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COMPARATIVE STUDY UPON THE CHARACTERISTICS OF
WRITING BETWEEN THE PATIENTS WITH
WRITING DISABILITIES AND
NORMAL ELEMENTARY SCHOOL STUDENTS

Sung Woong Shin, M.D.,*" Soo Churl Cho, M.D.*
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Table 1. Comparisons of the height of the letters, spacing between letters and spacing between words across

grades
Writing disorder Normal children t df sigjr:ci;itcl:sgizle*
HT 8.84+ 3.30 7.06+ 2.38 22.27 5144 p<0.05
Total SL 2.30+ 1.93 1.74+ 1.90 8.37 3464 p<0.05
SW 6.16+ 4.00 712+ 420 —4.24 1301 p<0.05
HT 11.07+ 3.51 8.31+ 2.62 10.80 579 p<0.05
Crade 1 SL 3.00+ 1.95 2.69+ 2.23 1.56 439 NS
SW 8.10 5.27 5.056+ 2.93 419 133 p<0.05
HT 9.72+ 2.65 7.90+ 2.74 5.97 517 p<0.05
Grade 2 SL 226+ 1.28 2.02+ 1.53 1.20 364 NS
SW 6.24+ 3.11 7.28+ 3.58 —1.24 113 NS
HT 9.25+ 3.41 742+ 2.29 9.83 1123 p<0.05
Crade 3 SL 2.65+ 1.94 1.90+ 1.91 5.30 782 p<0.05
SW 6.53+ 4.14 9.15+ 6.95 —4.06 294 p<0.05
HT 9.22+ 2.50 7.43+ 2.15 12.14 996 p<0.05
Grade 4 SL 2.55+ 2.03 1.84+ 2.36 3.99 649 p<0.05
SW 6.88+ 3.56 8.16+ 3.03 -3.00 236 p<0.05
HT 7.23+ 2.75 5.99+ 1.62 8.23 990 p<0.05
Grade 5 SL 1.30+ 1.53 0.78+ 1.04 4.71 626 p<0.05
SW 491+ 3.54 598+ 2.76 —2.60 258 p<0.05
HT 8.39+ 3.37 5.45+ 1.38 16.58 929 p<0.05
Grade 6 SL 228+ 1.92 1.19+ 1.17 8.16 594 p<0.05
SW 5.60+ 3.58 6.14+ 2.36 -1.39 257 NS

HTO mean heights of the letters
SWO mean spacings between the words
NSO not significant

4.00mm, 7.12+ 420mm00 00O OO0 OOO0O O
00 O 000 (@t=-4.24, df=1301, p<0.05). 00O
0 000 000 0,000 oo@o ooos4ar+

3.21mm, O0007.15+ 2.35mmO t=12.45, df=2292.

29, p<0.05)0 00 000 OO0 000565+

3.74mm, 00 08.72+ 5.17mm0 t=-8.33, df=359.

10, p<0.05)00 O O 000 00 00 000 OO
0.000 00 000 000 00 00 000 000
0 000 (t=0.10, df=1993, p>0.05). 0000 00
0 000 00O 0001019+ 329mm, 000
7.00+ 2.39mm0 t=21.20, df=777.89, p<0.05), 00
000 00(@0 D002.74+ 1.81mm, 000154+
1.64mmOt=11.26, df=589.55, p<0.05) 000 OO
000 00(@0 000839+ 4.24mm, 000619+
3.09mmO t=5.52, df=182.30, p<005) 00 0 O O
00 00 00 000 000.

SLO mean spacings between the letters
*0 Based upon Student’s f-test

2) oid 4 Hn

() 0000 100000 00 000 00 00
0000 00 000 O0(3.00+ 1.95mm, 2.69+ 2.
23mm0 t=1.56, df=439, p>0.05)0 0000 000
00(11.07+ 3.51mm, 8.31+ 2.62mm0 t=10.80, df=
579, p<0.05)0 00 000 OO0(8.10+ 5.27mm, 5.
05+ 2.93mm t=4.19, df=133, p<0.05)0 0000
0 00 00 000 000.00 00 00000 O
00 000 00 00 000 000 000.

(2 0000 20000 0 000 000 0000
0 00 00 000 000,00 00 00(9.72+
2.65mm)0 OO 0O0(7.90+ 2.74mm)00 0000
000 00(t=5.97, df=517, p<0.05). 00 000 O
000 00 000 00000 O O 000 00 O
0 000 000 O 00O0.

(3 0000 300000 00 000 00 00 O
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Table 2. Comparisons of the heights of letters, letter spacings, and word spacings across grades and sex

WD Control f df .ng'hshcol "
significance
. M 9.31+ 2.60 8.00+ 2.17 3.44 109.76 p<0.05
Heights
F 12.55+ 3.49 8.38+ 2.70 13.43 401 p<0.05
. M 2.95+ 2.18 5.19+ 1.40 —6.88 74.81 p<0.05
Grade 1 Letter spacings
F 3.05+ 1.69 2.29+ 2.08 3.41 251.96 p<0.05
. M 7.68+ 6.01 7.70+ 3.71 -0.01 39 NS
Word spacings
F 8.50+ 4.57 4.62+ 2.57 5.28 92 p<0.05
. M 9.63+ 2.31 8.16+ 1.80 3.55 97 p<0.05
Heights
F 9.80+ 2.97 7.86+ 2.85 4.49 418 p<0.05
. M 1.83+ 1.27 2.81+ 1.40 -2.97 64 p<0.05
Grade 2 Letter spacings
F 2.69+ 1.16 1.93+ 1.52 2.85 298 p<0.05
. M 8.27+ 2.65 5.08+ 1.73 3.45 21 p<0.05
Word spacings
F 4.20+ 2.04 7.67+ 3.70 -2.90 90 p<0.05
. M 9.77+ 3.62 7.29+ 2.29 3.72 590 p<0.05
Heights
F 8.17+ 2.61 8.10+ 2.13 0.20 293 NS
. M 2.55+ 1.95 1.94+ 2.01 12.04 805.40 p<0.05
Grade 3 Letter spacings
F 2.89+ 1.92 1.69+ 1.36 4.80 124.55 p<0.05
. M 5.54+ 3.62 10.47+ 6.66 —6.63 143.62 p<0.05
Word spacings
F 8.67+ 4.42 1.53+ 1.18 6.56 72 p<0.05
. M 9.22+ 2.50 7.92+ 2.63 6.21 660 p<0.05
Heights
F NA 7.10+ 1.68 NA NA -
. M 2.55+ 2.03 2.35+ 2.91 0.80 261.38 NS
Grade 4 Letter spacings
F NA 1.46+ 1.73 NA NA -
. M 6.99+ 3.50 9.24+ 3.27 -3.84 158 p<0.05
Word spacings
F NA 7.55+ 2.65 NA NA -
. M 5.99+ 1.65 5.05+ 1.20 6.34 173.78 p<0.05
Heights
F 11.04+ 1.81 6.25+ 1.62 26.94 235.27 p<0.05
. M 1.02+ 1.27 0.76+ 1.07 1.67 102.41 NS
Grade 5 Letter spacings
F 2.18+ 1.88 0.78+ 1.04 7.96 277 p<0.05
. M 3.84+ 2.65 7.82+ 2.93 —6.60 37.69 p<0.05
Word spacings
F 9.09+ 3.40 5.32+ 2.39 6.58 107 p<0.05
. M 8.39+ 3.37 6.16+ 1.40 7.19 642 p<0.05
Heights
F NA 5.16+ 1.26 NA NA -
. M 2.28+ 1.92 1.53+ 0.99 3.42 407 p<0.05
Grade 6 Letter spacings
F NA 1.04+ 1.22 NA NA -
. M 5.62+ 3.57 5.93+ 2.77 -0.59 88.56 NS
Word spacings
F NA 6.33+ 2.06 NA NA -
MO male FO female MDO writing disorder *[ Based upon x 2test(p<0.05)

