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Analysis of Verbal Interaction according to the Career
of the Elementary Teachers
- Focused on the 5th Grade Unit of the Function and
Structure of Our Body -

Park, Hyeon-Jeong - Kwon, Suk-Won - Shin, Dong-Hoon*

ABSTRACT

Most research on verbal interaction in school has used general frameworks, not including general sense that
encompass ‘elementary’ and ‘science’. Considering the current framework, we developed a new framework
containing items such as safety and science terms. In this study, we compared 2 beginner teachers and 2 career
teachers using new frameworks. After preliminary experiments, we recorded 4 classes per each person and
recorded all interaction. It was revealed that the career teachers shows more convergent question and agreement
to students. And in experimental class the career teachers give more attention for safety. This study may present
that it is necessary for beginner teachers to be trained focusing differences.

Key words: verbal interaction, science class, career teacher, beginner teacher
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Table 1. The study subjects

Participant EC Degree Gender
A 10m Bachelor Female
B 4y Im Bachelor Male
X 10y 4m Master Female
Y 13y 4m Master Male

EC: education career.
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Fig. 1. Research procedure.
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Table 3. Verbal interaction analysis framework

Domain Category Item (symbol)
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Fig. 2. Teacher-centered convergent question (TC3) in lecture
type class.

t. QOF XQO| WS MOMH AZ2 2ATHY 24P,
o, Qo ooz vr .9 ANEz 82 RofHo]
Q7 Olgi2? OfLE, Q4 of2i8 X2 mal4olM
D29 AffSh BrQ . S MOom Ol9 £6liA ofc|
2 2717

s D B2 Hi5sH.

t. olci2 2

s, §RozQ,

t AE3r RO= JtQ. A&, O g2 FItR?

sli e Al 21 &7

DA €72 & X Q2| Kol Kkt

=)

t 7 © QYO ) =, QAI0] XL 2olaty
NGOl

9] AN ZHIA AL D Al A

§e WAt EA AN, Sl 4 9%

W 222 1Y 7)9E FUAT, ARaA Y

£ 3459 330 MEANS aaAe B

Aok D5 G4 G018 Y 25 HEY

2 5 9E 9% A3dL 9&T g & Uk
2 sz A4

FASCHE Aol Sl whet w247}
S7FAIRE, YRAK903)E Al9jstae kA o
2 2 Ao](62~673])7F YERA] 2SkTH(Table 4,
Fig. 3).

Fo(sche el FHdl i wAate] whgol
7] w2l A #Eé’—ﬂ AH(TC3)e] e} w3t
vehsth. &, A aike A B dEs

O

=]
90
80
67

70 52 &
650 -
50
40
30 7
20
10
0 T T

A B X Y

= 343

Fi

9. 3. Agreement (SCI) in lecture type class.

3, 2o et o] il B2 SgA w
Bvke Ae € 5 Sdvh wAke] g4 v
e 54 ﬁMoﬂH gHAEL wFt =
A5 S A, Al BE e R
o, A58 0 2 FEIPY ol stz Hrk(Lee, 1999).
e arbs AES 344 F82 FE E
o] 5¢] Aolme} Fod Zwie] AeFS =23
oF gt

g, golscnEdd e Aol s 2
(SCI1-1)7 5] SH2 1= uhet Lo}
£(SC1-2)°] itk o] HH] FFE WAk
of W A Aol7t UehA] eigker, wat
Qo] Al olaf A=

_L?L’ O, o ¥

rlo

(]
LAY
=W T D

i’_/\} 30332], BJ.L/\]' 3923, Xul
32 e, wAke] Aol %mﬂ 1
st w3 golol AHg %7 %—ﬂo}i’iﬂr(Table 4,
Fig. 4).

| 2pA| oA AFEH g
g, 2sp7), A2k, 23 A, A,
A2, 22 507 thee BwAS XAt A
ZFAL xd7H o] ol

I=J

—Ew

<EEIAF BO| ‘HiAY 40k

T, Oief8 Hiolete CHOIZ OfF £R7 BN,

L g2

37, E7?

29| LEHZSS BiMSHE A,

2E Q2|3 B0l THOIZ OIF| A Q7 OJATASE

—+ n ~+ n



600

500

300

200

100

Fig.

