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FjollA] dole] AlslA oo okl weh 27 ol g
o] hato] Z7p} ElWA, e w87 oA Ho|E SEFE &
olo] o}50] &1 QIth(Lee & Lee, 2005). =

A} (sequential) ©]%

Objectives: The standard evaluation tools widely used today cannot accurately assess the
learning ability of bilingual children. For this reason, we produced the Novel Bound-Mor-
pheme Generalization task (NBMG) in both English and Korean to measure bilingual chil-
dren’s ability to learn morphemes. Methods: The age of the subjects ranged from 4 years
and 6 months to 7 years old. There were 30 normally developing Korea-English bilinguals,
30 normally developing Korean monolinguals, and 20 Korean monolinguals with language
impairment. For the bilinguals, both Korean NBMG (KNBMG) and English NBMG (ENBMG)
tests were conducted, while for the monolinguals only KNBMG was conducted. Results:
First, for the KNBMG, the performance of Korean monolinguals with language impairment
was noticeably poorer than bilinguals and normal Korean monolinguals. Second, for the
bilingual children, there was a noticeable correlation between their KNBMG performances
and REVT total scores, and between KNBMG and ENBMG performances. Conclusion: In
conclusion, NBMG was proven to be an effective evaluation tool for identifying children
with language impairment; a poor performance on KNBMG may reasonably lead to suspi-
cion of language impairment. It further suggests that measuring children’s language abil-
ity through a task created in a single language is effective when the language is shared by
the bilingual children and the speech language pathologist.
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2] A9}z oFso] ARgsh= 1017t tha=¢iof(majority language)
917], 24=210](minority language) Q1Z]of| w2t AAE] 11, o] gk
AF2lA A9t Bl Aol A vl S AAsH 't

A} (sequential) 0]F-10] oF-g-olgh TF Hlof| & 714 o] ¢1o]
(W0l A29lo) & &538H= A4 (simultaneous) ©]%5-210]
obEh= B MarolE A 53 5ol oF 34| o] S E A2%d

2 4 5ok o] 58 0}2:910] o Bole} elgirh (Kohnert, 2008;
Lambert, 1977).

oleft ol 2lo] o}52] 2o} 5L Slolrs 2, o5
=01 58, o] Z=SARE ofFo] e A=, Fno] A 2|9,

ARG 21019 AL)A 2|9 5ol thFsiA| Mol FRb= o (Bi-
alystok, 2001; Bloomfield, 1933; Hakuta, 1986), ©] 5= ¢10]2] A}3]
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(Genesee, Paradis, & Crago, 2004).

53], 3H20}-9J0] o]} oh B3 2L A o]52o] o5

2 eralglo] Abg ok ETHE e clofue 44  Qlofo] gt
(code switching), 7F](interference), £=4l(language loss) 5-2] &
g5 A7 Elth(Hong & Yim, 2014). o]2{7h T2 231 o]
T ARG oF52] E4JoIA|R o]F-lo] ofg-2 Aojhgtof| tigt
olal} Halod, Qopgol 2a)E Wiz 297} AsirHKoh-
nert, 2010; Pearson, Fernandez, Lewedeg, & Oller, 1997). 18| 2.2
oleiat £8 k] RIAE Thyat ok £EahEA Lt
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AR, 21of 7]00] 217} Sl 204 %
R0k ol lat ehekat ol gk 7} £Alel o
=t}(Kohnert, 2010).

Rk ope}, o]Felo] obg9f Aol 5eE B7Ieh] flafiil= of
50| AHEShHE 7 714 o]/ e] 1o B B7TsfjoF SHAIHH(Koh-
nert, 2010), @4 o= F A|oFo] Q7] whizol, gk AlojHe] &
3} AAMEA RS 2 HYel= Aol Aubdo]th(Caesar & Kohler,
2007). 0] 745~ B7I5HA] St thE ¢lots 22 HijA| =7 wiZef of
52 BE3t dots S B8] ofHTk

Ty o]F¢lo] obgo] AMESh= 7 7HA] o] o
Foh Az FIRRtal 34 of52] Aol
T L e = e L 1 o e A

AR, ofF] o, FAL HIE, =3} B A AL
343}01 T4%7] wzoll, Thekgt I_QPQ} AolE st ©l
Qo] of5-Sof| 7= EET ATk = X Eo1A] Gtk (Kayser, 1995;
Langdon, 1992).

