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Results: The main effect for verb argument was statistically significant, with two-place (NRF-2020K2A9A2A20111898).
verbs having a higher rate than one- and three-place verbs. However, there were no

significant differences between one- and three- place verbs.
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used interchangeably with the assessment modality and presentation type of stimuli,
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making it useful in clinical settings. Our study is also meaningful in providing guidelines https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2472-5690
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202085 B TEUHlolHA APE-199 A A7
2 Ao] weh o BEe] diet flEs 2ekdo] Fkel,
oA, E& ¥ ABEA 5 A ANAY Aol e
9 UA oK), Kim, 2020; S. M. Kim, 2020; Sim,
2020). WF ARE AW A7) WA el o] Aol
Zole A¥e YNHoR WAL WE AT aysa
£, oleid 9L Aol gelomsA SdEn 9k
offgte] Wash thAEel Al i A4%e W HY
€2 A2l Qo] Wik 39 e ARt A
A3 9l Aol
AEA T WHE 4 glomm,
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’\E"O]ZU]’ oA T A= v AlgEdolrh E3] <o
B7he HdH AA"CR F5E A4S, 9 RN 5EF
oz g9 4 9Jol(Dekhtyar et al., 2020), H|iH o] F
7HE 91gt SU9) At Hie- AAgh "J’ml‘:}

9]0 Aoz Aofe|st HopollA] AZ F2 H|tfH 7]z
et AF7F F&E5| o|FoA A J3(Cherney & Van Vuuren,
2012; Duffy et al., 1997), 91X A%t vidiE 424 3719
tigt A7 ZAulSo] BuEy 9tk 2016W American Speech-
Language Hearing Association (ASHA)Q| A& ZAl] wl2d,
HH 94 AIAES E85k= A8AF 5, oF 60.7%7F HIH™ o
of Bt AA AollA AlFstar okl ¥e, =QjolA= =i

ot oJHRE HlgjE AAHE |83 ol WA B A

87



A2 HA(H30H H23)

P Aok AL & S Atk

Dekhtyar 520202 3M} 3]9] #el(video conference
administration) A28 B8 o] W7FE AAsty, 1 ZHit
of s Esigitt 52 AUl Hriel dmEe
2 AMREE Western Aphasia Battery-Revised (WAB-R)Z
e 2 EtfH ASgolA AAlska, B7F Zdfo] ot Bl
9 {FEA0] disf AvEtr ¥ 2089 Adolg: FAE UH
A} Go To Meeting(2018) EE Zoom(2018) ZHES o]
8% vd Hgog vwo]l Avsilth 1 Z2d, i € A
¥ A g7t A3 1 =2 ATEAE B, HdE #
ol W2 ol I ol FYRt ZolE Ho|X] YUtk
ESH TiRES 5\5]'7]';(]'5‘1:‘ Htfd g7t digh =2 WEEE
Bolth. Guo 5(2017)2 olelHiE 7[5t AojE H7}F ofZeA
oA ‘Access2Aphasia’E AR8sto] HITHH ARgolA AAIZE &
A Qs AASlth & 3099 Aol dRe= 47 HidH
B7F Add il g7 FJde® uo] Ade] Folsiyith
I 4n, 5 Y 7 B97F dho] {ogt Aol HolA] st
on, FlE AIPT UEk AZA F A" BEF 22 U
TE Heth &3 AHolF TR 32%E tHeE HESH FA
9l Boston Diagnostic Aphasia EBxamination (BDAE-3)3}
Boston Naming Test (BNT)E tiH} QIEYl 7]4l vlgiH o
A AA"Z olgsto] BrIeE Ad, F Y b B Aol
FOet Xolg Holx] Potar, HojAE2 HUH H9F AA”
o gt =& =S Hty R 151t Theodoros et al.,

2008). =0l AT ARSL FUARY, AAdolgolEe
oz *1“"°F Aof H7hs oid B HHE ARelM =
TEHoZ ARRE £ 98-S AASITY

