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Purpose: To investigate the relationship between idiom comprehension and the Correspondence @ Young-jin Hwang, PhD
meta-pragmatic language ability of school-age children and to examine the characteristics E-mail : yjhwang@kongju.ac.kr

of idiom comprehension according to grade level.

Methods: The subjects of the study included 10 elementary school students in the lower Received : August 26, 2024

grades, 10 in the middle grades, and 10 in the upper grades who lived in Revision revised : September 25, 2024
Chungcheongbuk-do and Daejeon. We investigated whether there were differences in  Accepted : October 31, 2024

idiom comprehension depending on the type of task, and examined the characteristics of

idiom errors by grade in relation to familiarity and transparency. In addition, we sought ORCID

to identify which of the sub-elements of pragmatic language is correlated with idiom Hye Yeong Lee

comprehension.
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Results: Overall, the higher the grade, the higher the idiom task score. Further, the idiom Young-jin Hwang

task score in context task was higher than in the isolation task in all three grades.

https://orcid.org/0009-0001-6224-2713

Likewise, idiom errors differed depending on grade. Idiom comprehension ability in the
context task showed a significant correlation with communication regulations. Idiom
comprehension ability in the isolation task showed a significant correlation with
awareness of higher-level language, and among them, it showed a high positive

correlation with irony and metaphor.

Conclusions : It has been shown that various linguistic factors play an important role in
understanding and acquiring idioms. Among them, pragmatic language ability is an
essential factor in understanding idioms. Therefore, it is necessary to devise an
intervention method that improves pragmatic language and idiom comprehension ability.
In addition, strategic learning methods that consider familiarity, transparency, and context

to understand idioms expressed in various ways are required.
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Table 1. Analysis results of idiom comprehension ability
across grades

A B C

F Scheffe
MDD  MGD  M(SD chete
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Context (3.02) (3.39) (2.17) 22.977 A(B,C
. 4.80 9.00 14.50 -
Isolation (2.94) (3.20) 2.17) 30.123 AB(LC

Note. A=lower grades; B=middle grades; C=upper grades.
~p<.001

Table 2. Characteristics of idiom errors across grades

A B C
Wilks F Schefte
M (SD) M (SD) M (SD)
Uo 4.00 3.40 2.90 3515 AC
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ask 120 1149 (.99
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g 350 210 .10 Yoo B
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143
410 230 170

VO (25 (106

14.474™  AYB.C

Context 330 270  2.00 .
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wrong 2.70 .70 .30
answer "0 (109 (.95 (.67) 20018 ABC

2.90 1.30 .30
(1.45) (1349 (.49
Note. UO=unfamiliar and opaque; UT=unfamiliar and transparent;

FO=familiar and opaque; FT=familiar and transparent.
.05, "pC.01, T pK.001
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Table 3. Correlation between idiom comprehension ability and
korean meta pragmatic language

Context Isolation
Communication regulations 522" 493"
Discourse & Story information inferences 262 .249
Awareness of higher-level language 473" 653"

"p(01

Table 4. Correlation between isolation task idiom comprehension
and awareness of higher-level language

Isolation
References 5317
Indirect expression 491"
Irony and metaphor 6197

"pC01
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Appendix 1. Example of idiom comprehension task

280 ola] 7

HEE Qe RE FWH

@ =54 oFF Ak Qi

B i
@ gyt olee] 27t U,
@ W2 AR Tto] sk BE7] 4.
@ ot ARES A g stk
AHols 9% SHY SAIZ o A T o] Wob HAE Sk R AR el M =itk Aol
Mol 7He 2ol Sl B4R ARG dUSA A8, A4, JlIE whith 3% s A bbby
£o] QU BIE HBE Qi A 97 chigheta stk oA ABE girbE & EU

Ty

@ =94 o AE gk
@ 2ok oielel 77} e,

@ W Al sblo] s BE7] 4tk
@ oF e ek gk Tt

69



20244 M33H M4z 061-071
OI_-Io-leigl:rL ISSN 1226-587X / elSSN 2671-7158

JSLHD (Journal of Speech-Language & Hearing Disorders)

s}97] ok5o] %80l olslet s8]

olFg", FFA*
D FRdist FAYe Aol wsta A
! 3xstn S5ty dojxgst 14

B4: 2 A7 2] o5l Bhof olsiel HERaMgcio] 9 119 WAS Telsta Shdo]
w2 1go] ofsle] S At sk

W R A7) A7 e 33 9 o] ASSie 25 ASRA(~2ER, 109), 25
FOG-43, 10%9), 25 TORAG-GOR, 10%9) & 309S Thoz itk ISR we
280l ofsle] Aolg Mol Uolgln VAT 9 Ewrel Pelslo] shA 1o Tgol
989 ES Auinoi). oige] Wol2 olsish] 98l Hlehsigdel e w9l A %
ofufh et HUTAS eRREA Bk Slick

Ast: TSMIUSE $8o] I B4 stor] A Shd BE usalar Pune] Bge] T
Bt WSk B8o) 0R0] EHS Aue A shio] uel w8o] oF7 oA e
SO0 $8o] ofa] LS PRAE xR AL SO AgRAS BT BEI)
2go] ofs] e A9idlol Aalisat SOl ARUAZ HYr] TFNE Hof U H89} e
A A Hole Aow ekt

