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Purpose : The study aimed to investigate the differences in story expression skills between — Correspondence : Eun Hee Kang, PhD
dyslexic (DY) and typically developing children (TD) in the second grade of elementary E-mail : keh817@hanmail.net

school using the story retelling method.

Methods: The subjects who participated in the study were 14 DY and 15 TD. After Received : November 30, 2023

hearing a story, the subjects were asked to retell it. To examine story expression skills, it Revision revised : December 26, 2023

was divided into syntactic and compositional skills; to examine syntactic skills, the Accepted : January 31, 2024

number of C-units, total number of subordinate clauses, and number of subordinate

clause types were compared; to examine compositional skills, the recall rate of story This article was based on the first author's
grammar and the recall rate of story grammar categories were compared. The difference in  master’s thesis from Jeju International University
the performance results of the two groups was verified through an independent sample #test.  (2023).

Results: First, TD outperformed DY in total number of C-units and total number of

subordinate clauses. In addition, the results of the difference in the number of types of This work was supported by the Ministry of
subordinate clauses between the two groups showed that the difference was only Education of the Republic of Korea and the
significant for quotation clauses. Second, there was a significant difference between the National Research Foundation of Korea (No.
two groups in overall story grammar recall. Furthermore, by examining the differences in  NRF-2023S1A5A2A01078240).

numbers by story grammar, there was only a significant difference in attempts.

Conclusions: The research findings showed that in terms of story syntax, DY lagged ORCID

behind TD in terms of story output and syntactic complexity, and showed poor story Da Yeon Kang

structure compared to TD in story composition. This may provide a basis for considering https://orcid.org/0009-0007-0301-2647

story features in the assessment and treatment of children with dyslexia.
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2o] glom, 8 - F3 o33 HAHReceptive and Expressive
Vocabulary Test: REVT, Kim et al., 2009) i} ~80]3]9]
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al., 2015) €71°l3] BEE7E 85 ool &otH diE HEL
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o3 AL 9] HAF AHE SHRE AR B Y 59
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Table 1. Participant characters

DY (=14
M (SD)

TD (2=15)
M (SD)

Age (months) 91.43 (3.155) 93.47 (2.949) .084

K-CTONI2 99.21 (7.837) 104.2 (8.631) .110
REVT-r 85.71 (7.269) 91.67 (9.854) 074
KOLRA-decoding ~ 36.07 (7.447) 55.87 (7.891) .000™
KOLRA-LC 11.00 (2.038) 11.40 (2.293) 623

Note. DY=dyslexia; TD=typically developing: K-CTONI2=Korean
comprehensive Test of Nonverbal Intelligence-second edition
(Hammill et al., 2014); REVT-r=Receptive-Expressive Vocabulary
Test-receptive (Kim et al, 2009); KOLRA=Korean Language-
based Reading Assessment (Pae et al., 2015); LC=listening
comprehension.

' p<.001
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Table 2. Descriptive statistics about comparison of the number
of C-units and the total number of subordinate clauses by groups

DY (n=14) TD (#=15)

MDD MDD ! P
The number of 7.57 11.13 .
C-units 6435 G739 6P 0B
The total umber of 5.43 8.07 o
subordinate clauses (3.13) (2.63) 3917001

Note. DY=dyslexia: TD=typically developing.
"p(.05, "pC01

12 11.13

10

the number of C-units the total number of subordinate clauses

EDY EITD
Note. DY=dyslexia; TD=typically developing.

Figure 1. Differences in performance in terms of number of
C-units and total number of subordinate clauses by group

Table 3. Descriptive statistics about comparison of the number of
the number of subordinate clause types by groups

DY (=14) TD (z=15)
M (SD) M (SD) P
.00 .33
Noun clause (.000) (617 2.092 .055
o .79 1.13
Adjective clause ( .802) (1.457) .803 431
4.29 5.27
Adverb clause (2.400) (2.658) 1.044 .306
. .57 1.40 -
Quotation clauses ( 514) (910 3.044 .006
Note. DY=dyslexia: TD=typically developing.

"pK.01

! . :
: 3 1 : f

Noun clause Adjective clause Adverb clause  Quotation clauses

EDY OTD

Note. DY=dyslexia; TD=typically developing.