2 =9 %1410]]/‘113._ e 9 Bt AJAHL] Aojxigo|
gt A7} o]RofR 1 QAT I A Ao o
= A9 gith. I=EE 2 Aoies HE o B7F AlA
d F53 floto], o 9 [t AolA BAF olEH] A
AHaction naming test)2] 533 xjo|& H]i’ﬁb]} sict,
e AR B AR sEolu A8 UElle EAEA
=% FZ(argument structure)s ZH=r} =% argument)°|FH,
AR FEAPE B oA B4 0E FHole JROE, Aeo]
7b 278 WA 9ulE AEA1717] sk &:rLQ‘_ go|tNam,
2007). & =9 1% s R VY 3%, 249 vt 49
=71 9ol 34 =3 1717F 2 86ick ‘ﬂ'E’i 2% A A Y A
fole TV AleAol didtle 41 FRE A=A sidst
< HZo] Zasie] 2719 =3o] BHor gFHT 3% FA
FrF e AE, Frel digele 4 =33, TS st
< W2 =%, FolAl sidsks od =%l Zasith FA
7h 7H BAE 019 Aol E4E 7P & Rhgstar glow,
L3 Qo A7 59 Aok AWE 5 U= W $8% 4
£ol7] gZof|(Sung & Kwag, 2012), A= EESFE AA
Tt 7ol dasieh
A olEH7] ARl AME A2 SA] B4
P 5= Slofof gt YA FAEsls tidol BetEE, T
g A9 o= AT & Slof A= AA| He] idska

ol

Al s Adjdos folsith. I AR AE 7R A
A9 Pt A&How PAEE EAo] Jleug A AT
B9l s&olu 29 Wy 9 HTF BESHA vehof ditt
(Gross et al., 1991). ThA] Hafl, BAE o 79| whest I8 =
o= A= AV Ao B E (Fujisawa et al., 2011), o
2] A9 A& "oy ofyHlo]d Al=o] TR,

A ol AAL A=l it 7|1E9 AY e ATE
H, ot g AY oA 18 S AXSHAWChoi et al,
2013; Druks, 2002; Zingerser & Berndt, 1990), ofylo]A
¥+ 594 (d'Honincthun & Pillon, 2005; Kim et al., 2013;
Ouden et al., 2009; Pashek & Tompkins, 2002; Sung &
Kwag, 2012} ol&stq] A=Z A SAE AAlok=
FEZ @S 9 AAEARolE S JFE WA
Atk AHf A9 AHLoll= BAF olETH7l HARIA IHHTH
ofydloldE AAEIYE o, © =2 AREEZ EIY
(d'Honincthun & Pillon, 2005). :W&e] 3¢ BAF =3
ozt 389 Zolg HIYeH, 1¥ SA= ofudlold A=
oA FFo] F/RL WM, 37 A IHASCIA 39
o] A=K Choi & Sung, 2014). °JEgt zlol= Aol X
@] AolAE YEEEdE, ofyHeld A=s AXNT B¢
=30 w2 $£PH zolE HPHYoon & Sung, 2020).
ole} Zo] FAF o]FH7] Ak oHE A== AAsk=A!l
ozt £ Aolg HY 4 o], AT AA {30 #E
H A7 BR]sH

2 Aol SA SRES ATE & Qe SA ol
BAE M RARE 7I1RATFEA AR ARE B3RS XS
I, AE 22 47 dfyHeld A= A IEAFoE
AFstol 1 P9 Aolg mlwsiaA stk &3, JiEE
AE YW AARoE &E5hr] fsto] o
W 9 HYE AolMY fORE Aolrt IR Yoo
AL =79 F-8/8E gRlstart sk

