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AdF ok &5 Aojolsfigk= Akl thE 4 Avh(Aaron, 1997; Catts &
Kamhi, 1999; Gough & Tunmer, 1986). ¢]7]°lA] ojw st 74247} FasHA]<|
&l A7asvitt Azt 224 dE2ARE, gl dAgaE2 el s g
H (Simple View of Reading) oA Alqtsl= ¢17] +4d24E AA#tH(Gough &
Tunmer, 1986; Hoover & Gough, 1990). ¢]7]e] st @dE=#AHAA= 97&
R(E7D =DEI=) x C(olal)’ gk w2 oz FdsHA, 97171 @5 (decoding)
7} o]3) (comprehension) 8= 7 7FA FAA QAR o]Foj i A|FETH Gough
& Tunmer, 1986). 1714 o]dlgt dejo]3| (linguistic comprehension) & 53h1L,
Aojolal= E7]o)af (listening comprehension) 2 =%t E E7]ol&letn: 3t}
(Aaron et al., 2008). W@ ma2w, 57 dojoldl= I A E FEsHA]
Fetal 7 kA 24 EF7E ¢V AES flall 2estt =, diEcks 59 flo] <

ofola] sENtoR Ul & £ fla, dE2 HAW olrt HA Fow %]715
BEA o FaekA Ferh, wheba glr]e] tigth {Flﬁoﬂ et S7IAANFH o
Solls wolelAl Aol et dlE Ve Ador i oA FIte dnT
(dyslexia) Aol EA8 L, dflZo= FA7F gLA 7] oldlof QS m = olo]
olgle] Astoz <lg 27] FAZ 71X EAo)8]AE (specific comprehension
deficit) &= Ak, 53} Aojolafet= F 7HA ¢Vl A tolxe A
o] EAsl= &A1Y 7]l (mixed reading disabilities) J@E A3t} iS5 o

ofolale] ¥} obxlel wet 971 AN obEe obd <19 1>3 e sslfPo
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Aojol 3| good w535 -
poor A7)l E4ols4dg

ol

<" 1> s =1 A0{ofsHol| ZA

=2 Catts, H. W., Kamhi, A. G., Clauser, P., Torgesen, J. K. et al. (2005). Language
and reading disabilities (eds.), Classification of reading disabilities. Boston, MA: Allyn &
Bacon. p. 74.
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)
Sgstel BME ATe B 4 A, o] B b s

oA 83ttt (Rober & Scott,

=
Holttay ®W kil QJuk(Ellis et al, 1996; Felton & Wood, 1992;
Stanovich & Siegel, < ol 7 AW wojQlA|eA ] A
b EeAE g Agke] Z]gtta vke]a )tk (Fletcher et al., 1994; Hurford
et al.,, 1994; Shaywitz et al., 1992).

Ty o8] AFES ol 7 AW Y AolE dFeta Utk dET Aw
AN AERT ¢lr] HFeld EAE © @Wol Helt(Lovett, 1987;
Lovett et al., 1988, 1989). Y55 M= & A7 Fel] Ak Adofols|
of A7ztet Age 7bxith(Aaron et al, 1999; Ellis et al., 1996; Fletcher et al.,
1994; Stanovich & Siegel, 1994). A7 Hek2 AojAOZ 2l Ao
A Bg el e AT debgoRA, o3, FH-E, 9AE FFo Ayl
AsS WY % ArH(Catts, 1993; Catts et al., 1997).
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< HQltH(Catts & Kamhi, 2005; Gough & Tunmer, 1986). < =A7%
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ol dgr ofbso] 1 Al EAL el obFERY Fovu|etA o Z
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A, s EE A7AGFH obse S2E2 THlA ofush xfo]FE Ko7}
=4, skl @ V1A A ok ulEA sl owdt xpolE Hol=r
A, kel A FEolMA o Et 2ol 5 Kol=7P?