00 000 00(9.25+ 23.41mm, 7.42+ 2.29mm0O t=-4.06, df=294, p<0.05)00 OO OO OO0 O
t=9.83, p<0.05), OO OO0 OO(2.65+ 1.94mm, oo, 00 00 ooo ooo ooo oo oo oo
1.90+ 1.92mm0O t=5.30, df=782, p<0.05) OO0 O 000 oob, 000 0o ooo ocoooo oo
00 000 DO0(@6.53+ 4.14mm, 9.15+ 6.95mm0O ooo 0ooo oo ooo oood.
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(4) 0000 40004000 OOOO OO0 O0d,
0o 0ood oo, 00 oboo oobo ooooo o
0 00 0obo bob. b0 00 obo bob oo
(9.22+ 250mm), 00O OO0 O0O(2.55+ 2.03mm)
O 00 000000 743+ 215mm, 1.84+ 2.36mm)
0000 OOo@do t=12.14, df=996, p<0.050 t=
3.99, df=649, p<0.05), 00 OO0O OO0 OO OO
00(6.88+ 356mm)0 00 00(8.16x 3.03mm)0 0
0O 00 000 00000 (t=-3.00, df=236, p<0.05).

() 0000 500000 00 OoOoO 0o oo o
000 000 00723+ 2.75mm, 5.99+ 1.62mm0
t=8.23, df=990, p<0.05)0 00O 000 00O (1.30+
153mm, 0.78+ 1.04mmIt=4.71, df=626, p<0.05) O
00 00 000 00491+ 3.54mm, 5.98+ 2.76mmQ
=-2.60, df=258, p<0.05) 00 OO 00000 OO
g0 oob oog,db 0ob oodb obo bo o
0 000 0OO0b0O ooo oo bobgb ooo googd.

(6) D000 600000 OO OO0 OO oo o
00 OO OO0 0OO0(@O 5.60+ 3.58mm, 6.14+
2.36mm0t=—1.39, df=257, p=0.05)0 0000 OO
O 00(8.39+ 3.37mm, 5.45+ 1.38mm[ t=16.58,
df=929, p<0.05), OO0 000 O00(228+ 1.92, 1.19+
1.17mm0Ot=8.16, df=257, p<0.05)00 OO OO0
00 0o bo ooo ooo.

3) M2 M2 HI(Fig. 1-4)

00000 00 000 00 000,000 000 O
00847+ 321mm)J0 000 (10.19+ 3.29mm)0]
00000 00 00 00(t=—11.22, df=2601, p<0.05),
00000 00018+ 1.95mm)00 D000 (2.74+
1.81mm)0 O 000 (t=-4.98, df=1744, p<0.05).
00 000 000 000(5.65+ 3.74mm)00 00
0(8.39+ 424mm)0 O 00O (t=—6.83, df=185.94,
p<005). 00 0000 000 000 0000 1.29+
348°, 0000 250+ 500°00, 0 0 000 OO
00 D00 00000 (t=-5.30, df=715.78, p<0.05).
00 000 0000 000 00(@O0007.15+
2.35mm, 000 07.00+ 2.39mmOt=155, df=2541,
p>005)0 00000 00 00 000 000 00
0000, 00 000 000 OO00(2.08+ 2.25mm)
0 00000154+ 1.64mm) O OO0 (t=5.25, df=

998,51, p<0.05), 00 000 00D 00D (8.72+
6.19mm)0 0O00(6.19+ 3.09mm)00 OOO. OO
0000 000 000 000(=0.12+ 1.62°)00
00037+ 479°)0 00 000 OO0 0O0d(@=
—11.48, df=2223.32, p<0.05).

(1) 0000 10000000 oooo ooo g,
000 000 00 00 00931+ 2.60mm)0 OO
00255+ 349mm) OO0 OO OO0 OO0 OO
O (t=3.44, df=109.76, p<0.05), OO OO0 0O@
0 000295+ 2.18mm, 00 05.19+ 1.40mm0
t=-6.88, df=74.81, p<0.05)00 OO OO OO0 O O
00.00000 0odbo bo ooo oo ooo o
U0 000 0000 0ob 0ob 00 bobo boo
0 000 0OO0.00 OO0 oo@o ooov7.e8+
6.0lmm, 000 7.70+ 3.71mm0O t=-0.01, df=39,
p>0050 O 0 000 000 oOO.000d oo
00 000 000 OO0 OO0 gogd 1255+ 3.49mm,
00 000 838+ 270mmd0 OO O0OO OO O
0O 000 000 ((t=13.43, df=401, p<0.05), 00O O
OO0 000 00 00 00305+ 1.69mm)00 OO
00229+ 2.08mm)d O0O0. 00 OOOO OO O
00 00 0000 OO0 Oob oo ooog ooo
O0O(g. 1). 00 00O OO 00O ooOo ogo o
00 OO0 00850+ 457mm)0 OO OO (4.62+
257mm)00 000 O O 0000 00000 OO
000 (t=5.28, df=39, p<0.05).

