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A longitudinal analysis on interruption in preschool children who
stutter during interactions with their mothers®

Hyo-Jung Kwak' + Si-Hyeon Hwang' + Pu-Reum Song’ - Hyun-Sub Sim' + Soo-Bok Lee™**

]Department of Communication Disorders, Ewha Womans University, Seoul, Korea
’Department of Speech Language Therapy and Aural Rehabilitation, Woosong University, Daejeon, Korea

Abstract

The purpose of this study was to investigate, longitudinally, interruption behavior which children who do stutter (CWS),
children who do not stutter (CWNS) and their mothers and relationship with disfluency of children showed during
interactions with their mothers. Subjects for this study consisted of 2—5 year old CWS (male 2 and female 4), an
age-matched group of CWNS (male 3 and female 3), and their mothers. Frequencies of normal disfluency (ND) and
abnormal disfluency (AD) in children group and frequency of interruption and simultalk duration in children and mothers
group were measured two times (initial visit and 12 months later) over the course of one year. As a result, no significant
difference was observed in frequency of interruption and simultalk duration both between two mother groups and between
two child groups at initial visit and 12 months later. However, frequency of interruption increased significantly over the
course of one year in CWS group. A significant group difference was found in frequency of interruption of mothers but, no
significant difference was observed in simultalk duration of mothers at initial visit. In the CWS - mothers group, no factors
were related with disfluency of children at initial visit and 12 months later. These findings suggest that interruption is not
just negative behavior, and that reducing interruption should be considered in child - parent interaction therapy for CWS.
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Table 2. Comparisons of interruptions frequency and simultalk duration
between children groups
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A o | AT A FAC | 074 0.83 160
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CWS, children who stutter; CWNS, children who do not stutter; M,
median; IQR, interquartile range.
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Table 3. Comparisons of interruptions frequency and simultalk duration

between mothers groups
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XA 71 2?7] (n=6) (n=6) Z-value
oe M (IQR) | M (IQR)
= 1.54 222 | .
571 71157 W (3]) (188) (1.08) 2.246
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CWS, children who stutter; CWNS, children who do not stutter; M,
median; IQR, interquartile range; ND, normal disfluency.
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52197 Fe] oF5 P

Group Case no. Gender | Age at initial visit Age at onset Duration of Tre.atr.n‘ent t~yPe at Stuttc?r{n.g SeYérlty
treatment initial visit at initial visit
CWSI1 F 2;1 1;10 3 months Indirect Not rated
CWS2 F 2;10 1;11 3 months Indirect Moderate
CWS CWS3 F 3;4 2;5 12 months Indirect, Direct Moderate
(n=6) CWS4 M 3;9 3;5 12 months Indirect, Direct Moderate
CWS5 M 4,9 3.3 3 months Indirect Moderate
CWS6 F 5,7 5;0 No No Mild
CWNSI1 M 2:3 - - - Less than mild
CWNS2 F 2;7 - - - Less than mild
CWNS CWNS3 M 3;11 - - - Less than mild
(n=6) CWNS4 M 4;10 - - - Less than mild
CWNS5 F 4;11 - - - Less than mild
CWNS6 F 5;4 - - - Less than mild

CWS, children who stutter; CWNS, children who do not stutter.

B2 37 AR 29 3 AREA B4

F53. 5975 1271 € AR Q) 220 7HAEA 14

Interruption Group ND AD Interruption Group ND AD
Children’s CWS (n=6) ~0.087 0.721 Children’s CWS (n=6) | —0.559 0.621
frequency frequency
Children’s Children’s

simultalk duration CWS (0=6) 0319 0436 simultalk duration CWS (n=6) 0200 0.736
Mother’s CWS (n=6) 0.555 -0.329 Mother’s CWS (n=6) 0.638 ~0.719
frequency frequency
Mother’s Mother’s

simultalk duration CWS (n=6) 0.754 0.015 simultalk duration CWS (n=6) 0.029 0.294

ND, normal disfluency; AD, abnormal disfluency; CWS, children who

stutter.

ND, normal disfluency; AD, abnormal disfluency; CWS, children who

stutter.
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