ol EAS a5 ] $181-F 714 Q1012 F ALl AHg51o]
oF52] o8] 7ldolake: etaH GAHH<composite scoring)
HhAo] tfgt A7 2tk (Kohnert, Hernandez, & Bates, 1998). 3t
lofle] T8} ofPEANET-S AAIE 1, Shfel o7t o,
= olo]2 1 /}afo] HuHS-S HOlH 1S Hofah 4o
), 7 Slofl of} 52lo] ol olgeio] of5e] A4 of 27
(vocabulary size) & T}o}al 4= Qli= HFAo|t}(Kohnert et al., 1998;
Pearson et al., 1997; Pearson, 2007). ©]5:¢10] o}-5-2 217+ 7483t
B39 Qlo}50) 8]80] o) Aolsiaz, AIIER 54 dolr}
A vl gl o efepaick 2jm 2 g slojae] %25 7
Az AT a7t ob ) glo] 28 Auft Lk 9]

A 7H 4 G, o] 528 Askat o) i) wjel, =
P S 5l ki s ol o 5] ik

OJZITHS Al Al © 2 £ 4= 9Jrhal B %37 Q)th(Kohnert et
al., 1998; Yim, Yoon, & Lee, 2016).

ol A5 ek (composite scoring)o] Rl 7} A1eY =]
11 1.0H(Yim, Yoon, et al,, 2016), A o|5¢10] o}5-2] ¢lo] 53
Bk gt e }?P—zrol ZASHA 9471 wiZoll, TRt Aol
A A ke E5ol7] Siet AR S (compos-
ite scoring) & ]——g—ﬁ @It} (Hong & Yim, 2014; Yim, Jo, Han, &
Seong, 2016). 1L} THAPE<=(composite scoring) B4l 7]E9]
25 oS AAE TS B AARPE T 71 ofel 34
Sf|oF k= A2 ZU AL QItH(Yim, Yoon, et al., 2016).

ols} 2 o|%¢te] o5 o] Brke] BARS Bt 91,

1l

k1o

Oml
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oFEe] H¥1| glo] SNl BrJak Flo] ofd Slofitet 714
£ 37l 13t Q1A A2] IA|(cognitive processing tasks)” H-
7} 218 =31 Q)+=d|(Dollaghan & Campbell, 1998; Welsh & Pen-
nington, 1998; Yim, 2011), Q1% AKX *|2] 5o 2= Hd7|%

SEEEE

(executive function), 2}¢}7]%}(working memory), 4
Z(sustained selective attention), A& *]2] £ (speed of informa-
tion processing), S+ 53 (learnability) 50| 312, 0] & H]21o]
2 7j2) 2o} 1ot Afe] FA Lhiro] B <177} o
$tth(Baddeley & Hitch, 1974; Connell, 1987; Kohnert, 2008; Mill-
er, Kail, Leonard, & Tomblin, 2001; Spaulding, Plante, & Vance,
2008).

H]1o) 4] Zg] A= AFE A AH A o] (interactive pro-
cessing information theory)o| 7|Hlo| &= 9jo] H2-8 Hos}y]
23t I}A| Z£44(Yim, Kohnert, & Windsor, 2005), A]5-7F 2171
LS =45l v E8l A (matrix) A (Gathercole & Pickering,
200009} &8 T717190E 23k B0l vleto] nreptsl]
(non-word repetition) (Gathercole & Baddeley, 1990) 5-©] 310
T E2 2 (matrix) S ARE-RH AP AT A Adojof] £AIE Hol=
o590 el o] #A 5| Wkal(Montgomery, 1993), o2 21171
-8 A3+ Hlho] wh2bs)7] (non-word repetition)of| A &= &1
oAU oF5- &7t 2] Aol THAIE EATH(Briscoe, Bish-
op, & Norbury, 2001; Caplan & Waters, 1999; Eadie, Fey, Douglas,
& Parsons, 2002; Gathercole & Baddeley, 1990; Swanson & Sachse-
Lee, 2001). Ekelslo] gk ofuja} ol<o} vk o} 5-& e A
10| H]ko] wh2bers}|(mon-word repetition) T
Alojd x| o}5-2] =8fglo] F-2l51A| WO H(Windsor, Kohnert,
Loxtercamp, & Kan, 2008), ©]5:-¢10] &d} o551} 0]5:210f 2jof
WA ob52 tFe = HIdo|A A4 ok IS Zet
Aol M= Ao EA| A ofF2] a2l e] TS HATH(Evans,
Saffran, & Robe-Torres, 2009).

