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Jeonju 54907, Korea scriptive and narrative), and to examine the correlation between figurative expression and
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IF;*X: ffISZ‘h@‘ngfégb ) children (2nd, 4th, and 6th grade) were asked to write a descriptive discourse and a narra-
~mail: shpark0130@jbnu.ac.kr tive discourse using the topics: ‘My Friend’ and ‘Snow White' Three subtypes of figurative
Received: April 5, 2017 language (simile, metaphor, and idiom) embedded in the written discourses were analyzed.
Revised: May 22, 2017 The correlation between figurative expressions and discourse elements, such as length of

Accepted: May 31, 2017 discourse (T-unit, number of total words [NTW]) and lexical diversity (number of different

words [NDT], value of NDW/T-unit [MLT-dw]), were analyzed. Results: As children’s grade
level increased, the usage rate of figurative expressions generally increased in their dis-
courses. However, the increase varied according to the subtype of figurative expression
and the type of discourse. In addition, figurative expressions and lexical diversity showed a
positive correlation in both types of discourse. Conclusion: These findings indicate that
discourse type and figurative type should be considered for evaluation of and intervention
regarding figurative expression for school-aged language delayed children, and that inter-
vention concerning figurative expression is worthwhile for strengthening their ability to
make lexical and semantic connections.
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4 Qi HEHE Fo10] ThE A7} ATk 59, Sweet (1974)9]
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Table 1. Information of participants

Mean age (mo) Gender (boy:girl)
2th grade (N=24) 96.64 113
4th grade (N=24) 12417 13:11
6th grade (N=24) 147.04 15:9
Total (N=72) 122.62 39:33
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Table 2. Figurative expression rates

Figurative/ Simile/ Metaphor/ [diom/
T-unit T-unit T-unit T-unit

Descriptive type

2nd grade 0.093(0.131) 0.004(0.018) 0.033(0.068) 0.056 (0.089)

4th grade 0.193(0.127) 0.035(0.070) 0.091(0.080) 0.067 (0.076)

6th grade 0.286(0.218) 0.040(0.053) 0.147(0.101) 0.099(0.125)
Narrative type

2nd grade 0.084(0.126) 0.035(0.093) 0.035(0.053) 0.014(0.033)

4th grade 0.173(0.120)  0.030(0.074) 0.085(0.099) 0.058(0.081)

6th grade 0.288(0.149) 0.012(0.034) 0.133(0.095) 0.143(0.087)

Values are presented as mean (SD).
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Table 3. MANOVA of discourse types and grades for variables

Variable SS df MS [F
Text types
Figurative/T-unit .004 1 004 158
Simile/T-unit .000 1 .000 009
Metaphor/T-unit 001 1 001 181
[diom/T-unit .000 1 .000 034
Grade
Figurative/T-unit 929 2 464 20.936™**
Simile/T-unit 004 2 .002 550
Metaphor/T-unit 267 2 133 18.772%**
[diom/T-unit 184 2 092 12.390%**
Text typesx Grade
Figurative/T-unit .003 2 001 057
Simile/T-unit 021 2 on 2721
Metaphor/T-unit 002 2 001 106
[diom/T-unit 045 2 023 3.059*

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

(

Hlg9lo] 3h9] p R Ay, 190 29 wrakagel
sz, shdlo] b ebb) ook et shdel
ATk Lkt ghghck BAFEBo Al 28R A 4, 6
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Yoh30] FATHE ATARIVE LA g 2L Bhdo]

2 29 AL Aol £ HShaolA] oEARS BYlo. e A
HRIPH RG] o0 2 Sk
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Figure 1. Figurative expressions.
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Table 4. Pearson coefficients

Figurative/T-unit Simile/T-unit Metaphor/T-unit [diom/T-unit
D N T D N D N T D N T
T-unit 042 0.01 013 027 046 063 148 031 118 75 .030
NTW 254* AN 205* 126 039 205* 016 .081 199 285* 239"
NDW 466 195 327+ 163 068 AgF 024 213" 356 260" 3007
MLT-dw 683***  35a** A95*** .266* 144 Ag0*** - 393** A10%** 635*** 090 350***

D=descriptive discourse; N=narrative discourse; T=total; T-unit=minimally terminable unit; NTW =number of total words; NDW =number of different words; MLT-dw=value

of NDW/T-unit.
*p<0.05, **p<0.01, ***p<0.001.
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#12) 71 Pearson 242 HAIaHgick Table 4). 44 vl £
2 uEste] A, 26, Bgole] HIE-E ANHAO R Tunito]h
NTW 2:& g8hzlo] 8.2 Hrhs NDWLE MLT-dw 2 of/ch
ok ATA} 90Tk B3], MLT-dwete] Aahbdz g
359keh. AT, 2.5:9) - Tunit, NTW, NDWS} £ 013+ Ak
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=o| U B2
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NG U1 A EAS IR 1A A EAS A8
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Appendix 1. Unit test results of participants (Korean language)
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Appendix 2. Scoring examples of figurative expressions
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