ANAYH ol TEE
E

4
G, SIGAE AINARH oFES YAE £70) SN oj|E Aol mol=rp

® 7ol g P, KA &25eha 1, 2, 3shdel As F 971443 ok
F 969 L o sk B ATl /AR okEe GUNA £ES AU
Mz TRAAS O AR Sk okBom, AN 5Y FEY AH B

o
o off
o

o
o
N

o
k)
)
offl 4
ne

= adskA g AdEA depd 87 AFH s
1999). ¥ dAFoxE HAYPATE (Fletcher et al, 1994; Stanovich & Siegel.,
1990 Bdi® 719FE AAtel A 257 ekl olstel sFats obsE 271
AH obsow Atk ANAEA obE A4 Ve e 2

AA, Q718 HAE AR KISE-BAAT(8]17]) (4= 2], 2005) A3 25%ile
o|3}e] 43S HQl ol=x

E4], K-WISC-II ASHAL T 2dojA T 24 HAAA -2
Aol dldsh= obs

AR, A7NAGATY AN, A3, Al & the Aoy w34 F&
W57 JEko]| o8l Zlo] old ol

=]
N
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ANAYHAZ HIE 5 9639 ob5 BFOE b U] I W%
SRl AT, EAU/NFNZ ERAAL. A7 HA/PE BRANFS B

AR, G5 A 7NZ2E57] 573 A AE s 9], 1989) 271 (1) oA 25%ile
-] =710l HAFANA wdE 3 (697

A4, EFolaldd A2 7| 2e5753A A 71 (1) elA 25%ile ©1%, %
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WS 9T VAT HAAE T =71elE Akl A #HE A FE(49% olshel &

A, EAANGN AT 7128571584 Q71 (D elA 25%ile ols), &
B S A% AVNAW G F V0l AAIA Y FFel e ok
olth,
B AT 9/ AYH obEe WA YL <E >3} 2o
<E 1) seIREY 97INNA oSO Ysimel Sy
s 3
59169 N Q
1 3 | w ] o
biemacy 16 3 4 9 10 6 92.73
S7olalag 39 17 13 9 26 13 88.23
ZAH 7l 41 8 21 41 22 19 86.45
2. HAIE T

%%0&4 %24% Haretr] S8l #e 2RE GG, 2002 A04, 2008; 3
= A

o wol, §4, §4 FEow was, Al u

g=2A veldn 7P =4 dEstes 544 6AY 7Al o] Feol Thssh
(Liberman et al., 1974), -2yt obso A5 sgw 28hdo] =HH 512
o whdo]l AL eAETH(MA Y, 1999; o<, 1997). I ¢7]elA olEEs
Holz ofFd S4&Q1A wdeA 5A4ZAGS el 5 a(olds, vwds,

1999), dilols Rt} 5404 o B2 AdS Hlti(Ackerman & Dykman,
1993; Mauer & Kamhi, 1996)&= 3 & A9 tho] g7leA AR HE Kol
T X5 Agdolgts As agste], ¥ AelAe S04 dA T P =4
sl ST TodA AAE s Aol
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B AT S AAbe selAld FA7], wE, g, g
g EFT] F 508FoE FAH Ytk WE JMMH LR
A 10709 AARAR THH 9T, AFEAZ A e AATANA FukEo
el 14, 2l sl 09 Holste] WAl Fug A5E AW AFTHAL

(2) Fo247]d

ToIAG7Ige SHE A Fov| o] wep dely] Al obsol SR
of Rl&skA] Fatr] wiitel] A e 54 FTdsH I A7 elN & AR
= A= 58S # #H7e(Garthercole et al., 1991; Mann & Liberman,
1984; Shankweiler & Crain, 1986). wehA 2 AFoAM = C71-AdF ol o
dor FoAFYAE SAsH] A o>k AdA(2003)0] A zfet F-o]n]
=4 wet Zetr] GAE AT

Fou] 4 wet Baple FAHoR ANY T AL o] £ S
et FAEE S HoE, AT} Tolz ANG Fov] AL SAA S
o ospe] ges) websh 14, Selw 0dow Aelstich ¥ £ uhe

