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The Influence of Processing Speed and Capacity
on Story Comprehension Skills According to Video Speed
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Purpose: The purpose of this study was to examine the difference in children’s story
comprehension skills according to video speed and comprehension question type, and to
identify a correlation between story comprehension skills, processing speed, and processing
capacity.

Methods: A total of 23 preschool children aged 4 to 6 participated in the study. The
participants parents completed a survey, while the participants completed the digit span test
as processing capacity task, Rapid Automatized Naming (RAN) as processing speed task, and
story comprehension task. For the story comprehension task, 3 episodes from ‘Caillou’” were
selected based on the average number of syllables. The three different videos were randomly
assigned to three video speeds, .75%x, 1.0x, and 1.25%, and were presented to the
participants. Ten literal and inferential questions were asked after each video.

Results: There was no significant difference in story comprehension according to video
speed. However, there was a significant difference in story comprehension according to
question types. Also, a significant correlation was found between processing speed and literal
and inferential questions from slow speed video, and inferential questions from regular speed
video. However, no significant correlation between processing capacity and video speed was
observed.

Conclusion: The faster the information processing speed, the more advantageous a child is at
story comprehension. However, fast speed videos cause information processing load in all
children regardless of their processing ability. Thus, videos at appropriate speed are to be
provided according to the children’s developmental stage.

Keywords: Story comprehension, processing speed, processing capacity, preschool children,
video speed
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oloplE olsfEl] FAAE A1zt A7 5 T Aoz 7
Y ool FHES ATAA oS dlojy aAZ FYskn
Aelshe Bet o o] Wasich olold AnE Aste
IR 85 AEE UFE = A& E(processing speed)

9} JHE $831= A8 (processing capacity)°] < IS
St ol % QojdgE dEtie Holk IS mEH

(Leonard et al., 2007; Pisoni et al., 2011). $HH, Weismer2}t
Hesketh(1996)= ©43t A &g obsolAl AA6tS of
2717} wlE42 obe) offiely Aabl wolle Rusigien)

o= Azl Agio]l e Aoz ST vt gk 2 o
7] ol55L olop|S Aol FEl ol HekL 9] uho]
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FFeE AFE= olop] ko] WE ofs9 olofr] ojsiEnt
A& 9 A2gFTe] JUAAE Yol dart ok
AY&Edt Y= JHE JAAFoE AT = = &
omjet A&t HESE &Y oA f&"‘%’ﬂo] =of
AkBayliss et al., 2005). A&7t Aojehsit 54EE =
F= F8 5802 oAAE 7IH(Yim & Yang, 2018), ©]
= é@ﬁm sl w2 2FA olEH7](rapid automatized
naming: RAN)7} tEZQl FAZ Q= QIcE RANS 274
A, A9l olF T B4 JIAY olgE “3}374] Dol I
2, A A=E %ok dl 48" £TE Z793HDenckla
& Cutting, 1999). °li= °oFs°] 7}1]*1 9\15 A AEE e
sto] At A=59 AREs S4sh] o] AwkEel A
&L S0 AEe HAE ABETHKail et al, 1999). E
Sk RAN A=3 s A9 A9 veEs dtolies 271
g Ig A Ao tigt kEo] IUKe wEt &
A 52 24 RANo| A9 =&+ AAE AMESHA] %2 RAN
Hoh o7] A o =2 ATEAE Hole APl el
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g HcHAratjo et al., 2015).

A &g 2ol 7hser 379 2719 7HEE 5= Qe oY
A9 5o 27| AAEE +FT o 5835 80o|tHKail
& Salthouse, 1994; Leonard et al., 2007). 247]|9L F43
%7](central executive), 7}, loje} THE HRE Aole=
5% FX(phonological loop), AlZ4F 57t HBE Hoh=
A7t 2ARHE(visuospatial - sketchpad)@t EsHd &7
(episodic buffer) 4] 71X Q48 FA=Eo] QltkBaddeley,
2000). °o] ¥ 2 FLE ZHok= U FE ABEHe 24 &
7196171(digit span test) Il AXNE AHR AE
ol WHEs: IR @7 do71Y &2 FAsPI0l
Z g5t FAo]ckPisoni et al., 2011).

