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The Development and Validity of a Morphological Awareness Test
in Korean for School-Aged Children

Bhuja Chung"”

! Dept. of Speech-Language Pathology, Chosun University, Professor

Purpose : Morphological awareness refers to the ability to consciously understand, analyze
and manipulate the smallest segments of words. Research has shown that it is one of
several metalinguistic skills that enables children to actively reflect on language during
their school years. The goal of this study was to develop the morphological awareness
test in Korean and to examine the validity and reliability of the test.

Methods : The participants included 161 typically developing Korean-speaking first through
(REVT), Korea Sentence
Comprehension Test (KOSECT), syntactic knowledge and syntactic awareness test were

sixth graders. Receptive & Expressive Vocabulary Test
administered to measure the concurrent validity of the morphological awareness test including
derivational and inflectional morphemes. The reliability as well as the developmental and
discriminative validity were also assessed.

Results : Concurrent validities of the morphological awareness test with the REVT, KOSECT,
and other syntactic tests were above (452~.702). Differences in performances between
grade groups were statistically significant indicating superior developmental validity. Different
vocabulary levels especially in low and middle graders were also measured using the test.
The reliabilities measured by internal consistency and inter-rater consistency indicated that
the test was highly reliable as well.

Conclusions: Findings revealed that the test was a valid and reliable tool to assess
morphological awareness skills of derivational and inflectional words in school-age
children. The results also supported previous research findings that morphological
awareness enhanced vocabulary acquisition. Implications for future research, assessment,
and interventions were discussed.
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FEHI(G~43hd), TEAG~GHN] A Ao Btk 18}
YolH Gohdel FEjolalsd uitho] ZolZ ERs AlolT

(Beringer et al., 2010)9] A% Aad(1~38d)x} 15hA(4~65F
Wog o] E4S Jgsigont 2 A £ o AR
242 95 Chall(1983)0] 783 QlraaAe sttt

Table 1. Participants’ information

Number Age K-CTONI-2
(percentage) (SD (SD
1st grade 34 (21) 90.88 (13.75) 100.29 (10.87)
Low
2nd grade 36 (22) 102.89 ( 3.64)  98.78 ( 9.97)
3rd grade 35 (22) 11443 (13.90) 101.40 (11.89)
Middle
4th grade 18 (11) 125.83 (13.03) 104.17 (15.39)
5th grade 18 (11) 136.83 (3.52)  99.44 (12.13)
High
6th grade 20 (13) 148.65 (13.18)  97.00 (13.21)
Total 161 (100)  114.91 (19.43) 100.12 (11.90)

Note. Values are presented as mean (SD); Age is presented as
month; K-CTONI-2=Korean version of Comprehensive Test of
Nonverbal Intelligence-2nd edition (Park, 2014).
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o, AR 7t AFEE Felstort. s BAA= IBM
SPSS Statistics 26 ARESHATE.
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1. BT 24
1) ZokEle
TARIEL o] PR, Adoln] FEIARA, 1
U1 % NS =R oz A4 FEQAEAY Al Adel

REVT, Feofmjolsiigal, FEA4 3 F2A4  ZHARR]
Pearson JAATE Zzﬁ}oﬂ‘ﬂr HA, REVTY] 48oi5j5at Al
eI ARASE BE =497 ~ 596(p( 0D A2 ¥

o9 A AT Bk FRouolsiE AR AeAs Eet
=452~ 527(pC 0DE FEQIAHAIRY Rofet A4 ks Bt
TEAA 9 FERIAHARE spgo], AZoju] Bl HA| FejQlAlE
Al =581 ~.702(p(0DZ REVT ¥ EoulojsfE Aot

FEA EE% A 2 YT BYKTable 2). 53] FE214]

A B A FEiIAEARRY 7028 w2 HA/FEE Hol
T A Ukgo] bRt FEla ofsfel BElo] AkeS & & Ui
Table 2. Concurrent correlation  between  morphological

awareness and other tests (n=161)

Morphological awareness

Derivational  Inflectional Total

MA MA MA

REVT-r 497" 564" 596"

KOSECT 452" 489" 527"

Syntactic knowledge 591" 594" 658"

Syntactic awareness 581" 667" 702"
Note. MA=morphological awareness; REVT-r=Receptive &

Expressive Vocabulary Test-receptive (Kim et al., 2009);
KOSECT=Korea Sentence Comprehension Test (Pae et al,
2004).
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Carlisle, 2003). wztx] 2 Aol A
of WE HERINH g&] Hiks
< B A3 S35 Y
El4], A 01‘3] FEIQIA], HA FEla]l HAR o] dish Al
| @ﬂoﬂ w2 AR EARAT} Tukey ARFEAS AAJS)H
of FJgk Aozt YA ERIskTh

B4 23 Al #AAF 2R AT 7ol §3 Aol HSirh
AR AT ool FEIQIAY AS 3~48hd Hud) 5~68d
o] FAT Jo= yehston, ﬁéoﬁﬂ FEAA T HA F
Eila] AAlA= Al Ado] BF |3 AJolE Hol= Zo=
ARFEA E|QItHTable 3).

Table 3. ANOVA of morphological awareness test by grade
levels

S5 df MS F P
467.06 2 233.53 16.11  .000
Derivational 228980 158 14.49
MA 2756.86 160
Low { Middle = High
1898.87 2 949.44 33.34  .000
Inflectional 4498.90 158 28.47
MA 6397.78 160
Low { Middle { High
4248.24 2 2124.12 33.54  .000
Total 10007.83 158  63.34
MA 14256.06 160
Low { Middle { High

Note. MA=morphological awareness; Low=1Ist and 2nd grade;
Middle=3rd and 4th grade; High=5th and 6th grade.

ofFIE 21 GHOR 1 9] oSS offjelo] T olE0R 1
tro] FERLAIAA} WIS AR SelslsiHTable 4)

Table 4. Means and standard deviations of morphological
awareness test

Low Middle High
1 2 1 2 1 2
(=16) (=54 (@=16) @=37) (@=13) (a=25)
Derivational  9.75 1246 13.06 1532 1516 16.24
MA (4.61) 429 (53 (G249 (316 (2.53)
Inflectional 12.75 15.78 17.75 21.72 2253  23.72
MA 6.08) (6500 (4.43) (.64 (5.03) (3.68)
Total 2250 2824 30.81 37.05 37.69 39.96
MA (8.68) (9.53) (7.0 (5.88) (6.41) (5.35)

Note. Values are presented as mean (SD); MA=morphological
awareness; Low=1st and 2nd grade: Middle=3rd and 4th grade;
High=5th and 6th grade; 1=children with poor vocabulary;
2=children with average vocabulary.
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Appendix 1. Examples of morphological awareness test

= oA £ gt w4
f24 1 788 Eok Fol - 1 AR ik ol
s (A ) ok 23ick 283 = U] Bo motelek Rofs)
e $294 2 o g ole Al AT = of elIoke 1 £33
v (@83 ) of 2:8gl0] Bhe A S = Zeile] W] B Ee: Si2)
BT g Hep/oleAldel o 2 it ]
(A2 34 B o R ! %]
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