2ol S 04elA 403 il Uk

w2 W 3}l7] (Rapid Automatized Naming, RAN)+= Gibson® Geschwind
(1972)7F xerst Ao w, gy, A7 (2006) 8] ATelA AR A AR E F
aste] =2y, oAb, Az AbEel st whE gHstrleke ol 7HA AR A5
ohowE Wysh] HAARE A4 &4 7HE 5, AlE 1094 widd oAl 7hH 9] o
AbE, 24, A&, AZR A" F 50719 AEE AASE & S A e st
W]l Yiygstes shal, 299 R S545%ke] vl askitt

gl

2 ApelM e or)e oI, 59
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QRN SRALT. S8 - TR A W 240 6L T 164 ol 4
del FgeAATe RAANTAE FY) Aol 0 KERA B4 2
YA BA L WEA olF & 185709 BFdow pAHe] glon 1A o
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TE AEET SR AHAL AFEEE 82, WREAHA

ek, A ohFeA T8 ARE AN AL EAFE FLERE o
Fol £x 3749 1d F s 19S ANHES @k A 19 BIVE A
A5l A%aA ) FHE BeW QAR FUstn, L= B3 §RFE ©

T Hate s s

1 W2E £29 old) 5

skl @ VAN F obse HAE FF9] o3 S dotry] 98 whet
= FolA Wl ol AEE dolR . olE & olopr] ¥ vl THA 24
A A=, wilA, AL U 52 FlFo]l AHgk A, AM1Y A, Abe A
(Dimino et al., 1990; Gurney et al.,, 1990)¢] X3te ojolr] &S A&,
FelA AAIE A5 F oloprl =3 #H-ste] Adhd obgg titoeE @ A3
ATES Fxste], &37(2005)0] AFESE 2] Fdolor] & HAEE A
skt

ZAe] F olopr] & AMEA AR, HAE dAd FE, w3l PR FEof o
g dEo] z+ 670, & 18749 AES ¥ 3 &
o® FAE 0%elA 365 WLl AUt

o
il

0:

Nt

3. ¥+ Ext

ATE FHe7] A KA D PA] 24 2B SeEmste Qnst
FastelA Ao BAu Pye 49E 5 422 aWarh obEe] BaAe)
T 7ol BAd e AYan, niA} AT Foati: dxel Ny
F R ATE ANFGITh B ATE 20099 59FE 20109 99714 o] Fol it
FAHA AR <2y 23 ek
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ok
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o S5 9 AU FIAE Q71499 of
120 $@eke ok 147

» SP1FHRE AHARI KISE-BAAT v SE BRE S ElE 2 27
($17]) HAE AA = olal] AA} AA|
n AsHA AN n Qo] SEel g AAL A

&
A5 A

<ag 2> o7 EX

4. XI2 Ael
B Aol g HAS SPSS program 12.08 o] g3ato] thgi o] BAAZE
& A AT
AA, sHFEE AARF Heko ks o dojd HyS dotry] Y

H At}
A4, Ak 7F dAod S g 2ol HEE YA E SPSS program 12.0
S o] g3&te] thHE B4 (MANOVA) 3 AAHFEA (one—way ANOVA)S AA|
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ot3l 7 ¢

M= Het 3H ﬂov} EbsTh S8 7IAAAF Aw 1 Ao H
of that zpo] ASS Ysl thH B4 (MANOVA) S 3 Aaf= <% 253 2

<E 2 stladY 27N dF otse HAHA == H|W
S TE/P Wilks' A F df D
LA 1.734 2/96 182
Samy 2.511 2/96 .087
S 4.348 2/96 016
S et 4.136 2/96 019
LA 4.055 2/96 .020
S04 4 4.742 2/96 011
Ioju] thoj i 2.245 2/96 112
o] ZARAN 2.422 2/96 .094
° 349
51¢] AZARAN ) .090 2/96 914
o & (p=.000)
e S ARAN 756 2/96 473
AFERAN .010 2/96 .990
FEo13 3.859 2/96 025
TE-olulol &) 1.502 2/96 228
AFd A A H 5.140 2/96 .008
HAE 432 3.666 2/96 .029
wy ARFE .097 2/96 907
BAE 24 3.197 2/96 .045

