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Purpose : Education using storybooks is actively used in the education of young children.
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Its effectiveness has been verified in many previous studies. Education using fairy tales E-mail : 75peunsil@kwu.ac.kr
can promote children’'s vocabulary and syntax development. In this study, we attempted to

compare the semantic and syntactic characteristics of daily and traditional fairy tales.

Methods: Ten books, each of daily and traditional fairy tales for children aged 3 to 5,
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were selected. To compare the semantic characteristics, the ratio by parts of speech and Accepted : January 31, 2025
TTR by parts of speech were analyzed. To compare the syntactic characteristics, the ratio
of complex sentences, ratio by complex sentence type, and ratio by clause type were This article was based on the first author’s

analyzed.

master's thesis from Kwangju Women's

Results: First, the only significant difference was found in the ratio of verbs. In the TTR  University (2024).

by parts of speech, no statistically significant difference was found. Second, in the ratio

of complex sentences, traditional fairy tales were statistically significantly higher than ORCID

daily fairy tales. In the ratio by complex sentence types, significant differences were Yu Rim Moon

found in embedded and mixed sentences, but no significant differences were found in  https://orcid.org/0009-0008-8233-937X
conjunctive sentences. The proportion of embedded sentences was found to be high in  Eun Sil Park

daily fairy tales, and the proportion of mixed sentences was found to be high in hitps://orcid.org/0000-0001-8138-770X
traditional fairy tales. There was no statistically significant difference in the proportions

by dependent clause type.

Conclusions: Based on the results of this study, considering the level of semantic and
syntactic development and the characteristics of fairy tales in educational and language
rehabilitation clinical settings using children’s books can be a positive help in language

development.
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7HIE Z= dolH, ol foprlol g€ thLlee, 2012). KoM
QojirgolA 9] Fole A4, A9Y, ArEE Vg & Y=
£ ofr, AES ot FHoH e =2 ot dold 5
gt And S V12 d Ade 9% Foa st
(Lim, 2013). o] Bt 7H0E B4 e vA= 89l
ThFSHATE ofs 23 ARl B3t 2 IS HX= 8llojth
(Lee, 2012).
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Copyright 2025 © Korean Speech-Language & Hearing Association.

This is an Open-Access article distributed under the terms of the Creative
Commons Attribution Non-Commercial License (http://creativecommons.org/li-
censes/by-nc/4.0) which permits unrestricted non-commercial use, distribution,
and reproduction in any medium, provided the original work is properly cited.

S ARESHE olof7lo|H(Kim, 2019), YA FAES 44
B AMAQ] 7S AREShe olop|R GAECIM HA TS
& Qe ARAQI 4ol B4 T3 tHlee & Sung, 2013).
Lee®} Lee(2009)= A&adltt AY AdZ 2A4R HARE Uoi
g 5 Sl g @A B oloplE AFsHA ol= s3E, @
A AA HY QA Ay FAE AAStERE AMIEIRIIE
siolth. AgE3E @AM dold & Sle AE o8t

=

HolA A9 HES BAG & Sl AL 22 9% I
(Galda & Cullinan, 2002). £2 AH&Esh= Y= 5% o4 W
oo, Uk o|gA Lol 5YUSKt doldth= Aol
(Lee & Lee, 2005). &5t EA2 th23 ZHLee, 2001).
AR, HLEshe FAL 2A7F fopt AN AE T ek
o EAE oFI Sk EA, AEEste] AHe FHoA £ gt
g HiFOR fopt Al ARE, FAAAIE JA Sith AR, g
B3k ok gAolA dold 4= Y= Z5ol SRS fole

FALol BAIE MEs) 7hs AHe S5 A A, ALs
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AEA FodA HHEet JER for9 A7 Pso| HIESHA
AAEt. B3k foksolAl & 7HIE Alstthlee, 2014).
AgE3l= foleo] ek oA AT 5 Sle A, Al
Fze, AT 22 4= HIFCE folY 7[EE &) 2
o] g0l Rolso] A4S WAl A diet BEEE F
AN ¢ QUtHLee, 2012). E3H AEEsh= T folo] B
oA dojuh= 452 7] Wl fof 53 der A 4
Ad 7, 78019 s717F Al lee, 2014). BEE3h= &
< AoZhe WS AAleka, 4ol gt 7HX<} SJulg Folshe,
T4 AEEs Ao, IEEC] 45 dhdcks WHE &
3 o}z HLEAIE ERIsHA sl ZAIE 55T T 24 o
£ & 7KE Asditklee, 2012).

