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Purpose: AAC symbols with high iconicity can easily be understood and distinguish
meaning, so they are likely to increase accuracy and preference when making symbol
selection. Therefore, in this study, we examined the accuracy and preference of symbol
selection according to emotional vocabulary symbol type. The primary question of this
study is whether there are significant differences in the selection accuracy and preference
between dynamic and static symbols. Methods: A total of 15 emotional words were
selected for inclusion in this study, and static symbols (15) and dynamic symbols (15)
corresponding to each word were applied. Forty-nine college students majoring in
language therapy participated in the study and they performed accuracy and preference
tests for the symbols. The accuracy and preference tests provided subjects with a
questionnaire about the symbols presented on the screen. Results: The accuracy of static
symbols was higher than the accuracy of dynamic symbols, but both static and dynamic
symbols showed higher accuracy in the second exposure than in the first exposure. In the
preference test by symbol type, static symbols were preferred over dynamic symbols.
Conclusions: This study confirms the learning potential of symbols and shows that
continuous study is needed to understand the meaning of symbols. Also, more than
one-third (37.2%) of the study subjects preferred dynamic symbols, which suggests that the
types of symbols preferred by individuals may vary. It is expected that future research on
symbol systems will consider various age groups, disability groups, visual cues, and the
like.
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Table 1. Participants’ characteristics

Age
N
Mean SD Range
Male 13 22.23 1.17 20~24
Female 36 20.69 0.86 20~24
Total 49 21.10 1.16 20~24
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Figure 1. Example of accuracy test
(a static symbol; b dynamic symbol)
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Figure 2. Example of preference test
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Table 2. Accuracy difference according to symbol type

Static symbol (%) Dynamic symbol (%)

M (SD) M (SD)
1 trial 64.13 (15.58) 51.20 (9.37)
2" trial 86.53 (11.62) 81.33 (14.06)
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Figure 3. Interaction between symbol type and number of
exposure
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