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the two groups. Conclusion: The results suggest that children with SLI struggle to produce
appropriate repair requests due to limitations in cognitive processing resources, despite
successfully detecting communication breakdowns. This study holds clinical significance
by highlighting the necessity of production-oriented pragmatic interventions that assist
children in translating internally detected information into appropriate external verbal ex-
pressions.
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Table 1. Participants’ characteristics

Characteristic TD(N=14) SLI(N=10) t

Age (mo) 93.93(8.731) 92.50(9.046) 389
Nonverbal 1Q° 110.21(18.124) 113.40(14.901) -456
Expressive vocabulary® 92.14(8.725) 76.80(12.639) 3528**
Receptive vocabulary® 98.29(16.250) 67.60(11.027) 5.166**

TD=typically developing children; SLI=specific language impairment.

Korean Kaufman Brief Intelligence Test 2nd Edition (KBIT-II; Moon, 2020), *Recep-
tive & Expressive Vocabulary Test (REVT; Kim et al, 2009).

**p< .01, ***p<.001.
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Figure 2. Example of a child's scanpath during the noncomprehension signal-
ing task.

A Chetol gle 28

Figure 1. Example of visual stimuli for each item in the noncomprehension signaling task.
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Figure 3. Comparison of average fixation duration on areas of interest (AOls)
between groups.
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Table 2. Descriptive statistics and Pearson correlations among major variables in TD group

Pearson correlation (9

Variables M (SD)
RT S_% SL AFD_Q
RT 1.697 (.880) -
R_# 14.57 (2.928) -.850%**
S_% 82.340 (20.887) -.360
SL 3,645.586(797.181) Ba4*** -678** =14
AFD_Q 204.546 (86.434) -207 275 -.058 -
AFD_S 334.956 (51.916) 429 -223 294 41

RT=reaction time; R_#=number of requests; S_% = percentage of specific requests; SL=scanpath length; AFD_Q=average fixation duration of the question area; AFD_

S=average fixation duration of the situation area.
**p<.01,***p<.001.
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Table 3. Descriptive statistics and Pearson correlations among major variables in SLI group

Pearson correlation (r)

Variables M (SD)
RT S_% SL AFD_Q
RT 1.976 (1.517)
R # 10.4(5.522) -.752*
S_% 56.542 (34.413) 17
SL 3,597.127 (810.170) 604 -424 -
AFD_Q 181.4(85.898) 258 -.689* 674*%
AFD_S 352.309(110.799) .367 -.635% -492 142 494

RT=reaction time; R_#=number of requests; S_% = percentage of specific requests; SL=scanpath length; AFD_Q=average fixation duration of the question area; AFD_

S=average fixation duration of the situation area.
*p<.05.
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