FE: off 7K dlojHel 247} BEIS oL ASSE § FA% ABL Sk sow
Ueltth. 15 2189] 2L B80IZ olalske ) Slold BHel abole] Sgeiolet Tgol
olel 524 FIAPI= FAPHS T2 ok T Folek, EG TRt PAOR FAE BgolS
olafsy] SIel A%E, TR, FUS Teie Hekel Sk WS TS ok 3 Aol

BAp]: B8ol, B, sk, 38110

ORIGINAL ARTICLE
https://doi.org/10.15724/jslhd.2024.33.4.061
http://jslhd.org/

8 79 oA

HAIAR : FYAEFFosD)
AR : yjhwang@kongju.ac.kr

AALRL : 2024. 08. 26
$AA2Y : 2024. 09. 25
AAAL @ 2024. 10. 31

ORCID

ol3]g
https://orcid.org/0009-0005-2150-4376
slalz]

O O

https://orcid.org/0009-0001-6224-2713

BTG
7719), o]AL (2007). $82l0] 2 HEHAo] SEo] wWE Holo] Al Communication Sciences & Disorders, 22(2), 218-232.
71530 B eAE. vReolZREEA, 14(1), 167-197. A3 (2015). gl olaint AdojEAI A 7t WA A o=
vl (2017). BF7] ALEIPY ofs9 B8ol ol B4, SUtistn A, 24(3), 39-49.
HEEA NS ALY =& Q%Y (2013). A A= A&AGolRle To] oJff . =TT
A3 (2015). 87] AAME AT olsd &80 o) 8. =t e AAREH] =1
St skl AAIEHY] =7 oltts] (2012). 7] otAHA FFL of5 #Eo] oJ3f. Ttk
ABH (2014). oFsAopdolel Ak 9 A=2W). A& TAAL Esustistd AAEH =2
298, 4531 4a%, dFot (2022). = ofF w3890 ZAAL olzZ (2019). fole AA s A, dolsd, AEFH 7t
A& sheEfrto] AEX At 9] #A. Tt sk HAEHY] =7
ABH, 4L, 143, Z6Y, olF4d (2009). 8- EF oFF A4 o|g3], &5ot, AYH (2020). Y¥obsat 17l sAHoFES] Sy &
Al AENRISAEAIE Yol| 2 AAE 8 5 v, Communication Sciences &
AFF (2015). 8H7] ofs QAo € 2gg I FF HEo Disorders, 25(2), 190-201.
ol 7t TA. LAMTEZATE, 27(5), 1395-1403. ol&o], vzl o]gn| (2016). & ou] FF F&ko] wE 7] 1
A¥A (2009). 8%§7] ADHD oFsa} Uglobg2] #8of od] 53 Hlal 715 A AHE-A ] o}5-9] #Eo] o]sf 5. Communication
Sdistn Qg Asehy ARy =2 Sciences & Disorders, 21(2), 230-243.
24 (1999). 309 g ¥ A+ A et ol47, A3, A3, Ao}, A (2019). sHF7] oHAA okt
429 (2008). HZRoNRIY #Eo] ofs) FEo| It AF TS Ut obEo] B4 - Fo] wE HEo] ofshsE vu ¥ FYY
st ALY =8 SO TA. ASIFAT, 57(4), 215-246.
£A2 (2013). 258 Fols #EHA o5 59 ¥ I ozl&, ¥ (2010). 819 A=, Y, SFPHETT TEo] olsfst
St skl AAEHY] =7 7] 58] A= I AFEE=S}IE=RR], 10(12), 466-476.
531, 49H, o5, AAoL (2017). ARAE w3t IS LI AR (2007). A 22 BERY ASYRI o AF 9n
4-104] oFs9l 3keddo] Wd 2 ofFeEIe] AT A B ABHEE HiReE. dtolwolisty WSSt A4t



o9 =2

AAG (009). BE B oIS Aol TATL 94 o o3
S5t 9] ofslel WXE 9% olslelddistm waTehY A
AStY) =8

I (2016). s W ABAAR Aol W 8] Ak o5
of s}8gio} B4, ojsloliieiL dhetel et 2

2ok 2012). oK) DSV olss Lubd okse] :8ol ol
9 HlE B4, LAk et e B

sig7| ot E0| 0ot akE210 53 il &

—

=

W8 (2004). ZSohR Fopt B} A= B FHAKRL WS
e AR =5
@34 (2010). Y7IolRA ofT Ut of5S) Bl §- F L o)

0 e BB} ol 5 Hla. ostoiAiristul skl At

89 L2
Pl (2004). EhS o8 ofF A= ek ofsteiiistiL wRht
o AR B2

71



	학령기 아동의 관용어 이해와 화용언어 능력 간의 관계
	Ⅰ. 서론
	Ⅱ. 연구 방법
	Ⅲ. 연구 결과
	Ⅳ. 논의 및 결론
	Reference
	참고문헌