SPA7] ofsZ BIE Bl BRI TAEE ARt A7
=, B3] HeE olsistAY A AL metd 5 Y= ol
of7| ols o] Fa5tA AT, o}F9] olop] ofsi= Al
A 71& Aol Jom(Mun & Yim, 2021), AMSlE AlSzg
sE8e AHFer Hrek: 8%0°7|= SFHYun & Kim,
2005). E3E olopr|9] FQa3F SJulE mofslo] AAHE ARIE o]
Sfslar Aol-Hidold HRE FFHo=m A ANy Wi
2% 4= Q)= 53oltiChae & Kim, 2011; Lee & Kim,
2004). oJop7] oJsf| sE2 AMA K olsjel FEA K o|sf
E o] E & Slth ARE FE oloprloA HEsHA &
g AHE HEZFoEN AAE W& oldiste Zold,
FEH AHHE ofso] 7H 71&9 A BFPZ 7HteE o]
op7lo] A¥Heg tHuR %2 WEZ FEsto] olsisl=
ZotiCain & Oakhill, 1999).

Leonard 5(2007)% Miller ${(2013)2 3slE#A7] oF59]
A2ed 4 AYEs ofFY olopr| olsfEnt [ogt ARt
TAE EItky 9tk o9t A" 3 AY A AL
go] & ofsZ olopy] oo Wik FEH AH ols] A9
A w2 FPEE B, AYELrt wE ofg2 olopr| o]
ool T3t AMAA H ol AEd FEH AH olsf AE &
5 =2 FYEE BYde Z3E ¥EtHPark & Yim,
2020). E & 7= olop] olsiet FA7|Ee ddde H
ofFH o9 AY7|Y FHYol £25F ofzY BIF olsiy
o] = Z7E HEHHKim et al., 2018). olx A =|&o]
olop71E ofsfslal FESh= Il JFE HE & Stk &
AWilliams et al., 20060 FEHstH, ¢J7] A7kt oo
ojsig 2t FH A Utthe Z¥HKang & Yim,
2018) 9 A=&Er} olopy] ols] Y P F83 89
YL Hol: AFE B AYEKEL} olopr] ofsie AREA
£ 1ot 4= QIthHess & Radtke, 1981; Huettig & Janse,
2016). A&Es dojAe] 2 7], oy T dold FHA
29 Ao g3k mFch mEbA AYEEE B9 ooy
Tol-H|told QulE AYsta olsfekz Hlo 7Y IEg=
AHE £ QckPark & Yim, 2020).

FFY A &kol wWE olsf ol sl ARk A
T ZAI7F 2A8] Yt Haake 520142 sH=A7] ofs&L
gifoz Qo] oJgfd TAQl the Test for Reception of
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Grammar-version 2(TROG-2) IAE A EF9 o S(wf
5 EE LIE AAT T AHIAE Yol ZAdh, 1F &
=} Hwsils o HE Y St ANESE B2 3E
< HQl At yEigth AdE tiHeE o AjolMds T
A &mo] wet ofs] 5 FEo] dERH I &2t 2.0
Hid: olifo] EH oJofr] o] LfPgo] Hopxittal HIEHe]
THMurphy et al., 2022). °]e} Zo] &%} J7IsHH ol
of &£Ao] Aitks A ZaEo]l UtHFoulke &  Sticht,
1969; Song et al., 2018; Vermuri et al., 2004). BFd 9G4t
&2E o4 olsigdE FASHAY FAE 5 Utk AT
T QitKlang et al, 2020; Nagahama & Morita, 2017;
Wilson et al., 2018). 79 £%=9} olgflg k9] AlaAl] o
b A Aol Y Y A &= 294E FHY
S WA o A 499 A7t Hols doA
S B 2 Z&84S YeEhdt B thForster &
Lavie, 2009).cl213t /J5ke A}
27 7Fs ofF, P 594
A, =770, A 598 4o
4 QItiMurphy et al., 2022).