Aol Az] YA 2= FAloll A% (storage) 2t #]2(processing)
7} U710 2 2Hoj7]0] SRS Z A5l AR olojHE] I}
Xﬂ(Cornpetlng Language Processing Tasks, CLPT)%}, w2 gk

2175} | (ast mapping) %23 B7FH A28 Telu] of ] 314
J—}Xﬂ(Dollaghan, 1987; Oetting, Rice, & Swank, 1995), 12|31 ]|
45 S SR A2 SEaEl QU THA(Novel
Bound-Morpheme Generalization, NBMG; Roseberry & Connell,
1991)7} )tk

7 S1o|342) ZCLPTISIA lojo] ofetgo] gl ol o]
A gheka o] 3] 423 Selo] olula woren), A
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aHaro}-go] ol elo] obpe] Az Sl FElA

Troju] o3& AR5 T4 (Dollaghan, 1987; Oetting et al., 1995)
2 AFE3) Ao A E oloaEz|o] o} E o] QlHl o} Eof ]3] &
oJo] off] ¢S] felula ek BhTto 2 Yol 3Hr
o P A S olEaEl okl SANBMO)E ALeh
AT o}4l0] Qlofareba|el o} 5 5e] 3 2io] whe
© 2 VERJTHConnell & Stone, 1992).

o] A= Aoz of5-o] Alofg Bl uiglold Ak Ajze]
of2f:z-o] 31O (Evans et al., 2009), FHH41Q1 345 Hefol| A= &
A7F ez A& UEh7] diiZoll(Evans et al, 2009), ¢lo/d %
H|¢lold A X2 58S B-8-5to, o]F%lof ob52] Aol =
Bk Qo= 2he e Qlek

e =R matrin) 22 HI1ol 1)

o] 1545 o1k Q12 o1 Ajolo] -2 Aol7} folai) gick
= A A3} Q) 2 (Archibald & Gathercole, 2006; Williams,
Stott, Goodyer, & Sahakian, 2000), B|Fo] whehds}7](Non-word
repetition) HAl|= 019] 525 Q5HA] 952 A0 A TH(Kohnert,
Windsor, & Yim, 2006), ©]5-¢10] o} th 4 S0l A= ¢lof 4] 73
T A ofF7] wiiZell, ¢1of S mhefsh= o] dET
= AT QITHGutiérrez-Clellen & Simon-Cereijido, 2010).

o|x7 Q1A] #2] IA|(cognitive processing tasks)7} 0]5-¢10]
o} 5] Glof o] AUsk o5 et WAETZ AL 5 YA
of it e} do] L 9o B2, oflo] o} 52 e 2 5t
t}oFst Q1% %2] #A|(cognitive processing tasks) A7} Q5]
w o

212 #]2] Z}A|(cognitive processing tasks) F Al 22 2= FE]
4 duksl IA|(NBMG)= o] 5-¢lo] of 52t e = e A=
o] =] i cH(Hwa-Froelich & Matsuo, 2005; Kohnert & Danahy,
2007; Roseberry & Connell, 1991). Al 2-2- 2] Efj 4 Unls] 77|
(NBMG)+= 0}5-9] 814 53 (learnability)(Kohnert, 2010)& <4
S ), 30A) 0] LHERL: olo] Seo] ofd aluhit 14;
2 4 SlAloll 28 W7 3lck B8l oPLEAA o 5ol

o]z oloha Al Fehi 5}% 85 Z75HHA (Ander-

ol

>§

43 4] oloparer

Off

4] 3582 TS ek(Apel, D

U
&
,5

2l(metalinguistic awareness)© |2t
A Az¥slal ZAFSE 4~ Q1= %Q% (Van Kleeck, 1982), ]

o12] M8, 3 A3, AR A5, 9] 5Tt A 3Stel wre
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uks} TR (NBMG) 53 58 » R0 Q|