(2) 0000 20000000 OO OO0 OO0 oo
0 00(9.63+ 231mm)0 00 0O0(8.16+ 1.80mm)
00 00 00 O00@=3.55, df=97, p<0.05), OO0
00O 000 000 00 00 00(@@.83+ 1.27mm)0O
O 00 00@81+140mm)0 O OOO. OO OO
O 000 00 00 Og(@8.27+265mm)d 00O O
0(5.08+ 1.73mm)00 00 OO0 OO0 (=345, df=
21, p<0.05). 0000 OO0 OO0 OO0 OO 0O
00 (9.80+ 2.97mm)0J OO 00 (7.86+ 2.85mm)0
O 00 00 00 ((t=4.49, df=418, p<0.05), OO 0O
OO0 000 OO0 00 00(@2.69+ 1.16mm)C0 OO
0093+ 1.52mm)00 OO OO OO0 (t=2.85,
df=298, p<0.05). 00 OO0 OO0 OO OO OO
(4.20+ 2.04mm)0 OO0 00(7.67+ 3.70mmO0 O
000 @t=-2.90, df=90, p<0.05), OO OOOOO O
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0 00 000 00 000 00 00 1020%00, O
00 00 00000 1.42%00 00000 00 00
00 00ooo.

(3 0000 30000000 00 000 000 O
0 0077+ 362mm)00 00 00 (7.29+ 2.29mm)
00 00 00 O0(t=3.72, df=590, p<0.05), 00
000 000 00 00 00255+ 1.95mm)0 00
00(1L94+ 201mm)00 00 00 000 (t=12.04,
df=805.40, p<0.05). 00 OO0 OO0 OO0 0O O
00 00 0000 00000 0000 00000, 0
0 000 000 00 000 00 0054+ 362mm)

L | e

Male with writing disability (second grade)

it

Female with writing disability (second grade)

Arrows indicate the intrusions of the
line strokes between the letters

Fig. 1. Comparative photographies about the intrusion
of line strokes between letters in male and female.

00 00 00@o047+666mm)d0 OO OO OO
0 (t=-6.63, df=143.62, p<0.05). OO O OOO O
oo oooo O0ob0 oooooob oo ooo oo
000 1231%0 0000 OO0 00 OO oo O
oo 1.79%0 OO0 0000 00 0O ooog oo
ooo.duodo oo oo oo oo ooo oo o
O 000 000 ooooo 0o oo ooo ooo
oooo od 0ooo 00 oooo oo ooo oo
00 00 oo oo ooo.

(4 0000 400000 OO OO0OD 00 oo

Trends of letter spacing across grades and
sex in the patients with writing
disabilities and normal children

6
—— WDmale —a- WD female
5 r —a- NLmale =< NLfemale
=
E 4+
5]
8]
j=
g 3r
&
2k
1k
0 | | | | |

1st 2nd 3rd 4th 5th 6th
Grade

Fig. 3. The distribution of lefter spacings across grades
and sex in the patients with writing disabilities
and normal children. WDO writing disability, NLO
normal control.

Trends of the heights of letters across grades and
sex in the patients with writing
14 disabilities and normal children
12 -
=
% 10
o}
= 8 r
o
S 6t
<
i)
o 4L
T
—— WDmale -4 WD female
2k -& NLmale =< NLfemale
0 | | | | |
1st 2nd 3rd 4th 5th 6th
Grade

Trends of letter spacing across grades and sex in the
patients with writing disabilities and normal children

-~ WDmale -4 WD female
12 - NLmale =< NLfemale

Distance (mr)
o~
T

1st 2nd 3rd 4th 5th 6th
Grade

Fig. 2. The distribution of the heights of letters across gr-
ades and sex in the patients with writing disabili-
ties and normal children. WDO writing disability,
NLO normal control.

Fig. 4. The distribution of the word spacings across gra-
des and sex in the patients with writing disabilityies
and normal children. WDO writing disability, NLO
normal control.
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0 000000 000 00 0000.0000 OO0
00 00 000 000 00(9.22+ 250mm)0 00
000 00(7.92+263mm)00 OO0 OO0 00O
(t=6.21, df=660, p<0.05), J0 000 000 O O
000 000 000 000.00 000 000 00
00 00(6.99+ 3.50mm)00 OO0 00O (9.24+
327mm)0 O 000 (t=—3.84, df=158, p<0.05).
000 0 000 0000 D00 00 000 00 O
00 0000 000 675%0 00 00 000 1.27%
0 000 000 000000 0oooO.

(5) 0000 50000000 00 000 000
00 00 00(5.99+ 1.65mm)0 00 00 (5.05+
1.20mm)00 00 OO0 OO0 (t=6.34, df=173.78,
p<005), 00 000 000 00 00 00102+
127mm)0 00 00(0.76: 1.07mm)3J0 00 O
0 000 (t=1.67, df=102.41, p<0.05). 00 00O
000 00 00 00384+ 265mm)J0 00 OO
(7.82+ 2.93mm)0 O OO0 (t=—6.60, df=37.69,
p<005). 0 000 500 0000 00 0000 O
00 00 000 00 00(G.47%)00 00 00
(061%)00 OO0 0000 00 000 0 0000
00000, 0000 0000 000 000 00 00
00(11.04+ 1.81mm)0 OO0 OO0 (6.25+ 1.62mm)

00 O O0(t=26.94, df=235.27, p<0.05), 00 O
00 000 00 00 00(2.18+ 1.88mm)0 OO
00(0.78+ 1.04amm)00 00 00 000 (t=7.96,
df=7.96, p<0.05). 000 00 000 000 000
00 000 00 00 00(9.09+ 3.40mm)0 OO
00(5.32+ 239mm)00 00 00 000 (=658,
df=107, p<005). 00 0O OO0 00000 00 O
0(@@16%)0 00 00(225%)00 00000 00
0 00000 00 000 0,00 000 000 O
000 000 00000 0000 O 0 000.