o|AY F&ssk= ot Aok FAS HIHLE fol9] 7
2241 845 Agslo] fote] diollA HA AT &+ U= A
AAQl B5E UEhlt ol AEESE Y3o=H oot A
29| m&S Aok A Ae Boto] Gl 45
SE61L sjdsto] EARE T 4 STk

Afedte 22 S AL A, F5% =94 BEE0
=0} Sl= olop|® gEE HojAH WHes fors 3t |
ALE Eeko] Feo|thKim, 2018). Assl= AL Fslo] o
FRoR A3l A4, V", 35 A= 3 SHe| FAE
Q1 oloF7[H(Moon, 2011), Aste] 4] &Kol A, 474
ogulg gt} FA9 FEo WA AojAldt obs E3e|tHM.
S. Kim, 2014). s3] FA We2 g=ele] A, Ag,
A, 7, BA, B9, A% 59 ogRt #o] :ZEol Qi
(Choi, 2004; Kang, 2007). otollA] &gk Hefsste] E4
ot 2k AR, WA APdS S8AISoF oh, a4 RolY
A2 FA5EE sl FHoIwA APdY 77t weteR dith
(Hanuri reading campaign center, 2005). 4, SAQIE2
E53t gZo] drg=lojof dtthlee, 2015). AA, Zu|/do] 2
FH7E Qlofok dtHlee, 2021). WA, FoWHAE 288 AEE
FAolojol SttiHanuri reading campaign center, 2005). TF
AR, fotllAl d&stal FH|R2E AAfofok FHHM. S. Kim,
2014). oA, 247 A4 WeETh=s 384 Yol WAE
olof gtHLee, 2021). WHAHFOR {olo] osfel Ju|E [Hdl
7] o EA7F 331, 199 HFo] AWA] olopr]9] dolzt
ZA] Yook FtHLee, 2021). Yuk(2014)2 ol Hole A
o= foty] W) ohaat 22 TaAo] Ak okt AA,
foks AAE, 24, A, AlFFoR Wdshs B0 3o
1 8d Frert gskr] dizel foplel 159 S w4
9] Bk AL 5 U= AREHE A= AL S0,
gt A9 3= ol Ao R B Tomy dgd
o= HIPL A7|A Aok EX, AEstE B8 284 FFeE
AAE AES 7R, 52 HiIeA = ol2d &

=
= T
Tfol NEF BAIS A o =2 we 5 Sk A, §

A0 BA gkl olsje] Zo| Yol
o4 AAHEIE AN AAZ 2A sl B2k W ook
PR HEES B ARe oS SpekA Gk EY AdEe
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% QU Tk oleid ekESH S4Bl ot HABAE WY
oM guEA 4T 5 U= B AV R Aol

sl7] 3~54] OkEES A% Rl 57 4 & o
Qoo ook AwE thEul(eon, 2023), T WS
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oro] F25 ARSI, Weeskal 7HEsHA FAdE|o] ofsEo] olsf
517] gtHKim & Chung, 2015). Jeon(2023)2 HEeju|tjo] Hef
Solet AgEet] o] &= B e S4S vlaet Aol A
ko] et o7k AgsstEtt 4 ol ¢ "ol siql
ot 55] Asste] UEloldo] EZo] ¢ @2 AdE Kol
et ol AT AIE EGE opEe & $E3 59 E4
< 1Fsto] Hejuto] 535 AsoF 32 AlARSAL itk wh
2hA & AtolAs e 9fof] BeEslet Mefsste] e
9 FEAR B Tt S9N EAste] Bl Hiat st
Aot 2 At 4nE EYE dylots 2 AolUIAA ofsolA
S3E Aol AT 1 72 AR EEEVIE 7Rt
AARD A+ A= v E.

AR, Y&Estet Afsste] ofv] EQEAPE HIE, FAPE of
AFE)E ofHgr}?

