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(3) Donald is bringing some mail to Mickey,
while a violent storm is beginning. He's carrying
an umbrella.
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(4) See the turtle and the bunny.
The turtle takes the bunny to the store.

Now what does he have?
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The influence of discourse information
on the comprehension of null-subject
sentences in Korean children

Hyun-joo Song You-jung Choi Min-young Kim

Department of Psychology, Yonsei University

The current research explores Korean preschoolers’ understanding of null-subject sentences using
discourse information. The children listened to 4-sentence stories, while looking at pictures about the
stories on a computer screen. In the last (target) sentence of each story, the subject was omitted and the
referent of the omitted subject could be inferred from the preceding sentences. Both 5-years-old
(Experiment 1) and 4-years-old (Experiment 2) children were likely to interpret omitted subjects as
referring to the subject of the preceding sentence. This research is an initial attempt to investigate
Korean preschoolers’ sensitivity to discourse information when understanding ambiguous sentences in
which the subject is omitted. The results will provide a foundation for further studies on the interplay

between syntax and discourse in younger children’s language comprehension.

Keywords: Language acquisition, sentence comprehension, discourse information, subject ellipsis
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