(6) 0000 60000 0000 OO 000 OO0
0000 0000 00 0000 00O0. 0000 O
0 000 000 00 000 00000 00 0000
0 00(8:39+ 3.37mm)d 00 OO0(6.16+ 1.40mm)
00 00 00 00(t=7.19, df=642, p<0.05), 00
000 000 00 00 00228+ 1.92mm)d OO0
00(1.53+ 0.99mm)00 000 (t=3.42, df=407,
p<005). 100 00 000 000 00 00 00
(562+ 357mm)0 00 00 (5.93+ 2.77mm) 000
00 00 000 0000 000(@&=-059, df=8856,
p>005). 0 00 00000 000 00 00(6.55%)0
00 00(234%) 000 00 00 000 0000 O
0 00000 500 0000 00 0000 00 000.

Table 3. Correlations among letter heights, letter spacings, word spacings and angles across grades in the pa-

fients with writing disabilities and normal children

Male patients with WD

Male confrols

GR HT LS WS ANG GR HT LS WS ANG
GR 1.00¢ GR 1.00
HT -0.23*  1.00 HT —0.26* 1.00
LS -0.16* 0.15* 1.00 LS -0.27* 0.11* 1.00
WS -0.11*  0.a7* 0.99* 1.00 WS —0.19* 0.29*  0.99* 1.00
ANG | -0.16* 0.05* -0.07* -0.01 1.00 ANG 0.07* -0.00 -0.12* =0.11 1.00
Female patients with WD Female controls
GR HT LS WS ANG GR HT LS WS ANG
GR 1.00 GR 1.00
HT -0.16*  1.00 HT -0.45* 1.00
LS -0.19*  0.07 1.00 LS -0.31*  0.14*  1.00
WS 0.15 0.04 - 1.00 WS 0.04 0.99*  0.99* 1.00
ANG 0.31* 023 -0.10 0.06 1.00 ANG | -0.15*  0.02 0.02 -0.02 1.00
WDO Writing disability GRO grade

HTO letter heights
WSO word spacing

a0 Values are Pearson’s correlation coefficients(p<0.05)

LSO letter spacing
ANGO angles between the horizon and letter strings
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4) o1 Mg H3l(Table 3)
() 00 00 00000 000 00 0000 00
000 00 00 000 000 0000(r=-0.16,
p<005), 000 000 0000 (r=-0.23, p<0.05),
00 000 000 0000 O(@r=-0.16, p<0.05)0
0 0000O0.00 000 000 000 000 00
0 000 00 000 00 0000 000 0000

0(r=—-0.18, p<0.05). 00 OO0 00 0000 OO0
00 000 000 0000(@r=-0.17, p<0.05), 00
0 000 00000(@=-0.17, p<0.05), 00 000
000 000 000 000 000(r=0.10, p>0.05).
00 000 000 000 0000 00 00 000
00 0000 O(@r=0.35,p<0.05)0 00000.

(2 00 00000 00 0 0000 000 00

Table 4. Correlation analyses among letter heights, letter spacings and word spacings across age and groups

Male Female
WD Control WD Control
Grade 1
HT LS WS ANG HT LS WS ANG HT LS WS ANG HT LS WS  ANG

HT | 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00

LS | 0.16 1.00 -0.05 1.00 0.10 1.00 0.14 1.00

WS [-0.20 0.99* 1.00 0.21 - 1.00 -0.10 - 1.00 —-0.04 0.99* 1.00

ANG| 0.08 -0.14 -* 1.00 - - - 1.00 0.06 -0.04 0.18 1.00|| 0.06 -0.22* 0.31* 1.00
Grade 2

HT | 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00

LS | 0.18 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.15 1.00 -0.18* 1.00

WS | 0.30 - 1.00 0.59* - 1.00 0.10 - 1.00 0.33* - 1.00

ANG|[-0.30* —0.22 —0.26 1.00| [-0.08 —0.33 —-0.42 1.00| | 0.16 0.20 0.06 1.00 0.09 0.07 0.29* 1.00
Grade 3

HT | 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00

LS [-0.06 1.00 -0.10 1.00 0.15 1.00 0.03 1.00

WS | 0.13 - 1.00 0.37* - 1.00 0.12 - 1.00 0.16 0.99* 1.00

ANG|-0.07 -0.02 0.10 1.00| [ 0.11* —0.23* —0.05 1.00| | 0.06 0.04 -0.04 1.00 0.15 0.10 0.01 1.00
Grade 4

HT | 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00

LS |-0.16* 1.00 0.11  1.00 NA  1.00 0.13 1.00

WS [-0.13 - 1.00 0.22 0.99* 1.00 NA  NA 1.00 -0.02 - 1.00

ANG| 0.18* —0.16* —=0.19 1.00| [-0.25* —0.08 —0.11 1.00{ | NA NA NA 1.00 || 0.20* 0.14* -0.20 1.00
Grade 5

HT | 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00

LS | -0.01 1.00 -0.09 1.00 —-0.03 1.00 0.13 1.00

WS [-0.21* —  1.00 -0.08 - 1.00 0.12 - 1.00 0.05 - 1.00

ANG|-0.19* 0.07 -0.01 1.00 - - - 1.00| | 011 -0.09 0.13 1.00 ||-0.07 —0.20* 0.20 1.00
Grade 6

HT | 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00

LS | 0.06 1.00 -0.09 1.00 NA  1.00 -0.02 1.00

WS | 0.13 0.99* 1.00 -0.09 - 1.00 NA NA 1.00 0.07 - 1.00

ANG| 0.09* —-0.08 0.06 1.00 - - — 1.00| | NA NA NA 1.00 ||-0.20%* 0.12 -0.36* 1.00

WDO writing disability
ANGO angles between the line and horizon
—0 correlation coefficients were not calculated because at least one variable was constant.
*[ Values are Pearson’s correlation coefficients(p<0.05)

HTO letter heights

LSO letter spacing

NAO not available
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000 000 0000(@r=-0.26, p<0.05), 00 OO
0 00@=-0.27, p<0.05)0 0O 000 0O0(=-
0.19, p<0.05)0 000D 00O 00000 00 O
00 00 00000 00 000 00 00 0000
000 000 000 00 000 00 0000 00
0 0000(r=0.07, p<0.05). 00 OO O 0000
000 00 000 00(r=-045, p<005)0 00 O
00 00(@r=-0.31, p<005)0 00 00 0000 O
00 0000, 00 000 00 0000 00000
00 000 000 000 000 000 00O0(@=
003, p>005). 00 000 000 000 00 000
00 0000 00 00 000 00 0000 O(@=
-0.15, p<0.05)0 0O0O0O0.