Thal B 315 QJthH(Kemper & Venooy, 1993). ©]2{ 3t HE}21o] 9]
22 e Fe4 214 e o] el 2] S0
F-& )X 2 2(Wang, Ko, & Choi, 2009; Wolter, Wood, &
"zatko, 2009), SH5-71 oF5-0] Fef4: Q14] FEo] Ul olgo]
HJa]] S e S LhERHTRAL H 31530 QlTk(Park, 2012).
o]_b__o‘joi Aol x| o}=o| o]t ‘Fej| A THs HElof A
3lo] <) 5L(Connell, 1987)E v}EO & A 2.8 o= |4
QJuk §} JJ-Zﬂ(NBMG Roseberry & Connell, 1991) 7} A2 = ATk

> ol

o

g orlu 4
o o
ool
to o

(

E

iy % Jﬂﬂi’ﬁ ol Foj *Hif —4#— Eﬂi% il
UhE 2 4 AREo] Hthe FAlS a5 o F, obsol 3 ¢
£ A ks Aot

Roseberry2} Connell (1991)0)|4] oL} AHQIO1E AFE-5)+=
Tk 4A] 57Ol A T 64 471D 2] 2679] o]F%1o] obF& TS
= tho] Fofl &G E 2015 ZoIH Az T1Ho] Aito] FHrh=
TAS SHEAI F LR} 7HeRkA] dolE7] s, Folz -
dE M2 oEFE 2 LRtel IA(NBMG) S Algskgit) 2t
# 0.2 dutobg 137 F 1279 obg2 A oFs o = HE s W
o, 152 Ao A e 2 it 275 HAATh E3F 137
o] o]F¢lof AoUIA|A obF 5 10782 obF= oA
obFo & Ao, 39| obs R sk 277t
10 85%2] eh S Ytk T1efut Aldo] Hufgt Ut obF 17
I} Ao A A ofF 3o A Lu¢loj 2 M=t ofEFEHA A
HHL IA|(NBMG)E =348k, 2ot =gt o] 745
UZ Aofeh= obrhe& |tk

4

o]t o]f=, th-S Ao A= 21792 3HY 7] WIER-Yo]
o] <o) Uul ob 5 tAlo = Jojo} v Edo| 2 A&l A 2-2-
O E=F 4 Uk} TA|(NBMG)E A 2Fsto] Ado] Xt

(Hwa-Froelich & Matsuo, 2005). o] THojo] H{EGo] oJEE|
&5 2olA o]FYo] obs o] fEFH A 1 AE S5 = e
| ST, A SJERE 4 SIS} I (NBMG) 4o} 2=
FH ol AR A JHUAE Kk v = H=oj et A2
5 ARSE] TRAE ARFSTHAIRE G0l Trojet HlE o]
Eela) 2ek0 2 ol 59 E2HE A1EAIE AL I

AT EARE s Eslz] s, F 714 dol(@el, 23Rl
)= 27}/ AR o EFE A& ket A(NBMG) 7| A2
%ItH(Kohnert & Danahy, 2007). Tt 34 67H &l A Tt 54] 8714
of Zs3Qlof-ogo] olglo] ok o} 2098 F ek )
2 e $, 2 Aol 2uQlof R o EF e IS 1SR
31, Y] Hotollis ool 1A & e A TS A8sk]

N

SE of

re. oo

o
N
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o} 71 A3} HapolQl AuQlo]® ShE3E Hehe] oYk} HAfs)
A #=A YEFE o 24, Qo] 714 52} ¢lof o] 4ol
S Akl A2 Ytk 224 Roseberry2} Connell (1991)2]
Aol 4] Tk 44 57Ol A WE6A| 47]H 9] ob & T e = 7 A
o]| ¥3fl Kohnert®} Danahy (2007)0)|4}= Tk 34] 67} &0l A] Tt 54
871 H 9] o5& O = 7] wiizell, Fof ke AlZte] 11 mrt
© & FwokA] tthE A Frdsof gtk o), s A= =
=o]e} A2%10] & g 7FA] ¢lofuke 2 e ks FEo] B
OB 2, F7HA] Qo] = W MRS AP, o] Ay} v
d 7hs/d0] Stk
ol 2 F/JE =S o= H A TS ARt A (Hong
& Yim, 2014) %= Qltk 2| o) A2¢lojof] k= vk 5A ol A BE7A]
O] gh=ro]-Gof o]Flo] Yt of 2173} o] F-lo] Sloflez|Ad
obs 198& tAe = A7 AAEGIAL, o] A28 2EF
B4~ 2ES} TA(KNBMG) Q] RIS 474%, E0| k= 76.2% 2
k= Zo] 7Hestol, o]F¢le] Ut ofEa} o]F¢lo] Qo
SR obE 7o frofgt Afo| & Ueh= Ao & yepsith T2t
gh0]-go] o]F¢lo] o}59 /ol & Bl flaliA, gt=o] &
B4 35 Y B7IeE A FEokA] o, Goiet ghato] 1t
£ W ARG Al At Rk Jelels A0 = o
oA F o]F2lo] o}-5-9] Aol & AHes| Bk Al oFs
O ARgBh= 7 7HA] o)/de] QlolE R ARg-5to] B7tsfioF 514
TH(Kohnert, 2010), A3 A-L-Sol4l5= g 71A] Aoj= A2k A2
& OJEFH 4 LRI A (NBMG)RHS AHE-81517] wffioll, &t
2 Q1 o] 7h-53kA] ke 4= ik
E3H APATEolA olFde] obF
k. 1B R A 0 &2 g 7H] ddojol] wE RIETt
U2lof ofF ek} 3t 74| dlofof] k= Wl 7p W o] 5
B4 k5 5 ol Zpol 7t Ql=Al Eeld 4= glgith
o] YRt o}-5o] A =& OJEFE 4 URIS} A (NBMG)
o] ©rdlo] Ut o}5-0] =38 o7} ol 7 A9