<oiPi=g> ZSTAY Z0| E olofs ABRE B4 ;YT - By

498

430
392

T T
A B X Y

mEl(E])

4. Scientific term in lecture type class.

ol BiAg?

o2 (52
L Dall R, B Q2] 2ol ofuix]

I

N]O Ka|

=
St DIROI AY2) SO0l gle stmé g
WRUIS 24LICH XF, CrA R2IspUicH, Q22
2 SN B FECD J3E? 92| 2O Wy
Olix|Z QHECrD D2§A? U, OrQ , OloFAZ JF
XD OUR|Z QHSLICH 26| 2 2pNol SJoKo)
LI SO| AM2I7f SQ, O HPD|Z B HoR U
QUS| Bich Bi- AoIct,

CI2ADAF XQ| ‘BN 408

~+ n o+

—+ n ~+ n

D&k, OPF Q2| B4 4222 Hefn GHCFD D3iR?
e P
D Oore | LEHZO[2D §ftrn giofe . &, efitf, @

[=H

2o B9 9RO|D 49 2l O Qai3t Bt
YQBICID D2XI? OHRIF YQBICHD gHojQ., of
WX, QOtQ, OflL{XDF YoBtLicH, Of2{8So| B
S ojD St I 2RIQIS QIGt OflLiT|Z OfD| QBHA

2{OF, D2f ABMIUOIN OOFAS OF B

J

O — oy 2 K
it o

g

o2 P OPYOrQ A7 Daid oo, oo & of
2/80| {2 QA9 Of2f JIX| OfoFAZ IMND ol
Xg QrSs @ oprf RiDF WO gix|. Q2| o
LS 5ITH?

ININ

OorQ |

SOOI CIOFA | ATFARIONA AbADF
Loshe, I N2 CiOkaZ AAZ OFND o
EHQIPIN D RO OlUX|g QrEdQ . ojm O|Ty
AL Ors D ARSI 2 20 O|T BEA| o X2 gt

D LT B AJRLLICH BIE AP2ITER7?

Y

fio

AE
o

—

311

ok

SUICED §io{Q. DTk AMD|, 7|2 ot
oJoy Gi2{ RSOl g ASPITOIN L2He o S A
P21, 2CHe &, 1240F QIOIQ7 233& QRO

s: Srotstar

t D&, O S LHBO[2FD SHeg Xt Of

OllLfR|Z AYNBID LHN LS O £2QIL BRSO &

[= BT =)
EZ0|2tn GRLICH, 20 O] HZQ 24O DLk O

OKS| JHRID glomH 8Ol 24242 i 42+ QICkD of
D8H01Q. D2he OIS S B 8o E LIS UOF SfQ

o] AHIIE BR uAARA A Yo weH B
Jeh= &old disll T wAE A2shs W2o
A& & F Atk BeAks dAdEe S
sh7] Y3l wid B} ABA| o wAL Ax2 S
wota wjAd-& ARl XuAles w5 &l
Md& Astr] el ol dAbAl A visid 4

35 T g ¥ FAIF o R Asta, o
7l disl AeiEe AR 7 Ad
|3}, 71& A4 7ke] A AE HEe Aol =
P wF goje] AR ztol7t AZItta &
. Yun and Park (2013)2] A4 F&u 2}
A A WA HIAE WARE Bl
AE 8 EE As] A8l 3
A9 WIE7h =9k} o] A9t
Tl QA S E=Yst
AL s Ee HH )

¢

v

fE o o
ol

it

)
o

P yo M1y B8
N
=

>z O
=2
—_

i}

5 dlo
Ne 8
ot o
o fr

Nl

be

N o

o 32 RIosooft e rff BIOmE o
e ‘1‘110 mz gg —Q‘-“ :.>:4_, &’O
o A
%rxr% N
—+ o
< E . e T
8 ®
o 1
>,l‘24
gg_%y
> o
oL, &
o Kl
g
119'8“
ao L
e 1
fo 2
)

offl =y

30 98 0 bual X T X S s oo
—

(o, 10 W

=

&
:
&
g

015).

om
-1
()
1>
Ie
=2
=
ro
2
ng I

v gm D
9, —H

oflt
3 _D’

2
ol 2,

o 1

=

d]
el
ofA

>

i

M ot

o )
o I ;‘g i
= 2 1o g9
Rl OA2

o >~

4 oy

o

‘l; 0.

ol(Al)
(Table 4, Fig.
FEENE

)
1o,
ot
N
A
_\:L_l,
=
=
_0|14‘
£
ot
-
ot
N



312 ZEWstIS H3sA H33, pp. 305~316 (2019)

delld o B2 AAA g ARgstsd AA
AolA)e A AHA e 54 Peo o]
WS #ar] A AR, #78 o= +
2 AR =7 w2l Al =S 535417
A Bl gk o5 571 918 AR
T, 97 el A A1) FEE
4ol w3t R7AIR Aol ol wet
3k 7t S7Feti ek Table 4, Fig. 6).
YAt AsH Be Sl AEs & 5 4
o] otz HHlo] Yod g AEor dojzt
Bl v, A¥wAl XoF Yarke st
Sol= 22 AEE 94 e s
ST} Melanie (2000)= 8t 23 4<
Ateh 2 mArel 7P 2 Aol A
TS o] 7k TEse B
18 b ole=d, olefd e &
W, AHmAre] B v

ol o i =
o N & oy
48t O, o

3

Ml

AN

Se

=]
>
L

¢

m N g 2 o orfr >

How

Mo R r
to -1 Sk

ol A

47
40
35
30
25
20

20
15 14
10
o A T T T

A B X Y

LEES )]

Fig. 5. Instructions (Al) in experiment class.
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