Figure 2. Differences in subordinate clauses subcategory
performance by group
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Table 4. The result of #test of the recall rate of story grammar
by groups

DY (n=14) TD (n=15)
M (SD) M (SD) i

The recall rate of 35.93 54.27 -
story grammar (20.292) ( .352) 2.928 008
Note. DY=dyslexia; TD=typically developing.
“pK.01

60

50

40 35.93

DY TD
Note. DY=dyslexia; TD=typically developing.

Figure 3. Differences in story grammar recall rate by group
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olg ool Ak Wik olF Yrto] BE GYolA U o5 3
shact S@go] &7 Uehgeh. ofeid Kot BAKOE GOt
Ao1Qlx] Fopy] ) ~ARS AN 23, olop] B 319
HE S AE(=2.861, p OS)IARE §ogt Zpol7h Q= AR
UERgeH wA] shel Wl v, e, RS, daolde
Sofat Zol7} QIrka vehet.
Table b. Descriptive statistics about comparison of the recall rate
of story grammar categories by groups

DY (=14  TD (2=15)
M (SD) M (SD) i
Setting 1.64 2.07
statements (.842) (.458) 1.668 11
N 1.29 1.73
Initiating event ( 594) (61D 1.998 .056
2.43 4.40 .
Attempts 2311) (1.183) 2.861 .010
1.64 2.60
Internal response (1.336) (1.404) 1.881 .071
1.79 2.47
Results (1.188) (-090) 1.670 .107
Note. DY=dyslexia: TD=typically developing.
“pK.05

°
&

0

Setting statements  Initiating event Attempts Internal response Results

mDY TD
Note. DY=dyslexia; TD=typically developing.

Figure 4. Differences in story grammar subcategory
performance by group
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Appendix 1. C-unit transcription table

RIS

9l ojop| &

; E
J-I-l_ ;g

A= C-unit
I oMIEr: 543 deuae B ggela.
2 ol EkEA} obEIOIA AN AR Aok Fol.
|3 oPIRAPE RSt Kelok sien) Sopat
4 AnkErls ATt 49 Solg F9lola.
5 oplEsl: Bolg £o] S Fol4 Usiela.
6 oPIE7le frsiel 7R 4o A & EolHolAl A7 ES waela.
, 7 A7ES E3%08 37 AR
8 oPIEE UF B3 YA/ AHEE BES] = 47 giglela.
9 Idd 4] ATEA BEE A o e 2Rola
S 10 opIEIE At e A B30l Hole.
11 A 9 oplerjs A%80] B2 #92 Zlola.
(12 ol ol EeeA 4u ARES 9o uiele.
13 33 FoI we olFEls 928 Aasele.
14 oMIE/E ol2A dloF 84 Exela.
15 21 oleu7t oblErlolA dnkerle] MEE WSS Bojgols,
;16 OPIEZR ofeiva wes www
17 QukErle S5t oni ARE 2R Yol obEslolA F3jela.
18 oMIEI: oleURk FAIStEL QAR 5/ 1oE Eoklola.
19 EoRE oMIE/E Bl sl 24 SRoIL.
6 20 oPIE7lE BolHld U e BE Aumela/ 1T olAREE A%E 7k o] A7ET 57 Anky/ dnkerleh ok

Fola.
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Appendix 2. Examples of story grammar subcategory

3% o] 9 ARS of

LE oo B8 WAT 4, SYUAR, 15 U O] + oblErl B4 LIRS B Y3l
3 ug TP oloprle] WA SEI BUL A ¢ oPIEs o] 7k o] oleeld] AFES Witola.
Tt 4

WA AR

FA% Ut ANEAG 5B 2244 W B
9207 A4

4P HEsPL BES HFN] A SHUB B
Ho P52

SgaBe e g2l ug wt

o] fiF A3t SAAE o] BEE FE A =T
N -

o] W QetEr7t o £ Auuk A Aot el
q.
JRE 3R] ATEAE BEE 44 obE71S H3ola

VIR g ASloh A ol o=l B0l
o 3 oAl Lghols .

rk% <
mln

OPIENE YT I AGAE AREo] Azola.

JmIEZ= AaEs}t H3l Zol= 29lo]Q.
QErloL Bokat oFeiE HRE Aag ¥ol oplEr]
Al F90018.
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