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The Development of Children's Metaphor
Comprehension : Effects of the Context and
Kinds of Metaphors
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The purpose of this study is to clarify the effects of the context and
kinds of metaphors on the development of children's metaphor
comprehension, The subjects were 40 5—year—old, 40 7—year—old and 40
9—year—old children. The task in this study was twelve sentences which
consisted of six attributional metaphors and six relational metaphors.

Metaphor comprehension was measured in terms of children's responses
to the questions about sentences and children's responses were classified
into 4categories. The data were analyzed in terms of ANOVA and simple
main effect analysis with age and context as between—subject variables and
kinds of metaphor as within—subject variable.

The results are as follows: First, Children's metaphor comprehension
increase significantly with age. Second, the interaction between the age and
context was not significant. The context facilitated metaphor comprehension
regardless of age . Third, the interaction between the age and kinds of
metaphor was significant. Then seven—year—old's comprehension of
attributional metaphor was not defferent from 9-vear-old's. But
7—year—old's comprehension of relational metaphor was different from
Q—year—old's. Forth, the interaction between the context and kinds of
metaphor was significant. Thus, the context facilitated attributional metaphor
comprehension more than relational metaphor comprehension.

And the seven—year—old's comprehended attributional metaphor better
than relational metaphor. But 5—year—old's and 9—year—old's

comprehended attributional metaphor as much as relational metaphor.

Key Words ; metaphor comprehension »context = attributional
metaphor - relational metaphor
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