SHA7] ofsS dFoE oA AFE &= d &5
olopr] 3] JTTAE Aet AP Aol Qfstd ARlE0]
ozt A F 7] ATAEEZ AFPF A Aol A=t A4
?l ARE AAT £ AAgfof ATt Y6t Ay &=
9 $34& AFetHHPark & Yim, 2020).

ojAY AHFP dAFE B ool T o] olsiy TA|A
FPES =0|7] ol FAG Y £=E Aol A2 587

¢ & Yok ST tfRE &ko] mE olopy] olsfE 9
folet #RE A3 Av= A =l - YFe= Hie uEg
deoltt. E9] 8F ofzolA AAE= ooyl € U EEY
F g2Jo] FAQJo|x= E51aL(Choi, 2020; Kim, 2014; Yang
& Chun, 2021) oF52 olopr] olsf Rl FEistA A &
o] gt 7]Eo] glo] Pl kEEI Utk Iy ok
4 olop] olsiEs =ol7] Aol A&F ¢ AEko] o
g AR 459 JFZ AT Alle FolE7] ofHth
J#Eg olgo] 7MY &2 Hlgg LE¥: 9EH(Korea
Communications Commission, 2022)5 Hi7/lZ o]SojA #d
o I SE ANTFoEN I &ko| TE olopr| olset
A& 9 AH8F 7t B4 {FE $elaa gtk E dF
£ B9 fRES 22 mdojo] k&FHE ofsol I AF
AIZE BRF Hdige] A3 fels 42 5 e I 'S 7
ot}

olo] Wzt 2 Atoies AFE A &£&7t oY olop]
olgfo] A= FYFrE UolHT ofF9] ALK} Xedgo| o]
op7] ol Hw} Aol U=A LolE 1A itk HEE 3
£ o]Foj7 YA7| ofs WY FRE I Skt HE fE
L3 o o}59] olopr] ojsfo] FHAQ FF= 71A AoE A}
EH, Ae&ert wiEn Aeggo] g2 ofsdsE ojop| ofd)
o] A U ZA0F sttt oo digt A7 EAE u23
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A, A S 2 AE 7300 Tt FFA7] ok 9
g olopr] ofsf ol Fefet Aot A=K

A, FF37] ks G olop] ol HEA HE o,
FEA HH ofs) AfE=et foRt AuuAt Al

AR, S5707] okse] 3 olop] olsiF(AhEA HE o,
FEA HE olsh)e A8 FoRt AaBAt Al

I 37 GH
1. &7 oY

o] A= olfoiArieta  AE&e ¥l (nstitutional
Review Board: IRB)ZHE AP £90& ¥ & AAEITHNo.
ewha-202204-0015-02). =@ AFsk= T 4~64] ot &
239(4Al 51, 5A1 141, 6Al 4%)S tHdoR sflom, At
AAof st 7|2 o3 2k Aol st ofs2 ZF (1)
o] osf| ABlY Adozg A, A &4 4 9 Al
s #H A, 3 &2 9 &5 589 ZY 59 At
HUEZ] k2 ofgold(Han & Yim, 2018), (4§ -Ed
o]3]8 ZHAHReceptive and Expressive Vocabulary Test:
REVT, Kim et al, 2009) 23 4§ o3g 4 & o3
T @YoM BFE -18D oY $¥YE Kol ofolH,
BAYEE 2 AHEF A P2 Hs 1FE A =
A5 o5 ofs2 HeE Syt

Table 1. Participants’ characteristics

Characteristics M (SD)

Age (month) 66.26 (7.76)
REVT- 67.91 (7.

REVT (raw score) : 7.91 (7.93)
REVT-e 72.83 (9.62)

Note. Values are presented as mean (S0). REVT=Receptive &
Expressive Vocabulary Test (Kim et al., 2009); REVT-r=Receptive
& Expressive Vocabulary Test-receptive (Kim et al., 2009);
REVT-e=Receptive & Expressive Vocabulary Test-expressive
(Kim et al., 2009).

2. M =

IEEES

A70] Hold oke] FuoA A AEe AAsE 9
2 e Yol oksel A B 914 - dlojd ARE el
S 7% ARE sy 29 5T oot E¢ 2 A
Tl AR G4 A ofRo] g el At