3E 2> AAIE vRel o] MANOVA A3 Wilks” agke] .349(p=.000) =
e, F4¥E ANOVA #4S AAlste] ofd Z&mellA 973 B
Aol 7t e bEAE A s
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<H 4 S04 SHO0| Ciet Scheffé AAZHS 21t
WEs R
on 57015143 58974
A EA9718) ~1.39024 ~-80050
EEREEL 99519
Sadd
EA9) 714 ~.75152 ~1.74672
SAola s 1.07051
ok .
EAN7 ) -1.11585 —2.18637
EEREEL 1.90705
aawe :
EA71%gl — 27744 —2.18449
SAoladst 1.65705
2] .
EAN7 el -.25915 —1.91620
© 014 EERE kL 4.86058
SHTY £ ~3.81860 ~8.67917
*p<.05
2) o127 o
SFA89E ANAEA okE) FolAgrlel sPe ZH N Folvige]
W w44 Adks <E 59 2k 9 Aslwdd V1A ofEel TolH]
7)ole] gk ANOVA A& AxF A3, Ae 7 o8 2Jol7h e 2ok
<E 5 sl e 971N olSol Toimeivlel 53 Hlm
;é]]:’_]' A= = = Sh( o — 5 0] ). _ > _
A WEZ(=16) | SRIAERW=39) | EAAGA =11 | BA(0=96)
oo o]
. 26.56(5.91) 30.00(5.984) 28.29(5.34) 28.70(5.78)
() BFaz
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SR A7IA4A obE whE WEsy] A4 Aok <E 6>9 2k ad
SHREE 97AYA obF WE WSl U ANOVA BAE AN A,
A 3 frelR Aol et gt

CE 6 59 fEE 9JIMAMF OFSo WE WYY S HI

g T 0EE (=16 | SRAT(0=30) | EANFN@=4D) | HA(2=96)
FARAN 31.81(16.61) 27.97(9.32) 31.76(18.11) 30.23(14.83)
ZARAN 67.56(29.41) 52.54(14.90) 55.32(26.88) 56.23(23.61)
AZRAN 67.69(28.75) 69.54(24.47) 67.02(28.31) 68.16(26.63)
AFERAN 73.88(26.30) 72.54(24.67) 73.34(44.30) 73.10(34.33)

()

=]

F03

2. 2O EX SH

-

PR U714 obEe) £81HY AN A <E >3 Pk

ofs

E 7 stelREY 29I otsel £80312 vl
At E=(p= E ol Add (1= S 7)) J = 2 =

i}xﬂ ﬂ'—fo‘(ﬁ-lG) '—TXOO]OHQ%(H—Bg) %ZHE‘I7]ZOOH(H_41) ﬁxﬂ(ﬂ—96)

T3 78.25(14.14) 71.64(10.15) 67.05(16.64) 70.78(14.32)

= =
=

)

ke

-

st QI7IAH obwel goifFel g ANOVA %3_—*% A A
I, A b Fofst Aelrh et (F = 3.859, p<.05). 8kl ) 7] 44
obgo] FEolfHel et AT Ay, dET Aol %XH%UVJOH Adro &
o8 A7t SAAeR fosA wokvh s V1A A oksel 8o
3ol thsh Scheffé AMS-3S A= <3 8>3 Zrh

M
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<E 8 +80{3|H0f| st Scheffe AEAS A1t
U=z EAHolg|as+
EHols 4% 6.60897
EA71 N 11.20122° 4.59225
*p<.05
3. TEEN 5
AR ANAYA obEY FRvloH A Ash: <E 9>3 Pk #A
91 EE A7 olFe TEmolaE S nad A, AW 1 foF Aol
= e gkt
CE 9 stel R 97IXYH ofso T2on|old HD
g T gmz(m16) | 5905188 (0=39) | BAN/RN(0=4D) | AA0=96)

38.95(12.14)

40.18(11.74)

