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Abstract

The Development of Naming Ability

in Normal Preschool Children

Kim, Yoo Jeoung

Graduate program in Speech Pathology, Yonsei University

(Directed by Professor Park, Eun Sook )

Naming objects are something we learn early and do everyday and
so basic to language use. Naming is carried out rapidly and without
conscious attention, except when we can not think of the name of
something.

A naming deficit has been defined as a problem in generating the
specific word that any given situation. Children and adults with oral
and written language impairment are often inaccurate when naming
objects.

Therefore, naming ability has been examined repeatedly in an effort
to understand normal and disordered language behavior. However, there
are few naming studies available in Korea.

The purpose of this study is to examine the development of naming
ability of 80 normal Korean children aged 2, 3, 4, 5 years and to

investigate the error types of naming. The last one is to see receptive
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word comprehension influence naming skill.

The results are as follows.

1. The more increased age, the more increased accuracy in naming;
62.04% in 5-year-old, 4531% in 4-year-old, 26.65% in 3-year-old,
12.04% in 2-year-old.

2. The error types of naming were significant different according to
ages. All errors except phonological errors were changed depending on
age.

3. The correlation score between receptive word comprehension and
naming accuracy was 0.919({<0.05). Therefore the more increased word
comprehension, the more increased naming accuracy.

In conclusion, naming accuracy in Korean preschooler is influenced
by age. Error analysis is meaningful to understand qualitative aspect
about naming errors. Also, the correlation analysis shows that naming
accuracy is highly correlated with word comprehension. Through this
analysis, naming ability is significant predictor of language disability in

Korean preschool children.

Key Words : preschoal children, naming, error type,

word comprehension
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