offt
)
i)
ot
n)
N
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. g+ 4E

1. O] A HAL 23 HL

1) 1% A 28 &Y

o] ¢t olslorHEy  AESE Y (Institutional
Review Board: IRB)ZHE ARHSRE w2 & AREATHNo.
116-1). BAF o[t Al AE BAF £ AFs] 9
st =Y A T AT 6W(Choi & Sung, 2014: Hyun et
al., 2003; Kim et al., 2004; Kim, 2006; Kwag et al., 2014;
Sung & Kwag, 2012)° ANE A E53 & d=0i9] of
3] WL; (Seo, 1998)5 Hsl] TAF B2 £H59h 1
d og FEEE AL ARl AE dHE UEle sAke
Ao, BApll “-sitkzb Akt FEj(el, Haskhe] ‘st
of BARE A<fslgick



1 2%, F 99719 A 2ol 12k= AAEeH, 24 FAF
€ 2~428R o|RoRAL, =3Ol w1 A 2270, 29 SA
487, 3% SAF 29702 FAEUS. SARs 289 vt dRE
7] sl dast =39 Aol wet 1%, 2%, 39 AR U
=8 (Nam, 2007), 13 A= &8 WA 7ol sfgshke +
2 =% UI7F 283t FAolt: 2@ SAhs F4A% T 8
ke H4 =0l "asty, 3¢ A 74, s
Aol sigohs o4 =go] Basirt. & AFolAE olet =
9 71Eql et SAE 19, 2%, 3¥28 ERskal 3| A
°olE B3t

2z AHE A £330 bt =3 A= Table 19]
AABIRAAL, A SAF £ Appendix 10 AASHAT

Table 1. Examples of verb items initially selected

Argument Verb item
One-place cry
Two-place kick
Three-place throw

2) OfLIIOM Xi= Rt

Y o 9 Fds F 398ER 129, R 27%9)
oigitt. A= HofelA BE FAE AAlsty, FF, F
g, FHAA Ee ot g ZIt EAS AAolEE of
et olm, “Frkol sigehs WA AL, AR/ EA/
59 derAel FolHrie FAFoE A E I dEd
PARE FAI=E AAeiYct. AR ZAE HigoE En
SAFE 7F Wol Aed =3g HigoR oA RS A5t
of, HE Aol ofyrlold A&k a5k ofydold &
T2 ZU3A 7P 7ol 2 AFA AR I
I(Choi et al., 2020), &5& & & Y& LI wiHoy
AR EZREA] goth &S WS UERe Al 2
o, 71tk o, gk 5), & WiHone way)OE FANE HE
sto] 229 2Fg 9tk ofydold A= 648719 =
gYdog TAH GIF YR A=},

3) TA B YRz AL

1}Hog A€ 99719] ofyHeld A= F HFTHe=E FA
olEH7] A EFoE AME BARE AASH] Yot HdS
S dito g AAF B3t A% ZAHagreement study)s 235}
Ao AAF B GAE 2ARE A ofuHold A= AlAlst
o, B AR oAt AES sAR] dAEE YotEr] 9
gt Aot}
Aol HES(EE 18~394)) 10190l o] YALE HiRC
o, R FE 7|9 AdEE Wrksle 98 719
7% A (subjective memory complaints questionnaire:
SMCQ, Youn et al., 2009)9] 7|&o| F&31A] 53t 19& A

e

HITHEH SAF OISCH7| HAF =7 JHES flet 71= A+
= HAL G0 M2 HW

ot & 1008(@A 217, o4&+ 79%)°] Folsigltt HE
ozls 71EARl A7 g Be A4 ¥ AEA(health
screening questionnaire: HSQ, Christensen et al., 1991) 4
3, HEF, A &AL 1Y 59 "Eol 9, 2%
2 QA Aozt Q= AE o= st