e

i

2

lo
Lo

TS o 2 a7t

(@)

e r
o

2

Table 1. Participants’ characteristics
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Qlopgol 412 S2lo] thal el & 4= e
o] 4] o] Hhe Al aEC
228 2 0|10 o}50] % 714 Qo2 AlakE AR o
FEj 4 IANBMG)E A35}od, 2lo] AT I = aab2|QlA]
Qop a1, Qo] o}-5-2] A 3 u} v wsf Mook gk 4 o]
o} 2 ¢70] ol AE e vt g
L BHo] A 28 o2 A Uuts} 74| (Korean Novel Bound-
Morpheme Generalization, KNBMG) A7} gt=10]-Fo] o]
S%1o] Ut ob, Fharo] Tdlo] At ofb, Fharo] T
o] eloare 19l obg ) 1k 7k o7} ke
2.9o}-oJo] olgelo] ik o] gato] AT o=
4 9IS} T (KNBMG) 445, o] A8 Slaell e ot
3} 34| (English Novel Bound-Morpheme Generalization,
ENBMG) <7, gh=t0] =-8-0]$]2(REVT) Y44, gh=rof
4 S OIFREVT) FAVE, o] S olFIEPPVT) U
%, o] - BOIFIRPPVT) A, ol e 717k

B gelelo] Ol

—

B 31(ALDeQ) 71| of fl AFHAE Holihe
AT e
T Tl

2 A= ghatol) At Tt 44 67 HE 74| o] F<lo]
5 & 307, Thddio] Aopdigh|ad
OF-5 207 t-C. 2 A5 AA[SISITH(Table 1).

& A7 () %LH F= =9
oA EAgste] B=oil f&%"i% FEIL3A| o] FolE 55
S =214 0]F91o] o}F-0 2 A (McLaughlin, 1995), (2 7ol A
A, B e FEL S W A 0 2 g0l 5 AR, (3) 9
of ZZ W=7l 11 o At FO. =2, 4) K-ABC F2M A5
(Moon & Byun, 2003) 35387} 8501401, (5) e} 9lof 1l BF

A EX](Alberta Language and Development Questionnaire, AL-

o,
3

o
9,

i
W
S
ok
i
ne,
Lo,
2
ne
3

o

Age (mo) Nonverbal 1Q REVT REVT composite score PPVT PPVT composite score®
BINL 72.23(11.53) 114.4(9.18) 62.33(19.33) 79.80(17.26) 62.33(19.33) 102.13(29.71)
MNNL 71.46(7.69) 109.63(9.73) 73.06(13.22)
MNLD 71.91(9.35) 108.05(11.72) 50.05(10.59)

Values are presented as mean (SD).

BINL=bilingual children with normal language; MNNL=monolingual children with normal language; MNLD = monolingual children with language delay; Nonverbal IQ=Korean
Kaufman Assessment Battery for Children (Moon & Byun, 2003); REVT =Receptive & Expressive Vocabulary Test (Kim, Hong, Kim, Jang, & Lee, 2010); PPVT =Peabody Picture

Vocabulary Test-4th edition (Dunn, & Dunn, 2007).
Composite score derived from Yim, Yoon, & Lee (2016).