5) oigm ydo| Mg IMQ 37|, A Moo tH H
Of Ao|9] IFHO| ¥R HH|(Table 4)

() 0000 10000000 00 00 000 O
0 000 OO0 000 000 00 000 00@=
0.99, p<0.05), 00 00O 000 00 0000 O
00 00(@r=-0.68, p<0.05)00 00000 00 O
0 00000 000, 0000 000 000 000.
00 0000 00 00 000 00 00 00000
0000 000.0000 00,00 000 00 O
000 00 000 00 00 00000 0000 O
000 00 000 0000 00 000 000 00
000 00@F=0.99, p<0.05), 00 000 000 O
0 0000 000 00@F=-0.22, p<005), 000 O
0 000 000 00 0000 000 00@=0.31,
p<005)00 00 00 00000 00000.

(2 0000 2000000 00 000 00 00
0 00 000 000 00 0000 000 OO0(@=
-0.30, p<0.05)000 00 00 00000 0000
0 0,00 00 00000 00 00 00000 O
000 0000. 0000 0000 000 000 O
0 000 0OO0(r=059, p<0.05)000 OO0 00 O
0000 00000, 00 0000 00 00 00 O
0000 0000 0D000. 0000 00 00 00
0 00 000 0000 00 00 00 00000 00
00 0000, 00 000 00 000 000 00 O
0 000 OO0 00 O 0000 (r=-0.18, p<0.05)0
000.00 000 000 00 0000 000 00

0 00 00 00000 00000 (r=0.29, p<0.05).

(3 0000 3000000 00 000 00 00
0 00 000 00 00 00000 0000 000,
00 000 00,000 000 00 000 00@=
0.37, p<0.05), 000 OO0 00 0000 000 O
0(r=0.11, p<0.05)00 00 00 00 00000 O
0000.00 00 000 000 00 0000 00
0 000 00 00 00 0000(@r=-0.23, p<0.05)
0 00000.0000 000 00 000 00 00
0 00 000 000 00000 0000 00 00,
00 000 000 000 00 0000 000 00
00 00 00 00 0000 (@r=0.20, p<0.05)0 00
000,00 000 000 00 0000 000 00
000 00 00 0 0000(@r=-0.20, p<0.05)0 O
oooo.

(4) 0000 40000000 400 00 0000
000 0 00 000 00 000 0000 00,0
000 00D000. 00 000 00 0000 000
000 00 000 0000 00 00 O 0000
(r=-0.16, p<0.05)0 0OO00 OO OO0 OO0
00 0000 000 000 O 0000(r=-0.16,
p<005)0 00000. 00 0000 00 000 O
00 00 000 000 00 00 0000 (r=0.99,
p<0.05)0 00000, 000 000 00 0000
000 00 0000 OO0 00 0 0000(r=-0.25,
p<005)0 00000. 00 0000 000 000 O
0 0000 000 00(@r=0.20, p<0.05) 000, O
00 00 000 000 00 0000 000 00 O
0(r=0.14, p<0.05)0 00O 00O 0O 00000 O
oo.

(5) 0000 500000 000 00 000000
000 000 00 00(@=-021) 000,000 O
00 000 00 0000 000 00 0O0(@r=-0.19,
p<005)0 00 00 00 00000 000000 O
0 0000 00 00 00 00000 0000 00
0.0000 00 00 000 00000 00 000
00 000 000 000 00 00 00000 OO0
00 000,00 0000 00 00 000 000 O
0 0000 000 00 000 00 00 O 0000
(r=-0.20, p<0.05)0 0O0O0O.
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(6) D0OODO e00DOO OO0 OOO O OO O
oo 00 00O ooob 0ooOb boog oooo
0.00 0ot oo oooo oo b0oo ooo oo

0000 000 00 000 00000 00000 O
0 00 00O00(@r=0.09, p<0.05)0 00000, OO0
000 000 00 000 00 OO0 (@r=0.99, p<0.05)

Table 5. Nonparametric analysis between the patients with writing disorder and normal children across grade

and gender
Grade Gender WD Control 2 Si;ﬁ:;zzcnc::le
PE M 9.46% (14/148) 6.00% (3/50) 0.57 NS
13.33% (28/210) 2.62% (11/420) 27.68 p<0.05
Grade 1 . M 0% (0/148) 0% (0/50) - NS
F 9.52% (20/210) 0.48% (2/420) 31.92 p<0.05
sl M 11.49% (17/148) 2.00% (1/50) 370 NS
F 6.67% (14/210) 7.38%(31/420) 0.05 NS
PE M 1.04% (1/96) 6.00% (3/50) 3.03 NS
F 0% (0/98) 0.81% (4/492) 0.04 NS
Grade 2 . M 0% (0/96) 0% (0/50) - NS
F 1.04% (1/98) 0.20% (1/492) 0.20 NS
sl M 0% (0/96) 2.00% (1/50) 1.93 NS
F 10.20% (10/98) 1.42% (7/492) 22.52 p<0.05
pE M 5.66% (40/707) 2.69% (12/446) 5.59 p<0.05
F 3.41% (9/264) 0% (0/178) 2.03 NS
Grade 3 SE M 0.99%(7/707) 0.67% (3/446) 0.32 NS
F 1.14%(3/264) 0%(0/178) 27.88 p<0.05
sl M 12.31%(87/707) 1.79% (8/446) 39.97 p<0.05
F 14.39% (87/707) 1.12%(2/178) 22.60 p<0.05
pE M 3.68% (24/652) 1.48% (7/472) 4.93 p<0.05
F NA 1.48% (7/474) - -
Grade 4 SE M 0.15% (1/652) 0.21%(1/472) 0.05 NS
F NA 0.21%(1/474) - -
sl M 6.75% (44/652) 1.27%(6/472) 19.33 p<0.05
F NA 1.48% (7/474) - -
PE M 1.56%(8/512) 0.41% (2/490) 3.38 NS
F 1.58% (5/316) 0.28% (1/356) 0.89 NS
Grade 5 . M 0.20% (1/512) 0.20% (1/490) 0.00 NS
F 0% (0/316) 0.84% (3/356) 4.76 p<0.05
sl M 5.47%(28/512) 0.61%(3/490) 19.70 p<0.05
F 3.16%(10/316) 2.25%(8/356) 0.54 NS
PE M 6.01%(56/932) 0.98%(5/512) 20.68 p<0.05
F NA 0.74% (3/406) - -
Grade 6 . M 1.39% (13/932) 0.54%(5/932) 4.95 p<0.05
F NA 0% (0/406) - -
sl M 6.55%(61/932) 2.34%(12/512) 12.15 p<0.05
F NA 0% (0/406) - -
WDO writing disability PED phonological error SE: semantic error NSO not significant
SplLO space leaving MO male FO female NAO not available
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000 00 00000 0000.00 0000 00
000 000 00 0000 000 00 000 00
00 0 0000(@r==-0.20, p<0.05)0 00000, O
0 000 000 00 0000 000 00 0000
0 0000(r=-0.36, p<0.05)0 0OO0O.