10079] tAk= ofylold A=S Eil, AFHE 290l
U 542 Uedle @4= Homaifisynh S & BEAX
ojuel FARE S UeA TEAFTAL. T AN A
ARdo] Zofsigitt. AAE ofylold A= =3l BAgle] +
A Eigskr, gt #Holxlof 17]9] BARE 2z 134N A=
FEHZ A=A, A QAT A Hd 137kARE 7
AYstitt. & 100789 didAte AARRRRE A3 gt AddolAl
HAE cke oW A 468(FA 109, o7+ 369)T 547
of HltiE FA(A 117, oAt 43%)0=2 FA4 ddwo] Ao
oistgict. HtA Hohe 2HY 22 AFEE AREote] 9 7]
gF 3 AIA”IQL F(Zoom) ofEEAClAe] H&sto] HAL]
ofsieiltt. AAME 3 3 7152 B3l ofyrold A=< Al
Aok, di Ak AR vt Aol A FAF olFH7IE A
Alotgitt. Aol gagle] ofiyHeld A= 10904 olde] =
E3IPC 2 LEEZ B3 tidAtolA AA= et

A= A 2 9AE 2ARIA 100789 efAprt ARESt
BAE ARt BAF olETi7l ¥A|E(action  naming
agreement rate}& AXGIALE. BAF olEH7] LX|&olH, Ei
SARE AAl FofAREo] ARETH FAREY] dAEE WESE
ALRE grolty. SAF olgH7] FAES Altdsks WHE o
¥} gt

99%o] ‘Zhrfetal ARESE A= (99/100) x 100°°& AAlst
o A& 99%= Aoty Iy B =X BAIA BAE
ojt7] YXEol 30% mTY HPole BE FAS A5
. dig £ 33 BA 29 AE, BR SAE AFEC
U A B 9AE 2ARIA FojRES] 70% ool afid
ofydlolds Hi ‘m¥E AESIY] wiEd] Bx BAS 2
tholx HF R iAo, BAF olEdy] ¥AE 9Al HT
£ 71802 Akt

4) 2T 22 ¥

SAF ol Al AREE HF BAF B A4S H6l
WA, ol Aglo]l =% ¥ B olEd7] ¢
SAYE HEoleh & HAR, = olFo| Yehd
Hog Adsto] A<ttt g E9i, %
oty 9] FL, tARES] 40% ool =] olFH FEi(,
ot —Folt}, Eolt} — EThE 283l0] AlEsiyong & 749
SAE BT AQEch Al WA, BAF Aol Aoy o] A

g
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A2 HA(H30H H23)

239 SAHOR dUf) WS VISe] EEL E 4 JoUE &
7H9] Ak Aesoi), Ul WA, “Doluieh-LolAlck, ‘et
“Slolef, ‘wlErh-gert S5t 2o] $Ao) Uge] HEEA
7 AYE e mE Agstelnh. vhstoR el Y
741 BAKC, Fek-grk, Yek-ehe F A F B4 ol
Axgo] B FAS AL

72w, AgHeR 13 B4 1170, 2 B4 1370, 2913 3
T B 1242 F 36709 B4 2L Ags BE B4
pge 2388 FAHUCHE, 90~100% Aeld B B4

15971 2le2 B3t

)

y

A

o

)
)
HE
=
=)
)
)
o
by
b
e
rht
off
>
Ao
og_L
oY
[}
=
N
X
off
e
=

Alolg Hol=x] AWEY| oto], PASW(PASW statistics 25.0,
SPSS Inc)E AMESHY, S ~H8ES RS 05904 AA|
sigich 1 Axh Ao 7 A7 36709 BAF £3 olgH7l 24
&9 2lo]7} BAHOR [FOokA] UK 135=.790, p>.05).

2T AE AA 2 2 Ad H SA olFH7] A& o
St JHE= Appendix 29 AA5FSC

(2 =% ¥ go] ¥z A1

= ¥ BA] do] Hik(word frequency)ol 89Jgt Xol7k
QUEA| gotrr] Ystod, Y EAHEA(one-way ANOVAYE 2
205004 HAJstGtt BAF RlEs Bavl IS WER] &8 A
2Hl(Lee et al., 201005 AREsto] 3=to] Hof W FLo] TR
Al EF BAPE AR SISE VIR0E ARG 1 Adl
= ¥ BA HEs BAFeR {93t Aot QISItHA,
37543, p.05). = H A WIE9] Wil ot HEE=
Table 201 A|ASIAH.