2) Mei&e 3 M2EE At

(DERE 524} o] FH7]
g=ol el

HAAHKorean Language based Reading

XME|EEet X280l B K0 D2t 0[0F7| Ofsi0| D|Xl= FE

Assessment: KOLRA, Pae et al., 2015) 5 H}Z 52} o]&t)7]
£ ARESIITE KOLRAY] AR H#FE olEH7]= ofs9Y 9
719 8 7141 AY&=E F4sP7] Ao =3 AARelH, of
Y BE JYEE F AY £E SHoke Aol AR
71% 37190(Yoon & Kim, 2022) AZ&EEE 24M= B A
oA ARg3P]o] AEE Aow mAsiich E Ao XAt
2 22} olgd7le 15 S7HA9 A7 FARIE ASSl=
BARE HolFn PEQIct o]F ofFo] A =AE A& Al
HEE vR A ARG AT AITRE AFIEES R 7]
S5 ofsolA d% B3 WA ofE 3§ & IAE A
FYPom, PRAAT ver. 6.2.20& ARgslo] AnfEZoZ 7|=3}
AIZOA 45 W WA AG7R Y 78S 48 AR AE
Eipis

(QzA Bl= w2t gop

= d&Y ofs 4%Korean  Wechsler
Intelligence Scale for Children-Fourth edition: K-WISC-IV,
Kwak et al., 2011)9 EZ AAF & <A} vz g 5] &
18E%Z AMESIGIH. oloplE olsfiske Hlofl &7y 22
QIA5Eo| 8514 25, A7 o] 88 AEE &
gHo8 AL £ ot BEud 7RH|(Fazio, 1999),
K-WISC-II9] <A vi2 w2t dopy| A 2d719e 34 4
TS BVl AEEE Sk A7 AR AotilthLee,
2007). A HIE et ol A 202 o]FolW ERHE
AlEste] 1070714 &9 7k, 9 it 22 2 207t
e AER =] St T NE= § 28e8, ZF £ 24
27 wet dopd 134 Bojslgiy, g AE | & £ HF 2
9S Al AARE SRS 2 IAE 183 TR AL H
R HeE Hilslo] A9t

A7}

3) 0loF7| Olalf =3 ZA

ok olopy] olsf 5¥E WrIsl] o AMH HE os)
AEN 24 E olsf AEZ HASIH. £ A= A7
ot ofsEA Al A9 S HoE AT HARPL F4ol
gt AES ofal ofsolA BotesE st 92 ARE 7|12
Aol F 4~6A] oFsE°l Bol A FBE F R3] 7t
=2 hE A RSt 74 9 F 2~370 oEAEY 2F &
A 5 S5 F ol 989 29 4 5 39T A
Ho= 24034/25 SRIEA. A AFolA 4~6A1 of
gog ARg3F ‘Zokd] F(Caillow) ofyHol G
248 $7F 23087491 Aoz FRIEoY(Yim et al, 2019)
TollA 2E YIES Sop J ofudeld 3HE Aot

399 omats APAT H F 58 £E IEse] 2F 3
o

i

B o
o

dr O orlo

of
Wt HEs ok

Ao ST ARSI o2 g 4o B A7E
SHItkGriffichs, 1990). 319 7ol LY, %, wg o
2 77 29 19089/, 285878/%, 3.8098/22 4%
ok, ol obgo] obd 4ol HgoE sigon Folet o
ofF Aol AW Goig AT AL AU BTl £ @

N
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TollA AREsE7] fAgh 3HS FA9] FA
%91 7548, 3.552/%20 1.0080%, 4.4334/%91 1.2581%
og At & dAollA A £XE AW et Zlolrt
YA, AREERE Qdoj7h ghRlols iRt ofsolEke A, Al
7t A7F A AXETRE Fe THHeE aEs tdAl
otsE0] AlFst7lof of#igo] gl Ao ooyt E3F &
o] A4S At E-Ish] el 489 AF-do]l A £&E .50
v 7584, 1.0080<;, 1.2588<4;, 1.5081&402 MdAsto] &l
stom, 1 Axt S0ui&a) 150814 42 YR Ay Y
5 oaebs g & gaert gEsH AgEA] 32 2oE Ugt
Wk oo HEHoz 7581, 1.0081E, 1.25H1E JAE AT
o AHgsE7]o] A Ao Ferslyet.

ofs2 ‘Sop F F F 3WY omA=(A Aupt "
Sof B 3EF 5] 7t SoF C SoRl FE Al 7K &
T(75H, .08, 1.25HiEH)E R AFSilth @4 Al
A A, AR ofsolA mlEl Fol Bd FIo] € 7K
AR T Zojgta AFsiga HRol didt g2 FFE 87
Sttt sfuel Aol Y wimith AMA olsf HEEZ WA
gt FHol 24 ol AES St ATl ARE AMIA A
B oolg] 9 2 HH olg] EJo] diet HEI d=
Appendix 19 AA|= et

olop/] ol Y Fo AR 4%19] 7|20 wet A=
0401:1 EL,] L]—o] 1;1! _lq_c;goﬂ E]—a— 17(4 E—I: 27(4__§ Xoﬂo]-
Aot AR YoM T3t B9 24, AR AT B ol
A FARE v 22 BFe R4S 9 ASsE Aot
1802 Yot ofs9] Aol 87 AR Aol &
o] Aol wEh g Uit