2. 88X 97, AUA 9F, WO oF BN
udd ooobo 00 00 0o oooo oog oo
0o -00,00000 -00000)o OoOOo o
0 000 OO0 OOo@Eob ooo -ooo ooo)
00,00 000 000 19.73%0 0O0O0O.

Phonological errors across grade and sex
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Fig. 5. Phonological errors across grade and sex in the
patients with writing disabilities and normal chil-
dren. WDO writing disability, NLO normal control,
MO male, FO female.

Semantic errors across grade and sex
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29| HIE H|7(Table 5, Fig. 5-7)

(1) 0000 10000000 00 00 000 0
00 000 000 000 00 000 00 000 O
0 00 000 000 %= 057, df=1, p>005)000
00 00 000 000 000, 000(x 2=27.68,
df=1, p<0.05)000 000 0OO00.000 000 O
00000 0O 0 000 000 000 2=31.92,
df=1, p<0.05). 00000 000 00 000 OO
000 00 00 000 00 00 000 000.

(2) 0000 2000000 000 000 000
000 (X >=3.03, df=1, p>0.05), 000 (X >=0.04,
df=1, p>0.05) D000 OO0 OO0 000 0000
0000, 000 000 000000 00 0000
000, 000000 00 00 000 0000 00
0(x ?=0.20, df=1, p>0.05). 00000 000 OO
0(x ?=1.93, df=1, p>005)000 000 000 O
000, 000 (X >=2252, df=1, p<0.05)000 00
000 00 00 000 00000.

(3 0000 3000000 000 000 *=
559, df=1, p<0.05)000 OO0 000 O, 000
(x ?=2.03, df=1, p<0.05)000 OOO00 OO O
0 000 0000 000.000 000 000 00
0(x ?=0.32, df=1, p<0.05)000 OO0 000 O
0, 000(x ?=27.88, df=1, p<005)000 OO0

1) SIFD HEO] G2 25 O, U/ oy, GojmT)
(o]

Space-leaving errors across grade and sex
16.00%
14.00% M 2 WD M| |
m NLLM
— O WD_F
12.00% — H m NLF [
o 10.00% H L
o
o
$ 800% L
1Y
e 600% u
4.00% (- L T
2.00% (-
0.00% L
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Grade

Fig. 6. Semantic errors across grade and sex in the pa-
fients with writing disabilities and normal children.
WDO writing disability, NLO normal control, MO
male, FO female.

O

Fig. 7. Space-leaving errors across grade and sex in
the patients with writing disabilities and normal
children. WDO writing disability, NLO normal co-
ntrol, MO male, FO female.
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000.00000 000 2=27.88, df=1, p<0.05)
0 OOO(x 2=22.60, df=1, p<0.05) 00 OO 0O
00(0012.31%, 0014.39%)00 00 00(@0
1.79%, 001.12%)00 000 000,

(4) 0000 4000400 OO0 O OO0 0OOO
0 00 000 000 00 000 0 00 000 0
00000 000 00 000O0.000 00000
0 0 000 000 000 000 000 00 00
00(3.68%)0 00 OO(148%)00 OOO0O0 O
0 00 000 (x >=4.93, df=1, p<0.05). 000 OO
000000000 0000 000( 2=0.05,
df=1, p>0.05). 00 OO0 000 00000 000 O
0 000 00 000 00 000(6.75%)0 00 O

0 00(127%)00 000 00 000 000 *=
19.33, df=1, p<0.05).

(5) 0000 5000000 000 000 %=
3.38, df=1, p>0.05)0 000 (x °=0.89, df=1, p>
00500 00 00000 00 00 000 0000
000.000 000 000K ?=3.38, df=1, p>0.05)
000 000 000 00 00 000 >=4.76, di=1,
p<005)000 00 00 000 000. 000 000
00000 000K ?=19.70, df=1, p<0.05)000
000 0000 000(x %=0.54, df=1, p>0.05)0
00 00 00 000 000 000.

(6) 0000 60004000 OOOOO 000 O
00 00 000 000 00 000 000.0000

Table 6. Correlation analyses among phonological errors, semantic errors and space-leaving errors across grades
and sex in the patients with writing disabilities and normal children

Male Female
WD Control WD Control
Grade 1
PE SE SpL PE SE SpL PE SE SpL PE SE SpL
PE 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
SE - - - 1.00 0.80° 1.00 042 1.00
SpL | 093 - 1.00 0.57 - 1.00 0.68° 085 1.00 059" 025 1.00
Grade 2
PE 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
SE - 1.00 - 1.00 - 1.00 050"  1.00
SpL - - 1.00 0.57 - 1.00 0.30° - 1.00 075 038 1.00
Grade 3
PE 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
SE 041 1.00 0.50" 1.00 0.2¢" 1.00 - 1.00
SpL 065 027 1.00 081" 0.61 1.00 0.2¢" 0.99 1.00 - - 1.00
Grade 4
PE 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
SE 0.20° 1.00 0.38" 1.00 NA 1.00 038  1.00
SpL 0.73 0.15  1.00 0.93 041 1.00 NA NA 1.00 099" 038 1.00
Grade 5
PE 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
SE 0.35 1.00 0.71" 1.00 - 1.00 0.58"  1.00
SpL 0527 018 1.00 0.82 0.58 1.00 - 0.99" 1.00 035 061" 1.00
Grade 6
PE 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
SE 0.35 1.00 071" 1.00 NA 1.00 - 1.00
SpL 0527 018 1.00 0.82 0.58 1.00 NA NA 1.00 - - 1.00

WDO writing disability PEO phonological errors

SEO semantic errors

SplLO space-leaving errors

*0 Values are significant based upon Spearman’s correlation analyses(p<0.05)
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0 00000 0,00 000 OO0 000 000 O
0(6.01%), 000 00 (1.39%), 0000 (6.55%) O
000 00 000 0.98%, 0.54%, 2.34%0 00
00)00 000 000 000(@0 X °=2068, d=1,
p<0.050x ?=4.95, df=1, p<0.050x ?=12.15, df=1,
p<0.05).