Table 2. Verb frequency comparison by the arguments

One-place Two-place Three-place
Mean 2879.09 3094.85 2122.42
SD 788.82 849.91 312.35

Note. SD=standard deviation.

2.2 4

oot

1) A Chad
£ A7) (3 Bh2 vde 47 9 43 AKX §90] B
A olge] A 49 Aol wlwske Zolek ol 919
54t o|Bt] AAE Y W EHE WA0R wew, A A
2 933 ofUdolin 94 Yo ALl B P WY

ft off

spoict
2 Ago] Polgt gL AX B A8 THEe] Boldt 100

90

B3 AEA 2% 97507 & 19790] Fojsigit.

AEA ZAE ST 18~39A4) 9792 7|20 Hofgt 100
59| Zof 7|&ET 5L, SMCQ 2, I3 QAxNE 54
okx] Fow, A% A HAEX A3l QA 9 Aofgofel dAxtE
A7 9 AAlaskd #Eo) gl A A7t

7180 #ofgt 10082 25 ofyHlold A= ol Akl
Foleiglct. 12y 2 oY B4R A= A fF0 12
e Aol HlwE Adll, AEA =ZHE I7HLE BF A% I9
AFo 2 AAst] HARE AASIGH ofyHeld Al=om AA
£ T Ady AEA 2= A4 I" A=CE AAll
ofgt Mot 7+ AR(AL 197052, p.05) E ISURA,
109=.000, p).05)°= BAXHCE |3 AjolE HolA] gt
5 A 719] 7184 HE= Table 30 AASIA.

Table 3. Descriptive information of groups

Animation Sequence

group® (SD) group® (SD) - P
Gender (male : female) 21:79 26:71
Age 26.72(4.23) 26.59(3.92) .052 .820
Education years 15.33 (1.54) 15.33(1.97) .000 1.00
Note. Values are presented as mean (SD).

=100, *=97.

2) A X5
A= AAL FRBell wEt ofyHlol iy g I8 A=l & 4
ol ARSE A

(1) oiyHold 2=, 2E SAF 2F22 ATl A
36719] ool d mtdg Idi= ARESIgInt.

(2) 9% 1" A= SAF ofyHelAd A= mEl9) FolA A
9] AL HYolA durd 5 Y= SAZ MHsto] YT 7t
2 Aol A4Ho= wigste] AFsiltt. AldkE A4 19 A
=2 2 g5 otk ARE A Zoke Ao dAF ut
T Y 3RIA AAlste], FAF olEH7] YAEE H|wE
I 100%= BASIGIEE ofyHeldn AL AT A
Figure 10 AAloF3Ct.

X

- 1z

e

. ™ e~ nn
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Animation Sequence

Figure 1. Examples of stimuli by the arguments

3) At Exp & Y
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olfzt A% IFAFCE WURSIA, BAlO| HHH {5 o
2t il 9 By W2 g o] FAE AASIGH. 2E
At W2 ARl s AAEY, BAF olEH7l A
A AHkg-E(accuracy rate)S Alleto] £ zolE H|W

(1) el A4 AR el 4 et AEeld 109
A o] HEHPC B 139K oyo] LERS B8 4FE
AAste] S st

() v AAL HARE 9 A FoiAES 1004 o9
E3PC &2 134 oV kERS AR8sta] § 7R 3K A
259 F diEEAeldel HEstel datel Fofsieltt. A
TERIE wdE 3 T 75 S diAReIA HolFa,
AR A olFH7] HARE AT

ofddlold A= Hetold o 2 HoH Jd 7 AR(A,
0=1.286, p.05) % WEAFA 0=1.638, p.05)° &
oz [fogt Zol7b ga, A& 18 AdolAx o ¥
i Jg 2F A™(AL 097296, p.05) 9 ISERA
06=1.319, p.05)°l BAHCE {3t Folb ek A=
AN GEol W2 e 2 HdE Jg 7 7e%A HEE
Table 49} 591 ZF2+ A A5}t