AR AAA 4910] =9sto] g6} om, o]F ofu] ¢itof
A 5A| oFs 190lA Tt AR doles FRIgH & 755
o HFHoT HEAY ozt BYEE AFcH] Hst] Ao
wefgla wpbyg 290004 5 Am(1¥=ue FHEsi~5
A=l A™sihE AP ke lsilch. 1 A Al
N G BE Bt 47802 HriE 9l

B oA 7 Gl dist AR Aee BHRERE £
gk ARo| el A 9 oftd] dAE AR, dupt "
SoF A2 AMF o) AR o/(117), FEH olF &
NBAZ F 194, ‘TEF w0 7 SoF FA2 AKE o]
3 AE 5H(10%), FE24 o AE S7H10E & 204,
‘Sopel P FAF AMA ols] AR o7H(127), FEH ol
3 AR MBHE F 2040t HE FAeE HWEE AL
wgketo] Baollh. el HARE 491 2t olop] olsiy A
B AR A=EeE &5 Yste] ofs 189 olopr] ofsf

1

T Bt 26654/

O.

S

=

FEZ FYo 1 Ay AR L AFEE 96.7%= U

AT 9= FHriE .?48 A3 A @/\]-7\]- 7t /J/\] Ho“ﬂ-‘ﬂl

o, 4 =
AEEe BRIt AA A 7F HAEoz RpHES 4

Astglon, A ofe> AEHAR] Hod FH AZEE: 9
A2 BA, olopr] ols) B7h FAe Fofsiint. AL
e Ad Ao sAE & F AXSHAT olop] ofs)
TAe] ARBRE Y2 HIES PCE AAEINH oFsel £

wet 47 Z7ier Br] #Hi AR AAEH SleA Rl &
APt Al A Fd2 Al 7K Sol A9 AL
o, BHE ofs2 Al S A AFSIH BE A A
Ak A 1 ddie ez =YE oM APEie
o, o3ARE 13]0] 2A oF 1A% 53t AF= A

4. 21 Xz

2 a9 ZE BAH B4 SPSS wver. 29(SPSS Inc.,
Chicago, 1L, USAYE AREsIGich B4 A Sx(-d, BEF, #f
ol o2 ojsid 9 A28, A&zl dHAE glst
7] 5] Pearson A4 (Pearson correlation coefficient)S
AAstgon, 9t (¥, BE, wE)ol =& olopr] olsf &
A AHH olsf AR, FEH AHE oJs) AE) 43 1t olof

7] ols] S dopur] s ofUuiA] EAREA(two-way
ANOVA)Z AAlslolth 94 =1, BE, wE) 7F A2 73
9] Zpol& YolHE7] Yl 7+ &kof wE olopr] ofsf Y A
eof] whh IRiEE BARRAS AAIsHh

re

7z

B

. G4 (0| IE EHE 3 7t 0[0F7] olal 4=
Y &0 W2 AR {8 7F olop] ofs) Y] AlolE
otr 7] 5l o]Puix] EAREA(two-way ANOVA)S A5
ot 1 Z3, A 429 Fade BAHCRE fostA| it
(Fi =251, p=779). 18U 71&54 23}, A} &0 wel
olop7] £ ¥ &HL(E63.18, SD=26.04), HE &L

Table 2. Descriptive statistics of performance results on different tasks.

Slow speed video (%)

Normal speed video (%)
LQ IQ Avg. LQ 1Q Avg.

Fast speed video (%)
LQ 1Q Avg.