2) oign} Awol M2 22N OF oOF oF T3 o

O|M1| 2R9| AT (Table 6)

(1) 00000000 00,00 000 00 000
0 00 000 000 000 00 000 00 00
000 0O000(x 2=28.17, df=5, p<0.05), 000
0 000 00000 00 00 00000 0000
0000 =-0.01, p>0.05). 000 OO0 OO0
00 00 00 000 0000(X *=13.29, df=5,
p<0.05), 00 00 000 00000 0000 00
0(p =0.03, p>005). 000 00000 0000 O
00 00 00 00 000 000(x 2=37.08, df=5,
p<0.05), 00 00 00000 00000 (p =—0.06,
p<0.05). 00 0000 0000 000 000 00
0 00 00 00 000 000X ?=2817, df=5,
p<0.05) 00 00 00 0000 =-0.08, p<0.05)
0 000,00 000 00 000 000 000.0
00 000 000 00 000 000 00 000
000 000(X =286, df=5, p>0.05). 1000 O
00 000 OO0 000 000 000(x 2=5.54,
df=5, p>0.05). 00 00 000 00 000 00 O
00 000 000 00000 0000 00 00 O
0 00000 000 0000 00,0000 000
0 00 00 000 000 0000 000 000 0
000. 000 000 00 0000 000000 O
0 000.000 00000 Table6 O 0OO0OO.

(2 00000000 00, 00 000 00 00
00 OO0 000 000 000 00 00 00 00
0 000(X ?=75.55, df=5, p<0.05), 000 00 O
0 0000 000 0000(p =-0.24, p<0.05). O
00 000 0000 000 00 000 000K %=
35.12, df=5, p<0.05), 0000 000 0000 O
00 00000 (@ =—0.07, p<0.05). 00000 OO0
0 00 00 00 000 0000 2=2553, df=5,
p<0.05), Spearman 00000 -0.07, p=0.0510

0 0000 00 000 000 0000. 000 Ke-
ndall's tau—b0 —0.06, p<0.0500 OOOOO OO
0 000.00 000 0000 000 000 000
0 00000 >=14.31, df=5, p<0.050p =—0.05,
p<005). 000 000 000 000 00 000 O
00 0O0O0(x 2=5.95, df=5, p>0.05). 00000 O
0 00 00000 000 00 000 000 %=
57.04, df=5, p<0.05) 000 00000 000 OO
00 000 00000(p =-0.12, p<0.05).

1

ud ooob Ooo 000 0o oooo bbb oo
00O 0o0O ooo ooo oooboo. ogboooo o
0 00 0ocb ooo oo oooo oo, 00 oo
0 0oo oo oo 0o ooo boo ooo.oo
0 000 00 00 ooo0 oobo oooo ooo o
oo ooo, oob0 oo 0o ooo ooo oo oo
00 OO 000 Oo0O0O 0o 0O 0oo@=-0.416)
00 OO0 OO@=-045)00 O0OOO OO0 Ooa.
00 000 ooo oooo oo boogo 1, 200
oodg 0o ooo oo oooo oo oo oo o
oo oo oooo ooo o oooo, oo ooo o
oog 3, 4,500 000 00 O0O00, 0000 6
ood oob oo oooo o obooo oo ooo
oo. 0000 oooo oooo 10000 oooo
0 00 00 000 oo ooob oo ooo ooo
ood. oo 0ooo oo oo ooo ogo ooo
oo ooobo 0ooO oooobo oooobo O o oo
0. 00 000 ooo oo oo ooo oo ooo
00000000 o0 ooobo oooo,oo0 oo
oo O0oo0 oooob ooo0 oo oood ooo oo
0 0000 0ooo 00 oooo. o0 ooo oo
oo 00 000 000 000 oo ooboo oo
0 0000, 0000 oo oo ooo oo oooo
oo OO0 0oobO 000 00 oo ooooo oo
ot 0oo ooo oooo. oooo ooooo o
oo OO0 00O 000 0o ooo OO ooooo
(r=0.110015)0000 OO0 OO0 000 OO0 OO0
0 000 00 000 00000 ooooo@r=0.99).
000 000 0o Oo@EoO)oo oooooo, oo
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ooo(@, o,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0)d 000
00000 0000, 00000 000 000 OO0
00(0)d 000 000 000 000. 000 O
00 0O 000 D00 000 00 000.00000
000 OO0 D00 DO000O0 000, 00000
0000 0000 000.000 0000 0 0 00
0O 00 D00 0D DOO000.00,00 00 000
00 00 0000 000 00,00 000 04,0
0O 000 00,000 00,0000 00 000 O
OO0 OO0 0O0O0. 00, 000 000 000 OO0
0 000 00 00000 00 000 00 00 O
OO0 OO0 DO 0000 0000 000 000.0
0,000 000 000 0000 2,30000 000
000 0000 OO0 000 000 O 000 000
00000 00 000 0 000.

00 000 00 000 00 0000 000 00
0 00 0000 00 0000 00 0000 600
0 00 00(8.39 3.37mm)0 OO0 000 100 O
0 00800+ 2.17mm)0 OO. 00 OO0 DOOOO
000 0O 00.0000 20400 00 480(00 O
O 240,00 00 240)0 OO0OO0 OO0 0O O
OO0 OO0 OO0 OO0 OO0 OO0 0000 OO0 (Power
Spectral Density Analysis)0 OOOO0O O, 00 O
OO0 OO0 000 OO0 00 00-00 00000
OO0(noise)d OO0 OO0 OO0 OO0 000 OO0 OO0
0 0000 00 00000%. 000 00 000 O
000 000 000 000 00 000 000 00
000 00 000 000 000000 (motor skills
disorder)D0 OO0 OO OO0 OO0 O 0OO.O
0 00000 00 000 0000 00 0 00 00
000 00 00002, 00 0000 00 000 O
0 000 0000000 00 000 00-00 O
O 00 (visuo—motor integration), 000 OO OO,
00 @ming), OO (tracing) 000 OO0 OOO O
00%. Smits—Engelsman 0(2001)0 OO0 0%
0O 000 00 000 00 000 000 O 0 00
00 000 00 0000, 000 0000 000 O
000 000 00 OO0(motor unit)D OO0 0OOO
0000.00 00 000 00 000 0000 00
OO0 0000 O0(neuromotor noise)d 0 OO OO
OO0 000 000000, 00 00000 000 O

O

000 0000 00,000 000 000 0000
D0000. 0000000 00 000 00 00,0
0000 0000 000 000 00000 000
20 00 00 0O0OO0OO0 O 00 000 00000
00 0000 00 00 00 000 0oooo®,
00 0000 00 000 000 00 00,00 O
00 00000 OO0 OO0 00000 ooooo®.
000 0000 00 000 0000000 000 O
00 OO0 000 O 000 000 000 00 O
00 0DOOoo.

