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The Effects of Temperament and Goodness of Fit
on the Pragmatic Language Skills in Language-Delayed Children

Su Min Seo'

! Dept. of Child and Family Welfare, Ulsan University, Instructor

Purpose : The purpose of this study is to investigate the sub-variables of early childhood
development and analyze their correlations by examining the impacts of temperament and
goodness of fit on the pragmatic language skills in language-delayed children to propose
intervention measures.

Methods: A total of 125 language-delayed children and 125 ordinary children were
selected as research subjects, and data were collected, using an online questionnaire and
Naver Form.

Results: First, language-delayed children had lower extroverted temperament and
extroverted goodness of fit than ordinary children. They also had low sub-factors of
pragmatic language skills. Second, language-delayed children showed positive correlations
among  attention management competency, and
communication intention. There were positive correlations of extroverted goodness of fit
with adjustment and application according to the situation, listener, and context,
nonverbal communication, and overall pragmatic language skills. Third, in
language-delayed children, ‘attention control temperament affected only discourse
management competency, a sub-factor of pragmatic language skills, while ‘extroverted

control  temperament,  discourse

goodness of fit' affected adjustment and application according to the situation, listener,
and context, communication intention, and pragmatic language skills, except for nonverbal
communication.

Conclusions: This study noted that language-delayed children and ordinary children
showed differences among research variables and had different relationships among the
factors affecting them. The results suggest that parents’ demands should act in a different
directions for the development of pragmatic language skills.

Keywords: Temperament, goodness of fit, pragmatic language skill, language-delayed
children
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Table 2. Differences in temperament between groups

LDC TC

Temperament (=125) (1=125) df t

Extrovert 3.66 (82)  4.04 (92) -3.48"
Negative 3.52 (72)  3.51 (79 123 .16
Attention control  4.52 (91)  4.65 (.81) -1.18

Note. The values are as mean (S0); LDC=language-delayed
children; TC=typical children.
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Table 3. Differences in the goodness of fit between groups

: LDC TC
Goodness of fit (1=125) (1=125) df t
Extrovert 4.41 (60)  4.59 (52) -2.58"
Negative 4.46 (56)  4.35 (75) 123 1.33

471 (60)  4.84 (61) -1.67

Attention control

Note. The values are as mean (SD).; LDC=language-delayed
children; TC=typical children.
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Table 4. Differences in pragmatic language skills between groups

Pragmatic LDC TC

language skills (n=125) (2=125) & t
Discourse 313 (70) 3.9 (56) -10.75™
management
Control and
application
according to the  2.64 (53)  4.01 (.62 -18.86™
situation, listener,
and context

123
.Comrr.lumcauon 2,96 (63) 403 (61) S13.73”
intention,
Nonverbal 296 (51) 416 (61) 1675
communication
Total Pragmatic 202 (51)  4.05 (59) -16.69"

language skills

Note. The values are as mean (SD).; LDC=language-delayed
children; TC=typical children.
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Table 5. Effect of temperament and the goodness of fit between groups on pragmatic language skills

Model Regression analysis
(n=125) Factor B V4 t R adik F
LDC Attention control 17 .20 2.08" 113 .068 2.50°
Discourse management Attention control .29 .48 5.02™
TC 225 .185 5.70
Attention control (G) -.35 -.37 -3.81
Control and LDC Extrovert (G) 26 30 2.97" 124 079 2.78
fplﬁicat{?n ta'tccordmg Attention control .25 .36 3.627 )
1,0 et uadm TC 153 110 3.56"
istener, and context Attention control (G) -.28 -.27 -2.66"
LDC Extrovert (G) 23 22 2.15" 101 .055 2.21°
.(Zomrr}unication Attention control .30 45 4.63"
intention TC . .190 149 4.61
Attention control (G) -32 -.32 -3.19
LDC Extrovert (G) .20 23 2.24" .074 .027 1.58
Nonverb*fil . Attention control 30 44 456"
communication TC 185 ) 143 446***
Attention control (G)  -.33 -33 -3.29"
LDC Extrovert (G) 22 .26 2.59" 117 073 2.62"
Total pragm.atic Attention control 28 47 4.90™
language skills TC 214 174 5.34™
Attention control (G)  -.32 -.35 -3.55"

Note. LDC=language-delayed children; TC=typical children; (G)=the goodness of fit.

"p.05, “p<.01, T p<.001
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Appendix 1. Examples of parent survey
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Appendix 2. Correlation between temperament, the goodness of fit, and pragmatic language skills of language delayed children

LDC Temperament The goodness of fit Pragmatic language skills
. Attention Extrovert Negative Attention R Control and Com@unic Nonverbal
Extrovert Negative control  Discourse .. ation . Total
control Q) (@) application . . communication
(@] intention
Extrovert
Negative .08
Attention 01 1
control
Extrovert (G) 11 48" -.03
Negative (G) .08 68" -20 37"
Attention -
control (G) -.02 .54 -.04 34 .46
Discourse -.12 -.05 19 12 -.04 14
Control and -.04 05 1327 04 19 66"
application
?omrgumcanon 0® 13 18 13 -05 07 77" 79"
intention
Nonverbal -12 06 04 20 02 13 43" 75" 60"
communication
Total (P) -.07 -.03 16 20" -.01 15 85" 91" 92" 78"

Note. LDC=typical children; (G)=the goodness of fit; (P)=pragmatic language skills.
"p.05, " pK.01

Appendix 3. Correlation between temperament, the goodness of fit, and pragmatic language skills of typical children

TC Temperament The goodness of fit Pragmatic language skills
. Attention Extrovert Negative Attention . Control and Communic Nonverbal
Extrovert Negative control  Discourse L ation -7 Total
control (@) (@) application . communication
(@) intention
Extrovert
Negative -.12
Attention o7 o1
control
Extrovert
-.28 .1 .10
© 3
Negative .
.18 .16 -1 .10
© 7
Attention . e
control(G) .00 .08 46 32 .08
Discourse -.06 .08 267 -.14 -.01 -.18
Control and 09 -08 197 -6 -2 15 86
application
‘Comrr'lumcatlon 03 - 00 27 s 04 15 74 80"
intention
Nonverbal o1 -0 277 -6 07 -16 78 78" 83"
communication
Total(P) -.03 .04 27" -.17 -.04 -.17 91" 93" 92" 92"

Note. TC=typical children; (G)=the goodness of fit; (P)=pragmatic language skills.
205, "p<.01
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