50 http://www.e-csd.org
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tol-oJo] ol elo] oF5e] Az o=l Aukel FANBMO) 58 58 + £ o

DeQ; Paradis, Emmerzael, & Duncan, 2010) A1} 0 SD o|Alo]| sl
HH, (6) 8- 3d 032 Al (Receptive and Expressive Vocabu-
lary Test, REVT: Kim, Hong, Kim, Jang, & Lee, 2009) - 4>-8-01%]2]
AL o o ol = Al gMEd(Yim, Yoon, etal,
2016)2} Peabody Picture Vocabulary Test-4th edition (PPVT-1V;
Dunn & Dunn, 2007) A3 $- @RE-3-3H 2312 Shro] 2 A3 &
Ak o198 Ha= A7t B -1 SD ool &3h, (7) A1AlL 444
A, E 52 718 A FHESIA] ¢ oFs2 t A = Sl
gh=rof ThdQlo] Ut obg A7IES (1) =iollA] EAYstod
7HY B a7 o)A gholS s AR, (2) w71
oA GoIE Sh5dk= Alto] Bk ZT 1ATHS 2 F61A] Fom,
(3) K-ABC 5-2HJ 2]%(Moon & Byun, 2003) #3447} 854 o]
Ayo)aL, (4) =& - 38 03] HAHREVT; Kim et al., 2009) 2] 21}
oAl =-8-01912 571 -1 SD ool &3, (5) A, 72 A,
5 59 7184 AIE SRS 92 ob s & th e = skt
Sh=ro] Thdlo] Qlofdhd x| obg A7 (1) iolA =
Astol 714 W 87|l BolE S0P FARIEL, () 2
271 A] oI SH3HE AIZto] 1% At 141712 23]
911, (3) K-ABC 524 #]%(Moon & Byun, 2003) 3272147} 85
ool @) 8- #F o132 HAHREVT; Kim et al., 2009) F-
=-8-01318 F4=71-1.25 SD mgte]] £5}aL, (5) A1, 742% A, 3
559 7184 wAE SR e = e A A
o]5:¢10] Yt o}-5-&- gh=rof - 8oIRH(REVT) LGS At
S35 NS R golz Awst] S W ek
T8O HREVT) A5 AFEstglon, o] -8ol$e
(PPVT) Hpo]| 283332 =0l = Awsto] b=
W ol 4=-8-019](PPVT) 9 AF&8FEH(Yim, Yoon, et
al., 2016).
o]5:¢lo] Ut o}F0] g0l 4= FoIF=(REVT) U5 4=62.33
(SD=19.33)3]0]H, gt=ro] 8ol (REVT) b4 79.8
(SD=17.26)F°| k. Fo1 =-E-1$]2|(PPVT) U54>+=74.68 (SD
=24.39)40|1L, go] 4~8-0J3]H(PPVT) YH++ 102.13 (SD=
29.71)0]3{tk. ©] A= Figure 10]] A|A|5}H3C)
Aut ob-F2] Hat ABAH2 72.23 (SD=1153)7114Y,
o] Uyt o5 Pt YLAFZ 7146 (SD="7.69)7]| Lol
Aoz of-5-2] Hat AZH-2 7191 (SD =9.35)

Ahgloltk 0] ¢lo] Uk obEe] FAK AA|% B 1144
o)

o
I

ﬂ
R
5o

2

N

%)
> ot
i

rir

= e
109.63 (SD =9.73)Fo|, Thd¢lo] oA of& F24d A
A a2 108.05 (SD =11.72) 0]tk
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120
100 |-
80 I REVT raw score
W REVT composite score
£ 60t T PPVT raw score
A M PPVT composite score
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Figure 1. The raw scores and composite scores in REVT-R & PPVT-R in bilingual
with normal language. REVT-R=Receptive and Expressive Vocabulary Test-re-
ceptive (Kim, Hong, Kim, Jang, & Lee, 2010); PPVT-R="Peabody Picture Vocab-
ulary Test-receptive 4th edition (Dunn & Dunn, 2007).
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Figure 2. The raw scores and composite scores in REVT-R among groups. REVT-
R=Receptive and Expressive Vocabulary Test-receptive (Kim, Hong, Kim, Jang,
& Lee, 2010); BINL=hilingual with normal language; MNLD =monolingual with
normal language. *p<.05.
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Table 2. Descriptive statistics

KNBMG Accuracy (%)

BINL(N=30) 52.3(39.5)
MNNL (N=30) 60.0(27.0)
MNLD (N=20) 20.0(36.4)

Values are presented as mean (SD).

