s comprehension of
evidential markers (-ne(-eo), -dae(-rae), -geot gatda) and whether the development of the-
ory of mind (ToM) contributes to evidential marker understanding. For the development of
evidentiality, it is necessary to comprehend how one acquired the information he or she
understood, including the information transmitted from others. Methods: Seventy-two
typically developing Korean children (2nd, 4th, and 6th grade) participated in this study.
The children’s comprehension of three evidentiality marking tasks (direct experience, indi-
rect experience, and indirect inference) was tested using pictures and test sheets. The four
types of ToM were measured using listening comprehension tasks. Results: There were sig-
nificant differences between the 2nd and 4nd, and 2nd and 6th grades in the comprehen-
sion of indirect experience and indirect inference markers. But there were not significant
grade differences in the comprehension of direct experience markers. The development of
ToM according to grade was statistically significant in all groups. Development of ToM
showed positive correlations with indirect experience markers, indirect inference markers,
and the total scores of evidential markers except for direct experience markers. Conclu-
sion: These results indicate that the development of ToM and grammatical markers is use-
ful for assessment and intervention concerning the language ability of school-age children.

Keywords: School-aged children, Evidentiality development, Theory of mind, Pragmatic
development
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Table 1. Participants’ characteristics

S Age (mol (males:fexmale) VTJE;EE};V; \Fggsjlsf;\:;
2(N=25) 99 (3.41) 13:12 98.68 (14.26) 98.00(12.09)
4(N=25) 122(3.53) 12:13 127.17 (19.49) 124.08 (20.32)
6(N=22) 146 (4.75) 1M 147.18(15.36) 145.32(15.33)

Values are presented as mean (SD).
*Receptive and Expressive Vocabulary Test (Kim, Hong, Kim, Jang, & Lee, 2009).
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Table 3. Descriptive statistics of development of theory of mind (TolM) accord-
ing to grade

Grade Dirgct Indifect _ Indirect Total

experience experience inference Grade ToM
2(N=25) 5.56(.87) 4.04(1.57) 4.08(2.25) 4.56 (1.56) 2(N=25) 12.00 (2.45)
4(N=25) 5.80(.65) 5.32(1.28) 5.80(.50) 5.64(.81) 4(N=25) 14.44 (2.48)
6(N=22) 6.00(.00) 5.90(.43) 6.00(.00) 5.97(14) 6(N=22) 16.45(2.22)
Total 5.78(.65) 5.06(1.43) 5.26 (1.60) 5.37(1.23) Total 14.21(2.98)

Values are presented as mean (SD).
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Values are presented as mean (SD).
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Appendix 2. Theory of mind task (BF20|2 2fA)
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