2

Table 4. Descriptive information of animation group

Offline Online
group® (SD)  group® (SD) a p
Gender (male: female) 10:36 11:43
Age 27.23(3.98) 26.27 (4.41) 1.286  .260
Education years 15.33(1.54) 15.33(1.97) 1.638  .204
Note. Values are presented as mean (SD).

*n=46, "n=54.

Table 5. Descriptive information of sequence group

Offline Online

group® (SD)  group® (D) d P
Gender (male : female) 8:20 18:51
Age 26.92(3.06)  26.44 (4.22) 296 588
Education years 15.67(1.70) 15.18(1.97) 1319 .254
Note. Values are presented as mean (SD).
“n=28, *n=69.
3. Xz

AL ol &7l AARIA HItHH RF(HH vs. B[HH)Q}F A=
A FBCHUHolA vs. A& TR wE =% E JSEY
2lolE opi 177}, PASW(PASW statistics 25.0, SPSS Inc)&
ARgete], A &£F EAHLA(three-way mixed ANOVA)S
/9 FF 05904 AAlskit o] W, Egdses HgdE &
5 A= A 738, sAF =R AAsigla, 3% Wde At
ol&H7] AALY] AHHEER AT

HITHEH SAb OISCH7| HAt =7 JHES flet
= HA {0

. &t Za

i 2 B Jek 7 A= AAL [FefUHelA vs. 94 1
2) 2 BAF =311 vs. 2% vs. 330l wWE FukgEo] xjo]7}
WA AEE7] 5to], A T BAREAS AAskT

3 A, Mg f5HAL 397951, p.05) B AS AKX f
B(A1, 3=1.988, p.05)°4Y FaI= BAHGCE |otA
ottt whH BAF =39 Fade EAMoZ FoletitHA,
3373.414, p<05). ol w2t LSD AREAAE Sdlo Fa
o ot HwE AAg A, FWIES Bug 2%
98.89(SD=.714), 13 96.59(SD=.776), 3% 96.55(SD=743)
228138 3% «o& veigth 283 1%, 233 3% ¢
o] HURSES AolE= EAZHCoR {ORtAoKp(.05), 133}
3% 7 FEEEY Aol BAFHCE {ookx] ok
(p.05). L Hfol| o]} 9 A} A5 ARG VERFA] ISttt

o 2 uiA A 7 A= AA] G337 A = IE A
RSB Oidt HEE Table 60 AABIYL, old WE A%
A A= Figure 20| A5

Table 6. Comparison of accuracy rate between offline and online
group by presentation types

Presentation types  Arguments Ol Cllin
group (SD) group (SD)
One-place 97.04 (4549  95.02 ( 8.4)
Animation Two-place 98.62 (3.11)  98.00 (2.93)
Three-place  95.24 (4.65)  96.77 (3.22)
One-place 97.04 2.62)  96.78 (3.33)
Sequence Two-place 99.50 (.95)  99.42 ( .91)
Three-place  97.46 (2.91)  96.73 (2.64)

Note. Values are presented as mean (SD).