A, B3t At A EAER g 5 73
HlE, 548 {4 H8)2 oHip

oM ot Ho gt

I &+ YY
1. 24 M=

2 Afors 3~54 foke ARt AgEs 1049, dsst
10%0] 84 zm2 AAEQcHAppendix 1). A58 AT
oo} T A3 AHLee, 2012, 2014; Lee et al., 1996)
A AH 712& Faste] (DFAE fobt AAElN 48
T YE APER o|FojHo} gt} (2)fote] W o A
St Fojolof gt ()ui, AH, SRR gt BAPE ZAlst
Al Eo] 93 F4HQ Hoz AT 5 9loH fopt olEE
&= Qlofof gt (H)EA7} eshal YRz aloF gt 59 A4 7]
=g EE H|gHA|(cldel=Ag])oA Wil S5k =4 £
ol FHF 1082 Aot APgsses defieset dHE
A8 A7(Choi & Kim, 1998; M. S. Kim, 2014: Lee, 2015,
2021; Lee et al., 1996; Yuk, 2014)°] AAH X4 71&S 2
a5te] (DFAY Hge] 2FEQ] Bzt A4, #, &Y, 22, A
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=
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A, sfig}, A7 & Syl gt} (2)fotY] e S Hds
of gitt (3)fotollAl H&otHA Su|EQof gt (HhEATH &
ot HEofop gt 39 A4 7|EE EYE s15leH E9
Kim(2013), M. S. Kim(2014), Lee(2015), Seo 5{2015)2] A+
oA 2% ol dFH EA HEONA 2T 108 A7t

2. Xz 24

1) HAE 47 2 54

2 Aol B4 gl 2089 Sslold F4e Al
T opgoll golZ Ao e BE g, 1Y, WEH &
of BYH BE SAES SUsHt B Hola) Fo
o 28 2 Zyslgion] Folmaue] A Fol FEec]
A B st

2) oo £4

DRt Afsst on| EAS vlwsk] fste] FARE H|
&3 AP o9 e(type-token ratio: TTRIE =4ot3it. &
ARz ol =olEy 71 FAF Ao wet 9FAKEAL AL
FAE AL BAL FEAE BRAL FAL FRADE Lol A5
ot FAME Ml A FAPIA ZF AL AAoks HlgE ALt
sttt FAME ol¥ttEs 7 FAl wet oE 9ol £
(number of different words: NDW)2} A4 ©o] Sx(number of
total words: NTW)E 78 § FAME of9tes AXISISIT

3) 7= &4

yEEsRet Aeffaste] 2 5492 Blush] fsto] B Hl&
EE FEE vE, T5E /9 vEE B 2R vE2
A YAES HEd EEOE Rkl HA HAEOA Eio
25 Hlg2 AT Jeon, 2023; Park & Jeon, 2021).
EE §92 FA&E YEE TFECE RiINam & Ko,
2014), H&E2 dsHEEY SHHSECE, WEES 134,
YA, BAMY, Q184 NedE, TS HE4EEN YxRo
Al Yetbs A2 BRIt B8 3E Hle2 A4 B
ZojA ER f9o o2 vgg AXBIAT $5d 499 v

< A 2 oM F5E /300 e vle= AT

i on

o

3. MEF=

249) M2 BS Plel W 1 ARES Hershk
WL 27 oA 4AZS 245 Qo el 3
W ololu] B Akl F91 oA 250l WA AR
o 20%8 BHSES Sof Wbt 1 AHAEE Fekgon] 95%
o] YA} ABHYL

4, Xz X2

BgEofet Ase FAPE vlE, FARE oifindE, B

Yoot HeHSete| ofn & 2 54 Hu

HlE, 52 732 g, 58 /I8 vEolA Aot A=AE

A E7] Jsted SPSS 29.0 ZRIHS ol gstglon 4 HH

A, Agsstet deeete] v 42 SAME Hled FAF
 olu=g S AuEsdth AEsEet HEst 1F FAF
E Hled} FAME oR|ndEe] AolE FRIsh] fiste] SHERE
A8 AAsk. BgEstet deEst Wolre] Aeolg el

A3

A, ALEofet HHEele] 2 S 5 vlE 5=
FE Hlg, I5E 792 vlee 9 AnEST Aot
H5ot 2t 5= Hlg, 52 19E vlE, 5 /98 vEY A
olF ISP ffste] ZHEE ~AHS AASIIH. Aot
AHEet dolre] Aelg &Rlsh] fst] LA
(one-way ANOVA)Z AASIEoH, FAZC= fogt Aol7t
UERd 7% scheffe AR 245 AAISHIT

[RAE

. ¢ Zm
1. MEissler FSslel o0 £

1) S8 7t BAIE HIg
BYEe] WA B S5 393370, WS WA B4 4
£ 83851 AgEse WS 7 EARE wge B
AT Table 17+ 2tk
BYESL BAES 1 A ¥ Holg A 99
SYnE ~74S AAsigon, 1 A 54k uigolxT 57
Hom o8 Xol7} Lekgtth=-2.125, p.05).