KNBMG = Korean Novel Bound-Morpheme Generalization Task; BINL= bilingual with
normal language; MNNL=monolingual with normal language; MNLD =monolingual
with language delay.
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Figure 3. Korean Novel Bound-Morpheme Generalization Task accuracy among
groups. BINL=hilingual with normal language; MNNL=monolingual with nor-
mal language; MNLD =monolingual with language delay. *p<.05.
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Table 3. Correlation coefficient among tasks in Bilingual children with normal language

KNBMG ENBMG REVT raw score  REVT composite? ~ PPVTraw score  PPVT composite’  Parent report®
ENBMG 795%*
REVT raw score 328 310
REVT composite® 420% 217 728%*
PPVT raw score 242 178 253 423%*
PPVT composite” 318 200 619** 661 .530**
Parent report® -.045 A7 286 076 -006 263
English exposure -2.02 -259 0.75 070 581 115 -139

KNBMG = Korean Novel Bound-Morpheme Generalization Task; ENBMG = English Novel Bound-Morpheme Generalization Task; REVT =Receptive and Expressive Vocabulary
Test (Kim, Hong, Kim, Jang, & Lee, 2010); PPVT =Peabody Picture Vocabulary Test 4th edition (Dunn & Dunn, 2007).
2bComposite score derived from Yim, Yoon, & Lee (2016) and ®parent report from Alberta Language and Development Questionnaire (Paradis, Emmerzael, & Duncan, 2010).

*p<.05, **p<.01.
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T} & el 4x(derivational morpheme)+= o] Q14 FEo - =
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Yeonjoo Jo, etal. * Dynamic Assessment in Bilingual Children

Appendix 1. 3t=0{ & Fof M2 O|ZHENA A (NBMG) Y 01|

sh=0] M 03] Fo| M of2|
184 =] Pan
= Lamp
= Toast
2z Block
of Bed
= Spoon
2 Train
el Fish
24 Clock
224 2 Pig
ot Bucket
s Vacuum
A Tub
M= Melon
2& Button
ol Jacket
S ras Pencil
712l Chicken
=4 Penguin
Algt Pumpkin
Appendix 2, 712{0| L&}z 012 25
SH=30] SEHA 2EA|(KNBMG) &0] HEHA 2LH|(ENBMG)
a1 B2/, B2/, 213/, BI2/, %13/, LL/E/, HE/3/, pan/a/, lamp/o/, toast/a/, block/a/, bed/s/, bucket/o/,
B A3/, 2&/8/, 012138/ vacuum/a/, tub/a/, melon/s/, button/a/
oy H/Q/ 22/, 2/, L/, 2U/2/, YL/2/ ME/2/, pan/ol/, lamp/ol/, toast/ol/, block/ol/, bed/ol/, bucket/ol/,
h e/ 2&/2/, 0|2/2/ vacuum/ol/, tub/ol/, melon/ol/, button/ol/

Appendix 3. YEll4 o5 HA S5 &M

243 2tof cojay 7

coj 22

oF=0] YEA IHA|

(KNBMG)

of s 2 e

(ENBMG)
Zorl O /-ol/

L1381, 518/, B3, BIl, %18/, ¥/, U=2/8/, AL/S/, AE/13/, 0123/

E/2/, /2, B/2/, B/2/, A/2/, ¥L/2/, HE/2/, AL/2/, 3E/2/, 012/2/

pan/s/, lamp/o/, toast/a/, block/s/, bed/s/, bucket/s/, vacuum/a/, tub/a/, melon/s/, Button/s/

pan/ol/, lamp/ol/, toast/ol/, block/ol/, bed/ol/, bucket/vl/, vacuum/ol/, tub/ol/, melon/ol/, button/ol/

62  http://www.e-csd.org

https://doi.org/10.12963/csd. 16343



COMMUNICATION SCIENCES & DISORDERS

Appendix 4. 7+2/10] 42& O&

=]

#5t0}-9Jo] ol o] o 5] Az o)Al ksl HANBMC) 40 %52

THof 2Rl THA| - AbE AA| O3

A- Ar2e| Bhal1)