T wo]s) 44.75(7.92) 39.59(12.41)
() B&8x
4. IAE £FE9| 0f5f SH
71A74H obse weEla oldll H4E vludt A= <xE 10>

o

Rl
o,
o
ofth
nE
40,
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<E 10> stel7EE 47IMd#F orsel HEt= olsi Hlw
Ak HES EA4o|s| a3 EAN7) ol A7
A (n=16) (=39 (n=41) (n1=96)
APEA g R 5.50(4.00) 6.44(2.77) 4.15(3.25) 5.30(3.34)
HXAE 4 F8| 3.63(2.78) 4.36(2.97) 2.59(2.97) 3.48(3.02)
Wzl gR F=2 1.88(1.20) 2.18(2.21) 2.07(2.55) 2.08(2.31)
= 24 11.0(8.05) 12.97(6.61) 8.80(7.79) 10.86(7.54)
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F9498 A1AYA obpel vt
WA AR FAZ A e

o] 7} byttt

el V1A F obse] "= oldlel tish A HT A, dEE ol
TR MY AR, gAE dFd F2 AAN EolsiAdd Aol TANE
At FAAcR FosA A7t =3dth skl dE VIAAF obsel et
Z oldlo] et AFEAZ AP <E 11>37 2o}

CE 11> otek= Olo{off CHEt Scheffe AFZAHZS Z 1}
HEZ =Hols|ag
EHo|gag .93590
AFIA AR —2.28956"
ZA 71780 —-1.35366
EHols| 4 .73397
HAE AASE -1.77361°
A9 713 -1.03963
EHo|gagt .30449
Wz Ju F=2 —.10632
EA 71N .19817
EHo|gag 1.97436
etz ols) 24 —4.16948"
A 71780 -2.19512

#*p<.05
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e17lel that dmkado] Aokl @717 axel =53 ddofolsdl
Aghd VA A obes sHelTEeR ERe §, 7 ke Qo
v Agolth AT A, S SHelA SR04 AN A
b 2ol 7 U AR, oAk gl ) ot w2 gl Awk 3b Aol
7b UERA gkorth e ou I} YgrE FF9 ol dlA
et 2k Aol e o, i Jelai=le Ak 3b frojn g
Aol 7t WrEREA] ook

2 Ao s AN A VIR okEd FaR14 T2 ok
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43k A= %1]1%]7]79011 O]'%O] %v:?ﬁa#@"ﬂ"i-J @%LEE Q1]
FAE Adu= ﬁﬁéq?i:rL(Fletcher et al., 1994; Hurford et al., 1994; Shayw1tz
et al., 1992) ¢ 4= AAHF ﬁﬂro]u} =, ZAH7 G HE 5ol A
o A gF Aol 7 vYERdE A OH—Iv:Xﬂ-J ol WE Aot & Q= Aol

A, A9 HAAlA FES A SYol AT Y 1hell= Zpolvt gl
ZAow vetgt, W53 HAde] FE 7] EA= 54 A eA Ao w
Aet dofsl oA olzlFolr] wiitel, SAolaids Fohd S22 FAdA
zkol7h vepd Zlow FAAE ¢ Qv 2eu dESH SAoldATs e R
ztolE AHE AAATES Fots T e AFolA olst AHE HAA ] A&
w27l Felolnz, digs Yo SAolsAdd Ad 1 Q1 w3 5

B AT £9EA AYAP $249 AR AANA ojuw g
A AsE Ay, &

oA Aol A
A sl

r\l

b 2ol 7h Vb,

2 do o
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2rob 1 = ot
A7) HAlE A B oA
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£ WEo de
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dlo U]o
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ox,
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o
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N
=

ki 5
Tyt ot AF %=

] - =
el 5= 9lar(eldls, uhds, 1999), OmPo}EHD} T ¥ e
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grelan vk webM 5904 BAl shelFAle] whel vk A7 thEan, shAlel
NAME dol =7} es & 5 Tk

TeEd T8 T TolAvIeE Fotry] S8 3 AVIANA obFel
Al Fouigtel niEEly] HAE AAF Ay, A 7 2ol UEhYA 0}9\}\:]-, ol
A ARE drH o R AAsks Tolad T3t dojalls Itell Aeto] Qlil(Daneman