Accuraccy rate (%)

One-place Two-place Three-place

96.558 (SD=.776) 98.887 (SD=.714) 96.550 (SD=.743)

Figure 2. Result of post-hoc analysis on the main effect of
the arguments of the verbs

V. =2 ¥ z#2

= =2=

sEblolEs FUZ-192 olste] v Alsge e
oo} W7k 87k F5Yel ek, vt F4 oS WA A
S 9 A% ATE AN 94 B4 oSl WAl

91



A2 HA(H30H H23)

A48 B4 RIS AL, vlefE SR vs. vl o
HEstd sl ER RAUL dehis Ak
B AR Aplolds, 4% 8oz Add
q

AALel /\]'o% A -E—"JE- A74st7] St
of, FW BAF B =2E 9 ¢HO o ¥k ARE EU=
Z 99719 BAE 1A o] AAsiSih A" 99719 A=
ofydlold A=2o& AFsa, 10089 iS5 o= 4
A B FA= AR RARE SIStk o] AEZ B0 99719 BAH
of thgt BAF olEH7] A& AAlsto], 90-100%2] HlE= B
°1L BAF 367107 B4 1170, 2% BAF 1371, 3% B4F 127H)
7‘514 Baloa MASIAT)
8 36719 BAE B E vt {7t A= A
Rt AJol7k QA dotir] fsto], B AAS
73‘_? Z 197%8< ofydleld A= A% 19 A
FEoE U, tfd ¥ Bty YHo® o
& ‘:H7] BAE AAEIL

I 23, HdE 15 2 A5 AX] f30l I FAF ol
AAL Y FOgt AJolE HolR] Ysith. olfdt A= tiH
9 vty ol W2 o] 7t AdloflA §IEt AlolE HolA|
A== A AT Aetr IXSHHDekhtyar et al., 2020;
Theodoros et al., 2008). SHAR ofydo]d 9 <& I8 2=
of W2 FA olEH7] AA ZE ATWEY, 71E9 Ay A+
EME A= AA KFol wet olF7] Y Aol Hel
HFH(Choi & Sung, 2014; d'Honincthun & Pillon, 2005;
Yoon & Sung, 2020), £ dFoAE o3t xo]E Holz] &
Urt ol A Fol iAol dhet A9 A2 ST & Sl
o, 7|29 AY A7 AA 5ol &40l U= Auj & Ao
% Y AAA NS R SsAY, Lilof] wE 3=
AJolg AWEYTE Iy E A+ A AdSHE o=
Sko7] mhizell, MREEQl 3iEo] 2kE Ao= AT & itk
J2eg 25 L3t 9 Ao Aol SAF ol
AAE AAsta HgE 5 2 A5 AA 530 "E 53
AolE Blwd Ta7} Slch

2 dFoMs A =30l IE 39 AolE HWsN=

o, 1 23 5*} i%b] T&#ﬂ EAdo= %,]6 93\1:]-, wapy

l
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offt llé w o
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ol #1000 oA, 1599 3% 540 7u Jurg Bl
R93 Aol Qi 23 FAY 49, HuHgEol 100%2 7
97} T2 0] Aol vle) WvtaHA UeR ol 7]21g Ao

2 AHT 5 otk ST £ AP AvbHoE FA 9ol

2o A AL o NS dRel, Fuzo 2w
ol el e Aol sl WAV ek 2
Pt B A Bl o] Wt RS A v1% Aolne

54 a7E B R AT AFKelee dwes
ATE AASle] kY ¥ PNSEE wud Wert A B
AN et 3 ¥ 49 Aol AW ATEY HE

Aog AXsF=d|, Yoon} Sung(2020)2] Ao wEw Ao
T AL A A B2F 2%, 1%, 3 «2E =2 9

= B 49 W =7 892 B4} ol2] 4
Yo gofat Aolrk giglont, Aolz B Yo 27 FAl
b gol Folh  Yehithn  musilth  Ed
Sung(2016) AFINE Aol FAgt B 49l BE 33 F
A 7 g #oﬂw E@‘Ofﬂ B A Fueld =
T 8 B4 olSdy] Fuel GoR Aol Rolx ggro
U, 403 B WHelE 29 A% 3% B4 7 o
Aoz meltky ®ysgch 2 A7 Ageldw 23 13, 3
g £o0g =0 L3ES Ho|u 28 TARR} 338 =AF 7 &
oJgt Ajolg Btk YA HEHoE I,