Processing  Processing
speed (sec.) capacity (%)

73.43 52.93 63.18 71.24 53.28 62.26
(23.39)

(22.07) (26.09) (26.04) (19.27) (24.05)

68.50 51.63 60.06 47.39 37.92
(22.52) (14.13) (20.46) (15.23) (10.00)

Note. Values are presented as mean (SD). LQ=literal question; IQ=inferential question; Avg.=average; Processing speed (sec.)=rapid
automatized naming from KOLRA (Pae et al., 2015); Processing capacity (%)=Digit span from K-WISC-IV (Kwak et al., 2011).
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(MEG2.26, SD=23.39), ®WFE £E(ME60.06, SD=20.46) <O
Ueht 4o w2 89 Aol BAFOE [ostA] AN
L3l &olA 71 w2 olopr] ol £ Hel AR et
gt g, AR §39] Faile 5AFoz [l et
(A1, 20724.923, p=.000). AHIE AHE ols] H5(1E71.06,
SD=21.12)7} 324 AR ols] H(ME52.62, SD=21.74)Hc}
A Uehdth ol ofsEe] 4 AFT Al FEH AEET
A AROA o w2 olop] ofs] g B3-S gt
ot AT AR 939 9 £59 ojf A5E miks R
A 9FS A07 LERFTHA) 21)=.084, p=.919). olo] st A}
£ Table 29} Figure 19 AAISIA

Question Types

u Literal comprehension Inferential comprehension

0
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E3

75 f ! X
S [ 1 *
270
[=]
o
wy
c 65
°©
2
S 60
=
[<
Q
g 55 . ]
S L
Yo

45

Slow Normal Fast
Video speed

<05

Figure 1. Performance results on story comprehension
based on video speeds

2. M2E8F A XLt 0|0F7| OfoH 4= 7+ HEHA

ol

13A7] ok Heg% 2 Aeismet Rt 4m9 o
qe BT F 0|29 olop] ofs 4uF 7t 4BEA o
3 Uolws] giste] HegF FAA K-WISC 4%e] 474 vt
2 wet Wlet HYSE B7h A KOIRAY M2 2%
o|gt7], I olop] olsfe] B AHUH FE ofsf AT
3} 323 A8 ojs) AR JueA EAL At

B4 20 AU8F W S0 B4 450 UL olop]
ofsh 493 b ATIAL vehbd Qi W, AseE =
A% TR LYl SE ARS G40 AHUA AR ols) Ao
et 4W(=-556, p=.006)% 24 Hu ofs) Az that

FUIO K

Table 3. Correlation between processing speed, processing
capacity, and story comprehension score based on different video
speed

Slow speed Normal speed Fast speed
video video video

IQ IQ Q IQ LQ IQ

Processing 231 060 332 021 -.186 -.020
capacity
Processing _55c*  _4e0"  -356 -5277 050 184
speed

Note. LQ=literal question; IQ=inferential question.
"pK.05, “p(01

o Bt ey BE SEE AR G 224 4R
ofsfe] THer SR 7k BH WAL SO Ao vt
(=527, p=.010). &, AASEE 24T WA S92lo] &

o) A9H AR ofd] AR Ee 224 B

120 r=-.556**

o
Q
[S]

®
S

@
<)

question score(%)
»
3

Comprehension of literal
N
S

o

20 40 60 80
Processing speed (sec.)

205, " p<.01
Figure 2. Significant correlation shown between
processing speed, comprehension of literal question score based
on slow speed video

120 = -.460*
100 .
80 . . .

.

60 . o o .

40

question score(%)

20

Comprehension of inferential

20 40 60 80
Processing speed (sec.)

"p<.05, " p01
Figure 3. Correlation between processing speed, comprehension
of inferential question score based on slow speed video

120 r=-.527*%
100 .

80

60 - *

40 .

question score(%)

20 .

Comprehension of inferential

20 40 60 80
Processing speed (sec.)

pC.05, “pC01
Figure 4. Correlation between processing speed, comprehension
of inferential question score based on normal speed video

V. =0 & z=
B ATE ob] 94 AY Smo] w2 oA o

A Hu olslE W 2EA AR olsien HeisE @ A

8% o) Amable] t) RSl AS BHom g

o Q7 B me 54 A thew 2

A, 4~6A oF5E G4 A SEo] T2 olop] ofs) 47
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o] Fogt AJolE Holx| ggko ‘/} &%
T JAET H =2 olopr| £9EE Hol= A= FRlst
o 2 Anes T & ¢ °]°F7] &7 HEA AAEYE o
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Appendix 1. Example: literal and inferential questions and examples of correct answer in ‘Pumpkin Patch Kid'
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