Table 1. The ratio by parts of speech between types of fairy
tales (%)

Daily Traditional
Parts of speech fairy tales fairy tales ¢
M (D) M (SD)
Noun 29.14 (9.64) 32.84 (4.36) -1.105
Pronoun 3.88 (2.49) 2.47 (1.07) 1.640
Numeral 43 (.44) 43 (.28 -.043
Postposition 22.67 (2.88) 22.66 (6.15) .004
Verb 18.88 (6.53) 2377 3.24) 2125
Adjective 6.10 (2.99) 4.98 (1.54) 1.048
Determiner 2.11 (2.36) 2.06 (.60 .069
Adverb 10.01 (2.95) 9.38 (2.97) 476
Interjection 2.18 (2.48) 1.01 ( .83) 1.412

"pK.05
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2) S&t U 2Ad Hg

Agsalet ddsst oM FAHE vles 24 die
Table 29} Zth. B2t Asst Wola FARE vl&<] Ao
S AMEY] S5 LA EARE A (one-way ANOVAYS AAISH
ek 1 A% BgEsshe A Hleol we SAHCcE RolRt
Zol7 GEREI(=54.509, p<.001), HeEshe EARE H]€o]
et FAXCE Fofgt Aol7h HERTH/=164.056, p<.001).
scheffe A}E BAS A5 Au} YeEsloA] WAkl vlg-L o)
AL AL FEAL BFAL FAL R Hl?-_rli‘:‘r SAXCR
ol & ;\_E BT, 24K Hl&-E HiBAL AL B
AL BEAL FAL ARt vleHEY AR R o5 w&
Aoz Uehtt} EAbo] v twA} /\]- 8 B 7
EAe] vlgHT BARCRE o5 w2 AR L}EP"E} AL
o] HlgZ A HIgHY SAHCE v4 H 22 AoE U
Ebg.

AeAESolA A Hg2 BE FA] Hlgkt SA%0E
G5 o AoE yehdth drkgos AR FANY] Hlg
o tigAL AL BFAL FAL ARANY] wlgHT FAHCE &
oA &2 ACE YERHTE EI BAR] HlZo] tiPAL FAL
TRAL A HIEHT SAXCRE {2 Aow |
B

Table 2. The ratio by parts of speech in types of fairy tales (%)

Parts of

Type speech M (SD) F Post-hoc
Noun* 29.14 (9.64)
Pronoun® 3.88 (2.49)
Numeral® 43 (.44)
Postposition®  22.67 (2.88) b,c.f,gh,ila
DY s Vet 1888 (653 545007 OCIENIC
Adjective’ 6.10 (2.99) c¢h
Determiner® 2.11 (2.36)
Adverb” 10.01 (2.95)
Interjection' 2.18 (2.48)
Noun* 32.84 (4.36)
Pronoun® 2.47 (1.07)
Numeral® 43 (.28
N Postposition?  22.66 (6.15) b.c.ghiddea
Traditional )
fairy tales Verb® 23.77 3.24) 16405 begith
Adjective' 4.98 (1.54)
Determiner®  2.06 ( .60)
Adverb" 9.38 (2.97)
Interjection' 1.01 ( .83)

{001
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3) &t 7t FAE 0L

AgEsiol AgjEst 7+ A ol3ggrs BAs Ak
Table 33} 2t AZE3et Aasst 1 FAME oFdd=e] &
olf AWE7] 5 SHRE ~HEE AABIIT 1 AT BAL
AL AL SAL BEAL WAL FAL ARAL oRndEs
AL =0, AR ofndEs ddEsE wdeu
T 58 2 SARCE RFORE Aol HERA gt

Table 3. The type-token ratio (TTR) by parts of speech between
types of fairy tales

Daily Traditional
TTR fairy tales fairy tales ¢
M (SD) M (SD)
Noun 40 (11) 37 (10) 553
Pronoun 54 (27) 52 (.23) .206
Numeral .59 (47) .61 (.30) -.096
Postposition .15 (07) .10 (.05) 1.878
Verb 47 (17) 46 (16) .095
Adjective .66 (.18) .66 (.12) .088
Determiner .60 (37) 47 (22) 942
Adverb 72 (17) 71 (19 .049
Interjection .75 (30 .72 (.18) 335

Note. TTR=type-token ratio.