:E’.Z
}

ots9| tig ‘5"

Appendix 5, #2127t A& 12

o

Of 2l T - AF2 2% 12

Ots2l thE “pan”

t “pan/ol/”
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Appendix 6, 28tst CHA| S-S0t A

o=0f el IHA(KNBMG) T2 F0{ FEf4 DA (ENBMG)

1 =/&/ T2l1 1 spoon/a/

2 212/ 721 2 train/a/

3 S/ 21 3 pumpkin/a/

4 e/ 212 4 fish/ol/

5 2/ TH2l2 5 clock/ol/

6 /2/ 212 6 jacket/ol/

7 U3/ 21 7 pencil/o/

8 712/ T2 8 fish/a/

9 M2/ 22 9 chicken/ol/
10 AY/2/ 22 10 penguin/ol/
Appendix 7. 12} 0f|H| &S YEfA SHEEM

SI=20] HEfA THA|(KNBMG) H0] HEh4 DHH|(ENBMG)

211 374 g2/, 512/, 213/ pan/s/, lamp/a/, toast/o/
212 371 g2/, &/2/, 2/2/ pan/ol/, lamp/ol/, toast/ol/
211 274 12/, %13/ block/s/, bed/a/
212 271 &2/, ot/ block/ol/, bed/ol/
121 374 LU/, ME12/, AL/ bucket/a/, vacuum/s/, tub/a/
212 374 LW/, ME/2/, AL/2/ bucket/ol/, vacuum/ol/, tub/ol/
211274 31&/8/,018/38/ melon/s/, button/a/
212 271 31&/2/,015/2/ melon/ol/, button/ol/
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gharo]-go] 0]F2lo] ofEe] Al 28 &4 Uk} IA|(NBMG) 8] 58 « =% 9|

2h=0{-0] 0|5210] 02| MZ2 2|EJEHA St DIHI(NBMG) +d 53

HA 2 2&: 2 A Lo e A23 oEFH e 4 UuEs) 14| (Novel Bound-Morpheme Generalization, NBMG)& gH=-0{Q} Jof =2
7Nshe] o]F21o] AL-§- YRt o}, T o] Ynt ot Tddo] oA A of 50 Fel4 oG TS AT E L, %‘3‘57& H]J—L’%
55t NBMG7}F Aol | ob-5 Aol Ax7t QliA] Ehelsl Bz} shgick g 2 04—7"01] ket ”}4*1] 67H -1t

1o} YRl o} 307, T o] YRl obs 307, Y
3} ZA|(KNBMG) 2} o] o] H|4: YRSl ZHA|(ENBMG) & “/\]5}93\2, ‘T’_}?——_Moi OPEOM] KNBMGE’J ’%A]O} eﬂf' o]
o] Yt ofF, TUelo] Ytk ofF, TUelo] oA H oF-5-2] KNBMG =3i2ofjA] ©adio] AoeA|A ool 0|5 o
{1055 O o5 S o0 1T e o3 QU o5 MG
0] 4 §1FIE] FAVRS} B0let VTS RILOn], KNBMGHA-2} ENBMGHAE $oIg A Heich 0| &
NBMG= o]4EA/¢1 o} 5-& AIa}e 6] 2] T2, KNBMG 4:e02lo] & 74 o} 5] SlofleAjel lalsl 242 )
o, 2 2 o}l o} 5} Qlol B B43HE B 7H] Slol= NBMGE AJ2H5to] o} 52 o] 5212 243 4 Yo b5
3= A8l F=3Aek

Of: 052101, HSH T, AOJZON, S5, HeA

o
0>

e
2

T2 20159 ofsfolefst el o] ofgh A7l

14
kl
MO
Ol

N
=

i, H14:53(2007). 28], 25 2,45112] kol 1 8- 214] 2, Ao H] ZAT 16,89-107

o, AA3I0015). 25 AT 15t RAIONES) FAUAT) o152 oA RAT, 24,3547,

3o, B7AE, 273, A, O1F-A009), 5 - EROHEAAHREVT). A& A2 goR I 5e A2

e 112120 (2003). K-ABC 2% - A12]& A =71 (Korean-Kaufman assessment battery for children). A& SHZ]AL

FEZA(2012). B3 Al 50] BAL G B Aok EmE AT, 14,2751,
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