& Carpenter, 1980; Wagner & Torgesen, 1987), ©ojals T} S2-w7]7]
o gFo] g7 T3t 7] (Stanovich, 1993)0l2tx &&#] §lo] A
Ayl ARbEoh 18y #H 2 Wagner$t 55+5(1994, 1997) 9 FdAG& o
sl A Tz 7o adbe Fal S04 g8 $hds] AvWE 5 kil §
Rom, gojg=oA FrojAe] 79 e] mibe A thal ®Halsk= A (De Jong, 1998;
De Jong & van der Leij, 1999; Wagner et al.,, 1994, 1997, Siegel & Ryan,
1988) % Wi}, B3] stato], =olo], @ AojHE AHoR FHAA RFA—LS s
< AA °’J4'Xq°] 7‘47\]"?33 71 dojd w7kl Y@@ =9 de Jong & van

der Leij(1999) 2] Aol wojaf=olA o Af7]e]e] aart A ¢kvhka ¥hs] 1
ATt webA AR AL AA -S4 d-S@Ae dEF A S THK skl 5
Bom el 2 AFeA olfd At mEE Zow dddnt

vt sEd st A T e WHsk7 (RAN) = 71719 oA %—%
24 m3tEs C‘J%O}L 1o Z (de Jong & van der Leij, 2002), ¥ dAFoA=
ZIA8H A F Apol7b vERFA] ekt o] d A= Wagner &
°© TEATolA 28d o]t YIIAAF FHtelAl wE ErE s
o F7HAQl a¥= vEhbA| sttt AT A3E (HH AR AA S

v VAR obss didoRE mE WHslE A dadsd oA
EA= o} Atk (Wolf & Bower, 1999). Wolf 5(2002)2 ¥ &Ee} 917] 29
AE BelA X3k A5 dET A9 @2 oksso] ¢Vl 2UA e v
At Wolf 5(2002)2 A+ W 5 189 obge]

o

ol

]

R

RETE PREL @ AZAD) AR, ] LAT oIt obsel o W
B st 9 7 s $E-4F AN BSxoly Adsty
ottt

A 2 Aol w2 grdety] Aol skl EE V1A A 7 A
oI7F UEA oF3 A 2 A9 el el =LA VIEE S5 9A
g7l 2AE Hole ksl
(2003) 9] Ag-elM= BISA 1718l Hatat 54 ol

2ol 7E QAo A 7ol A wE sk Fov|ekA
fi‘iﬁP Ao yetsted, ofHd Ay 2 Aol FEAoRRt dAss Aol
oo 2 Aol AR RAN Al eah, =4, A2, Al Wi sl
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Catts 5(2003) |4 AFE3 RAN IA|= AZo] Q= F& ©]& (9 red pig, blue
cow, black horse) WW3l7] #H}A|Z AL Th o]@ % RAN Ao A 2] z}o]7}
Ao e Apol&E 7HA & T Uvkal AR

ojg] Av-=0] ¢71elA RANE FaFe] disl w
al., 2000), ¢l7]ex ddS B 5 Q=
RAN A7} fr&stekar Aljtatar o, & A+
stth, RAN A9 ofd 553 54 E50] §17] el 3l
oz wetstA| vt WH L= Folo]ar, of
Avste B2 ol&4 7}“%% AstA| gk, ol gt M=
52 A9 glth(Vukovic & Siegel, 2006). &17] FAo] &3+ o
3 McCardle 5(2001) A W&z Ago] gk §F3t o] &
oo st weba skl EE Y7145 obs e wE st el
A <A77 Fed low dpod

stelr@EE VAN obEe o4 T F 4w
A dotr 7] flal FEol3 Y HALE AAE A,
drTh 803 AFTF =& AoE YEEth A8
g A7l ofFo] <dojolsfel] Hztet AHE 7FAW (Aaron et al, 1999;
Ellis et al., 1996; Fletcher et al., 1994; Stanovich & Siegel, 1994), o]z]3l

A oo Adge 7Pt (Catts, 1993; Catts et al., 1997) 1L #3831 Qlth.