4) 3t W 2AE 030

ARSI} WA ol BAPE OB H4T 2
+ Table 49} Zt}. &s3lel AHfest olA FAPE o3t
Fro AolE AFHE7] Yo YR EAREX(one-way
ANOVA)S AAsigiE. 1 2k, AEEae B offidde
o o FAHCE [olgt Apo]7h YERHAL(~4.888, p<.001),
Hefsste FAPE ool w2t SAZCRE [olgt Zpol7t Ut
WCH/=9.621, p<.001). scheffe AFE E4E AAISH 23 4L
=5l ZAF o3TioFE Bt 84 of3|tioFy, HAl o]t
Y=, T oI FT FAHCE {OSH w2 AR Y
ehith AeEallAL 24 ojsickRERTh Sl oI,
A} O, B OlFITEE, WA OJRILE, 341 of
AFe, AL oFUYLETt SAKCE {5 w2 AR
epde.

0l

2. dazslet Hsstel 12 &4

1) st ¢t 52 HIE

BEE3te] AA 9AE & 67971 F Bt 29671(46.57%), A
gE3te] HA gAE 4= 1,01170 F 6707AAH70.11%). L5
9}9,} x{gﬂig]. 7]— E'_‘: H]o o 1:1/\401- 7:11,].‘— Table 594. 7?1:]-
AEEoRet Assh 1 B HlE AolE AWEY] 98 =
HEE ~He AAsigeH, 1 A SAHCeE ROt A
o|7F UepttH(=-3.759, p{.001).



Table 4. The type-token ratio (TTR) by parts of speech in types
of fairy tales

Yoot HeHSete| ofn & 2 54 Hu

Table 6. The ratio by complex sentence types between types
of fairy tales (%)

Type TTR M (SD) F Post-hoc
Noun® 40 (11)
Pronoun® .54 (27)
Numeral® .59 (47)
Postposition® .15 (07)
Daily Verb® 4717 48887 d(Ehii
fairy tales
Adjective' .66 (.18)
Determiner® .60 (37)
Adverb" 72 (17)
Interjection’ .75 (30)
Noun* 37 (10)
Pronoun® .52 (23)
Numeral® .61 (.306)
Postposition* .10 (.05)
pradienal Verbs 46 (160 96217 dbcfghi
Adjective' .66 (.12)
Determiner® 47 (22)
Adverb” 71 (19)
Interjection’ 72 (.18)

Note. TTR=type-token ratio.
~pK.001

Table 5. The ratio of complex sentences between types of fairy
tales (%)

Type M (D) ¢

Daily fairy tales 46.57 (13.75)
-3.759

Traditional fairy tales 70.11 (14.25)

“pK.001

F&E, WEROE Yol 24519 4
& 67971 F 2 2967H0|H, EE 29671
% AR 102711(34 48%), WEE 12970(43.25%), T3 57]1
(22.56%)= ettt Aefissts A4 928 4 10114 3§ &
& 6707H0lH, & 67070 F H&EE 26470(38.35%), %at
14671(23.17%), B3+ 26070(38.41%)2 FERETHTable 6). 43
ZEsle AeiEst 7 BEE 29 HEY Aolg AmET] 5
=RE ~AALS AA ]3].@1;} I A3 & =3} 7 Y259 HE
(=4.568, p.00D)F} EFHEO] v &(=-2.772, p(.05)°xl= BA
o= |3t Ao|7t UrE‘r‘;IE‘% H&E9 HgoME BARL
2 FOIgE Zo|7} YehtA] Sttt

Daily Traditional
Complex sentence fairy tales fairy tales t
types

M (D) M (SD)

34.48 (13.60)
43.25 (10.66)
22.56 (13.64)

38.35 (10.53) -.712
23.17 (8.92) 4.568™
38.41 (11.88) -2.772

Conjunctive sentences
Embedded sentences

Mixed sentences

"pK.05, " p<.001

3 S8 U B2 R Hig

AEEset Heisst oA B /39 HES & 21}
Table 73} 2t} A&t Asst oA E f34 H&
2lo)E AuH7] 8 LLuiREARE A (one-way ANOVA)S
Alstoitt. 1 Ad, AgEdhe v /39 =0l wet 5414

