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The purpose of this study was to investigate the use of interrogatives 

comprehension and production abilities with among three groups: those with  

low achievement(LA group) and normal children(NC group) and normal children 

with a corresponding receptive vocabulary score(NC-VS group). We studied 

158 children including 48 LA group, 60 NC group, 50 NC-VS group. Data were 

collected through the use of Interrogatives Comprehension Production 

Test(ICPT), Receptive Expressive Vocabulary Test(REVT), Korean Oral Syntax 

Expression Comprehension Test(KOSECT). Data data were analyzed using   

ANOVA test with Duncan's post hoc test and Pearson Correlations.

The following results were obtained from this study: First, there were no 

significant differences between children with LA group and NC group,  NC-VS 

group. We could verified universality of language development that 'yes/no 

question' is the easiest understanding interrogatives for all three groups. In 

each group's feature of morphosyntactic interrogatives comprehension, children 

with LA group was dominant an 'interrogative pronoun', 'interrogative numeral' 

were the lowest score. According to these features, children with LA are 

difficult to understand complex sentences grammatically or have limited 
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concept for interrogative. Therefore they are relatively difficult to acquire a 

question. NC group dominated the all details. NC-VS group showed the lowest 

score among three groups except 'interrogative pronoun' and 'interrogative 

numeral'. It seemed that there is a formed and expended procedure of 

language ability and cognition concept. and in each group's feature of actual 

communication children with LA group were the most dominant in 

Characteristic and content, 'Method and means', showed same performance as 

NC group  corresponded with language age in 'object interrogatives', 'human 

interrogatives', 'place interrogatives', 'reason and cause interrogatives'. NC 

group was corresponded with grade showed dominant in all areas compared 

with three groups. NC-VS were dominant in 'object interrogatives', 'human 

interrogatives' but showed the lowest performance in 'number interrogatives', 

'characteristic and content interrogatives', 'method and means interrogatives'. It 

seemed that complexity of semantic and pragmatic reflects the procedure of 

cognition development. Second, features of interrogatives production showed 

differences NC group, LA group and NC-VS. All three groups showed high 

performance in yes/no question as interrogatives comprehension. To examine 

the features of interrogative morphosyntactic production by each groups, 

children with LA group had weakened in 'interrogative numeral', 'interrogative 

noun', 'interrogative determiner', 'interrogative adverb', 'interrogative verb', 

'interrogative adjective' except 'interrogative pronoun' as NC-VS group . NC 

group showed dominant in all areas compared with three groups. And NC-VS 

group showed the lowest performance in 'interrogative pronoun',  'interrogative 

adverb' and 'interrogative adjective'. 

According to features of interrogative actual communication production, 

children with LA group showed dominant in 'human interrogative' but showed 

similar performance to NC-VS group in 'object interrogative', 'place 

interrogative', 'number interrogative', 'reason and cause interrogative', 

characteristic and content interrogative', 'method and means interrogative'. NC 

group showed dominant in all areas compared with three groups. NC-VS group 

showed the lowest performance among three groups in  'reason and cause 

interrogative', 'method and means interrogative'. Third, according to correlation 

of interrogative development ability and language ability, KOSECT variable was 
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high in the interrogative comprehension with LA group, but interrogative 

production was high correlation in REVT comprehension. As a result, There is 

a strong possibility of children with LA group improved possible if 

development in KOSECT, production could have possibility of development if 

increased vocabulary as REVT comprehension in interrogative production. 

There were high expression variable of REVT correlation interrogative 

comprehension and language ability for NC group, REVT production could have 

influence on interrogative production abilities. It seems that language 

comprehension and production could develop focus on relation among given 

information in NC group. There was a correlation of interrogative 

comprehension and language ability in NC group, and  REVT understanding 

variable was higher than other correlation variable in correlation of 

interrogative production abilities. 
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