FEoEE, i B vgiE we] WE FAF olFH7] AAb
ol Zfol7k 1A, FAl9) ool d A=Selut A% 1y &
= § oud ASE A= FAE Fd=els Aok gl
JEE & SAF olFH7] AARs AdRolu el wet i ®
< HHE F oAl 7P A S AAsiel gAE
P& & A2, TR ofdloldt A& 1Y AF F 4
gol weh 45 Tz A8E 4+ W ol oIS
L7t e w5 Zlo= V|diE.
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EF 2 Ate AU vdd o] B7F AlAY 5S¢
o 712 AFEA, olF EUE oA HolA tadt &
HES ol8% AWt APE & Sl TS ASYde d
2 9oy} 9t} FZuHpo|gA 7HEZ-198 Qls] ARdE A
g 79 diHo] ojEe 2 2T AAEA E}ﬂl sty

Uk WgE Qo] W AEe] Az ATE 2
ofl AT Hlf Aagle] FEo] A é‘%ﬂ}%, AN 5%
S Wz &3 AHAESE Ao} b 9 XRE A 2
o}, Hul ohjet AFo] BHF LiF E :
ﬂ”—i Aol Aol Sle ddAEIA gdt 719
AsE 4 & Aol

8y & de A FEsTe eR & 712 ol
izl fok F2 e =ES F2 AP HdolA
dutsisirlole ofgize] . e I kds 9 AEdo]
Aol Ade qies A= AX T 3 A5 AA 70l o
< A olEH7] #3E9 wla A7} o] FojFoF & Flojt.
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Appendix 1. List of verbs initially selected

=3 B 28

g, Aoy, F=o, 7d, 9o, gEs, S0 &t R A A, AR, oo, B, g dEd, = o2
o, FEA AT A, e (2271)

opAlTh EoF, Aok oith ok, Ao wth gth ook A2k i Ao, Aoy By 9o, widy g9 T A

13

Ol
ok

2% o, A E, oo, FEG, B, Ith A, e, Fo, Ao, Bt S, Eo, Aed, dio, Ao, &, £
L R L L A A 1 = L I L L = s 1 T 1 5 G4 )
35 ook, EHe, Eo Ao, sEs, 89X, A Ao, wo, e, ol A, wEd, dn, Fo do, T, b2

o, A, A, 2T Ao ok "k A Eh A, A, de 071

Appendix 2. Action naming agreement rate in the final selected verb items

=3 A e A (%) HITH ek (%) 4%
Ak 100.0 100.0 100.0

e 100.0 100.0 100.0

2ot 95.7 100.0 97.8

7|k 97.8 96.3 97.1

2t 95.7 98.1 96.9

13 At 95.7 92.6 96.3
et 97.8 94.4 95.0

=t 97.8 100.0 98.9

ARt 97.8 98.1 98.0

Tjch 95.7 94.4 95.0

ot 91.3 90.7 91.0

oAk 100.0 100.0 100.0

£} 100.0 100.0 100.0

Alct 100.0 100.0 100.0

okct 100.0 100.0 100.0

g 100.0 100.0 100.0

et 100.0 100.0 100.0

2% ot 100.0 98.1 100.0
ot 100.0 98.1 99.1

At 100.0 98.1 99.1

A2k 97.8 100.0 99.1

7z} 97.8 100.0 98.9

Ak 97.8 100.0 98.9

wHct 100.0 98.1 99.1

=2 100.0 98.1 100.0

ek 100.0 98.1 99.1

o 100.0 98.1 99.1

At 97.8 100.0 98.9

LiE=s 95.7 100.0 97.8

. Hxch 97.8 98.1 98.0
° 2t 97.8 96.3 97.1
At 100.0 94.4 97.2

wh 100.0 94.4 97.2

et 95.7 94.4 95.0

ot 93.5 92.6 93.0

At 91.3 94.4 92.9

Note. 257 A4 Ajo)A HZHT ||

r}:(o
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