2 Folgt Apo|7F YeRFI(£6.677, p<.01), AHAHEsHe 5= &
B HEo] wet FAZCE {ofgt Aol7t YEhtH/£6.980,
pC01). scheffe ARE #4135 AR 21} PS5l SE
Hop Yol FAHOR fooHA 2 AR UE, Hels
oA E YREEY HEET S3E0] BAXCE {ooH =
2 Aoz Yehtt

AL

9
il

or
m
lo i) AQ rr

Table 7. The ratio by complex sentence types in types of fairy
tales (%)

Complex

Type T S M (SD) F Post-hoc
Conjunctive® 34.48 (13.60)
Daily Embedded® 43.25 (10.66) 6677 b
fairy tales
Mixed® 22.56 (13.64)
Conjunctive® 38.35 (10.53)
Traditional p 1 fedh 23.17 (892 6980° blac
fairy tales
Mixed® 38.41 (11.88)
"pC.01
4) 3t 7 E5H fAEE HIE
B4 99 VY WA, AL U8E AeEE -

o] Bty AgEsh= EE 1207 5 FFE 1087K
(84.35%), HAFE 471(3.20%), F-AHE 1070(7.38%), <184 274
(2.08%), A&d S7MQ2.61%E YeRdth. Hiffeshe WEE 146
N & H3E 11570(77.95%), BAFE 670(4.47%), FAPE 1270
B8.19%), &4 57H(3.80%), A&d 8M(5.50%= VFERHTH
(Table 8). A&t Hsst 1t 58 AFE v&y A
olg Amuy| 95 =YHBE ~AFS HAldd 1 A
T B8 7 354 A9E M8 BAFCE {93t Aolrt
UeRtA] Qlokt.
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Table 8. The ratio by dependent clause types between types
of fairy tales (%)

Daily Traditional
Dependent clause fairy tales fairy tales t
t
ypes M (D) M (D)
Adnominal clause 84.35 (10.29)  77.95 (15.93) 1.068

Noun clause 3.20 (5500  4.47 (5.84) -.499
Adverbial clause 7.38 ( 6.24) 8.19 (19.23) -.230
Quoted clause 2.08 ( 4.50) 3.80 ( 4.81) -.824
Predicate clause 2.61 (4.29) 550 (7.59  -1.052

b) S3t Uil Z45E [ Hig

BgEset Adsst yold 54 /38 vies 24 2%
+ Table 99 2t} A2sset st ol 58 732
HZo  zols AHuEr] 9 LYEAEAHEH (one-way
ANOVA)Z AAsHirt. 1 23, Bgsshe 3548 &
o w=t SAHCR RFoIgt Apo|7k e I(/=304.361, p<.001),
Heieste 54 F3E vl wet SARLE FoI7t Afol7}
UERFTH=116.162, p{.001). scheffe AF 24 AAgH A3t
AEEoNeL Hfsst B PArd, FAbE, 98, MedEg o
o] SAHCE FoAH w2 AT LERT

)
o
oflt
e
R
ffo

Table 9. The ratio by dependent clause types in types of fairy
tales (%)

Dependent clause

Type . M (SD) F Post-hoc
Adnominal 84.35 (10.29)
clause

Noun clause” 3.20 ( 5.50)

Daily .
fairy tales Adverbial clause®  7.38 ( 6.24) 304361 b.cdeda
Quoted clause? 2.08 ( 4.50)

Predicate clause®  2.61 ( 4.29)

Adnominal
clause®

77.95 (15.93)

4.47 (1 5.84)
8.19 (9.23) 116.162" b,c,d,e€a

Noun clause®
Traditional

fairy tales Adverbial clause®
Quoted clause? 3.80 ( 4.81)

5.50 ( 7.59)

Predicate clause®

“p<.001

V. =0 o ZE

B AT 3~54] fobE 913 BBt WekEate] on
W R 4 Haste] AwEaA Ser.