AT A olys AAAT AdE S ST =3 2 Aol A dE
A EAAZIEN AR H71eA o H S o] Fol 7|AEThE e
T-(Catts et al., 1999; Kuder, 1997) ¢ A& A A&l

shA, skl EE 7IAAF A 1 FEYrelsy FEolde zkolvt Sl
Aoz Uektth ¢l7lel ek Wil ostd, 5ol Aad Ada A7
of Hebe FEAHom dojolsfel AE 7Hxl E‘r. L3520}k (poor comprehender)
= Aoz = A8 A5 (Nation et al, 2004; Nation & Snowling, 1998a,
1998b) & olsfelAl Aghs 7kl S7IAAF Fkol 8 o3 HH JuE3 A
7 (semantic processing) oA AshS 1R thal Hgkt}, 3FH Nation E(2004)g
8A 5ol de obgsol Ao A oldelA ddws THITa gl =
ANH7VEo] obs B w49 oulE olsfist=dl o] AE Holed (Catts
et al., 1999; Gerber, 1993; Roth & Spekman, 1989; Scott, 2004; Tomblin et
al.,, 2003), #AH, Fsev F4& 233 F4S oldst=d 53] Ay ws 7kl
tF(Kuder, 1997) k. 28t} & AFrellx= dolF] o] °H°ﬂ’\1 Aol gl d5T A
b Aol e SAolsAs W EAG Ve A tholl FFEmolsf el A xb
o]7F YERA] ekgktl. Catts 5(2006)2 8shdS tf J#i dojiA] o= Agho]

A (Wolf, 1999; Wolf et
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ot} gl7lolalel Agel Yt SRRt gl7jolalis Aol wojIA e A
o] Q= @57 Aot (poor decoder) 9 4§05 9h BHA ola] +Eg Mwatd

7AW FEeINY e SaRglel Fuke] s Sxlol Fubrh vhokAwk, B4
]_

et

°

o

AN F AT 2 Aolzh A hrthi sto] ¥ AT Asel fAbsh 1
U B A7 el 258t Aol T, Catts 5(2006)9] ATE 83hd B4
o dpew shn slel T Asoh B8l A sk AR ldE Felst .

kA SR S7IAAF obEl FEd SAS YotEe A9 9 Fed
Aoz big=) 1:}

Ao ERolsi A Juke gl7]elA e Aojolsrt FE FAlola ¢l7]o]s)
of oS 71Xl oty Ao R, H}=F (Hyperlexia) © 2% EHATH(Aaron et al,
1990; Aram & Healy, 1988; Elliot & Needleman, 1976). °]&3t 355

< 53 dlE5TlEs JHA I Ao 97 FEo] - HoJuA|RE, E7]0]d ol A
o] Agro] AZ3tch(Aram, 1997). B3 ould LA Ay HARNA v A
S5A AFHet= (Aram et al., 1984; Siegel, 1984), =w& el A$ =22 Ao,

A, JAEAdSy 22 Gl #HE 4 Qb (Aram & Healy, 1988; Catts
& Kamhi, 2005 A|Q1E). AAZ H55s oz o A5 5 B2 771 ol
3 wadAkol A4S Ad olES ¥3ea v (Aram & Healy, 1988; Frith &
Snowling, 1983; O’ Connor & Hermelin, 1994). Z&j' 2 A9 EFo|s| 43Tt
obx 2 W, A F FAZE Gl obsEER A Sl B AT FEAHE
g SHelA oy s Ayt UEbd Zow ddEn

R eto 7 kg olal HAAleA 9 HVIAEH Ak trel o]zt 3l
v Ao®E YEsth wx JE FES] FAE AL AL AR W gAE o
A FEa7] HA, 2ga Gt o3 TR elA Sl Ad ko] EAg] 7]l
%JDPED} e 463 Fors Bt Ol—a—HQOI @S obE AA sfEr]Ee] AU
€ 7 AEel ds o] W
1 2 3H(Oakhill & Yuill,
T-ollA AREE dEtE o]s AAl= AREA AH, 9AE Ad FE, w
dEo] Stk AMEA ARE EE FAlE 2ol AAE o3 4
Z1© 2 (Cain & Oakhill, 1999), AE2] ©o] ZFof #|A]
E2RAE F e EFe w2 gAEe] 9l UEs
sto] Hohe= JJrZﬂE(Cain & Oakhill, 1999), ©] 3}A| <
o go] AEe] AAH Utk =, F A BEF HAE] HAHIF =E
=S ¢ F %D} upEha] BlA~Eof o st EUS_@O] OloH FORE & 7 3