A, BTEIG HESNY ofu] B4 B0 dhel chat 2
o A% 9 olstuzt ek
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HA] Bl Melest 7k AP HlES AmEY BA
Hl gAY BAHCRE {Ogt Afo|7} yehdtt. AEE3te] FAL
HoulgS AuEw PAHME29.14), RAHME22.67), A
(M=18.88), F-AHM=10.01), BEAKM=6.10), HHAHM=3.88), &
SAHME2.18), WBAHME2.11), FAHME43)9] o0& e,
defsste] EAME HES AmEE  PAHME32.84), BA
(ME23.77), ZAHME22.66), FAHME9.38), F-EAKME4.98), TS
AME2.47), TRAHME2.06), HRAHIEL0L), AHME.43)9] &
oz yepith F B3t % gAle] Hlo] 2 Aoz yeht
£, ol BAPL o139 gulE R ¥ & e TARA 7L
2 A 45319 (Chang et al.,, 2013), BAR= Adojdks %]
838 9T ol AREE AEsta dS BAdoke © 7]olst
7] g9l Aog E 4 QItKY. T. Kim, 2014). HAP} & &
AFEO] Hlg] FEEAA wo] AMgHTE H2 HAPE FAEY
AR Fasp] gl AZs] da, A ouEE {22

2 FAET 5500 fEf5h] thEelthLee et al., 2004). & <A
T AAE Bl BAK} tEo] AR} BAF ESE ojopr] FRo|A
8 Y AZE FHOZ o]Fojx & olopy] HME A|Yst
o 549 Fxol Weke ek ok b $8% IS ok
o8 B & ot BEEsle Adfiest 1 A HlRoAe
ofgt Aol7} YRt or AHEst HLEsEY A o Wol
ARgel= Aog yepgtt B AT A= Lee®t Kim(2004)9
AT Al YA|ohs FEOE ol AHES gyrHoR o
Bsln A&l B4 122 23R HS wkadd 4 ok

2oz EAR o3ugrs AnEy AydEsiel Helsst
Tl BARCE {3t Aol YehA] ogrout 7+ &3t U
Are et 2ozt Uehgth BEsioas 2AF 030t
Ho} PEAF ofFTYE, HAF o3uFE, ERAL ofRoFErt
BAHCE [ w2 A0F yehgtt AESloie A
oIt hPAL oYL, FAF o3, FEAF ofF
OYE, FFAF ofFttE, AL o3y, At ofFtte
7t BARCE Yot w2 ZoR Uehyth AgEslel Ml
o} % YA TTR(ME.40), BAF TTR(ME.4T), FAF TTR(ME.15)
o] o2 FAPE TTRO| Hle] ¥ X5 Holu ol XA o
F7F BoAls T SEEo] AMSEE A9t W] gEY Ao
2 4T 5 Ak

R, BLE3se defsstel 18 54 B4 disf ot 2
o] 89oF 9 =9l5taA} glt.

HA] Bl Mt 7k i HES ATEY BAHoR
ROt Zo7h Yehgon Hefesht AgEsict 2R o %
o] ARgelttE AL Yulshy, £ AT FuE Bo Hssit
RLEstET st F2A%0 B4 Wol Zstal Qlrke A
S & $ Aot ole HAEsht BLESET EES ol AL
sto] 9] ExAo]  &th(jeon, 2023)= AT Zxel duiAt
Bohe FEolth

gos AyeEsiel AHEst 7 57 43E HES AnEd
YR Hlgat S3HE9] HgoMe BAZHCE [ogt Ajol7t
UeRtou; 479 Hlgohe BARCE gt &fo|7h vt
UA] gttt RS vl AEEIL w2 AoE UEL

do
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Appendix 1. List of storybooks

otet Hetssatel ool I = 4 Hlu

k-3 A= FWHET 95
1 2zt J#|°1E Books(2022)
2 W2E A9 &21F101(2019)
3 A ol 7] & Rl B4 AR geyrt A3kl H55(2019)

4 ogFARs FAIA Gkt FHEEEAH2020)
5 SBzEHT Wiol ZU017%94K2017)
6 EA 28t 7 do] Loltert? AfeatE2000)

7 ofel, o] Euizro] g oide](2022)
8 W A g H3(2021)

9 7H4g HoE & 5ol H¥(2017)

10 SAES 25 FT TFA(2014)

1 w2 g Al ZFH01(2014)
2 TH =8 H1E4(2016)

3 3 2y =143H2000)

4 BEAY3} Fo] X 3510](2018)

5 S IECIRBE=Es! T1#°]E Books(2020)
6 9t oko] A F52A(2007)
7 5 I HE4(2014)

8 = AlEF401(2014)
9 93o] 714 AlZFY01(2014)
10 A9e 4y UAH2013)
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