AR, HAE d4 FE2 BAA = deolsgo] o W
EAQola| A% Jaro o & HA5-s ‘?%% Ao7 ekt
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deta ols] HAl F owhd AR FE] AAlAE Hd 1 Zpo]7b UrEREA]
oFoxth wh YH FE3H7] AT YAEe| WA OE AAHA ¢k FH
3 obFol olm &l = AAE ARESte] SFARI ARE FEsoF sk HAT
(Cain & Oakhill, 1999). =, wx 3 2 Hoh 499 XAl FRAYE
A7 e FESYo] AN (& H, 2005). Wt BAE s LEREX
A ARE obsl WiAARE FIl FHoldE FE A= AHEAH AR 2 gAE
A4 FE3H7] FA R Gz FHAolth. 53] ¢l7]elA olElE=
Hol= ¢I71A4F otzelAE sHlR3de Adddle] wg & #Ao]7] wiiEel
Al A ZF 2ol 7 vEbA] ok Zlo® e T

Y

E
A

T VI

r=
2
o
i
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%
Mo

olal A, EAAVNGNE AT AVIAGH HAD dojgad S &

=
-
A3}, $EEH SN 24904 HAlS e FHQ FEolRA &

o
Aol S04 °l o3 geA d535 gl SHolsidd gckel vl fejvsiAl vt
< AFE B3 oldd de nHd uf, SR Aol ¢lrleld H= oy
oo AAoR F g mlal § 2 Ao FADL 5 qdvh i EA el
At ©oldA oA e AR Qe 718 E ddor F53 5 Qlvh dnt
ow SEY] obsEd UIEus ¢UlE FIA WS AMER oIE F55-
(Snider, 1989), EAe17]7Ze) StAE2] o9 A2 ¢l7] £A19 HlojAnt o

Q7o) Aol At 4914 FA REIES ENE ORE
b gHEohd S BH A4 o3 Aol Eagstel 9] Al saka
g Ao ot
9, B AT WES Q9 SHolAA AW 1 54 <ol el F
oulsk o)zt VERIA ghsith, dE e s Selqe] Agte] Fo EAlolw, S0l
A e ddojola] GO Qla) YrloA ol ee AL Fwow F v
@)

719 =8 A8 A5 (Catts & Kamhi, 2005;
Gough & Tunmer, 1986) & 83|31 AR, 2 AFoM= F Ho I+ T3k 2
olF Yetdl= AdE dA XEith wekA 7 s g o R dojF AolE: T
AHo7 AHH = FHEATE AL
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Comparison of Linguistic competence
in Subgroups in Poor readers

Kim, Ju Young

Pusan National University

Kim, Ja Kyoung

Pusan National University

<Abstract>

The present study investigated the subgroups’ linguistic differences in
poor readers, — phonological, semantic, syntactic and text level comprehension.
By the ‘Simple View of Rreading’, poor readers were classified into reading
subgroups depending on the deficit of decoding and language comprehension.
In this study, 96 poor readers in the elementary school were classified into
three reading subgroups: dyslexia, specific comprehension deficit, and mixed
reading disabilities.

To investigate the level of abilities in phonological aspects, we tested
phonological awareness, verbal working memory, and rapid automatized naming
(RAN). The level of ability in semantic aspects was tested on the receptive
vocabulary. For syntactic aspects, we tested sentence comprehension. Finally,
we tested the level of text comprehension.

The results are as follows;

The subgroups of poor readers were not different in the levels of
verbal working memory and rapid automatized naming (RAN). However, the
subgroups were significantly different in the levels of phonological awareness,

receptive vocabulary and text comprehension.

Key Words : Poor reader, decoding, linguistic comprehension
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