00 000 00 000 00 0000 00 000
000 0000,0000 1, 2000 0000 000
0 00 000 00 0000 000 OO0 0000
00 000 000 000.00 00 000 0000
00 000 00 0000 00000.00 000 O
000 300 0000 0000 0000 0000 O
00 0000 00000 00 000 00 000 O
0 000 000 00 0000 000.0000 00
0 00 00 0000 OO0 000 000 00 00
0000 00 000 00 OO0(ntrusion)d OO0 O
0O00. Fig. 100 000 000 OO0 00 0000
D00 OO0 OO0 000 000 00 00 000 O
0 0000 0000 00 000 000.00 000
000 00 0O0(motion overflow) OOOO O0OO
0 0O0.00 00 00 000 000 00 00 (pri-
mary writing tremor)3°)I] 0 00 OO0 (writer's cr-
amp)*’00 OO0 0O0OOO. Taylor 00 0000 O
000 OO0 0000 000 000 00 00 0
000 OO0 0000 00 00 000 00 00
000 OO 00000.0 00 00 000 00
00 OO0 000 0000 00 000 00 00
0 00 000 00 000 ooooo®. oo oo
D000 0000 000 000 00 000 000
00 00 000 000 00 000 00 000 O0.
00 000 000 000 000 00 00 (spatial
dysgraphia)’ 00 000, O, 000, 0000, 0O
000 000 000 0000 000 00 000.0
0 00, 00 00000 000 00 000 000
000 OO0 00.000 0 0 000 000 00
00 OO0 000 000 0000 00 00000
D00 00 0ooo oo®. 0o 0ooo ooo O

0
O
0
O
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00 (Rolandic fissure)d O OO0 OO0 OO OO
00 0 000 00(, 0,0,0000 0)0 000
00 000 000 0D0O00O0 000 000 000
00 000 00,0 000 00 000 000 00
00 0,000 OO 000 00 00 000 000
0%*. 0 0000 0000 100 00 000 000
00 000 000(667%)00 000(11.49%)00
0000 000 0000, 00 00000 000 O
00 000 00 000 0000 O 0 00.

0 0000 00 000 00 000000 000
000 0000 1,200 0 O 8mm 0000 OO 5,
6000 OO0 506mmO0 O0O0O0. 00 00O
00 0000 0000 00 000 000 9mmO
00 000 0000 40000 00000, 0000
0 000 00000 0000.00 000 000 0
0000 000 00(@O)0 000000, 000 O
0 00000 -02600 OO OOOO —-04500
000 0O00.000 000 000 0000 00 O
00 0000 00O 00 00 00 (@motor coordination)
O 0000 00 00 000, O 000 (morpheme)
00 000 000 00000 0000 0000.0
0 000 OO0 000 000 00,000,00 00
000 00 OO0 00 00000 00000 00 0
00 0000 0oooo®. 00 000 000 00
0000 00 000 00 00 0000 000 00
D00 0000 000 00000. 000 00 00
0 00 000 00000 -0.110-0.1900, OO
00000 -0.270-0.3100 OO 00 000 OO0
00 000 000 0D0O0.0000 30400 000
000 000 00 000 00 00 00 0000 O
D00 0000 000 000 000 000.00 0
00 00 00 0000 000 00 60, 8090 O
00 0O 000 00 00 ooo00®®. gooo o
00 000 60 OO0 00O 000 O (drawing)’
00* 00 O(writng) 00 000%*®. 00 000 O
0 OO(grip)d 3000 0000 000 48%000
000 00 00 00 00 90% 000 000 00
0D 000 00, 0o 000 00 00 000 O
00 000 000 00 000 80900 oOOoOoO*y.
0 0000 00 000 00 0000 00 000 O
D000 OO0 000 0000 000 0000 O

00 O0O00 O 000 000 00 000 00 O
0 000 0000 000.00 00000 00 00
0 00 000 00 00000 0 000 20000
00 000 0000 000 0O00®*, 000 oo
D00 000 OO0 0000 00 0000 0000
00 000 000 OoO*.

D00O00 000 000 000 000 000 O
0DO0*. 0 00000 0000 0000 00 00
0 00 000 000.00 000 000 000 00
D000 000 000 00 000 000 0000,
0000 00 000 00000 00 000 00 O
0D 00 00 OO0 00 OO0 00 000 000 00
0 00 000000 00 00 000 00 00 00
00 00 00 00000 0000 000.00 00
0 00 00 OO0 000 0000 0000 000
0 000 OO0 00 00 000 0000 000 O
D00 00000 0000 0 00 000 ooo*.
00 000 OO0 000 0000 0000 000 O
D000 000 000 00000 0000 000 O
000 OO0 000 00 00 000 000 0oo*.

00 0000 00 000 OO0 000 00 000
0 000 000 000,0000 000 00 0 00
0 00000 000 30400 000 000 000
00 00 00000.00 000 00 000 000
000 OO0 00 0000 0O 00 000 00 O
0000 OO0 000O00. 00 Martlew(1992)*0
0000 O 20 000 000 0000 000 00
00 0000O0.0 0000 000 000 00 00
0 00 0000 00 000 00000 00 00
0000 000 000000 000 00000 00
000 000 000 000.0 00 (phoneme)d O
OO(morpheme) OO0 OO0 OOOO OO OO
(phonemic awareness), 00 OO0 OO 00O OO
00 0000 0000 OO0 0000.00 00 00
000 000 00 000 000 00000 00 O
D000 0000 000 000000 00 000
0000 0O 0 000.0000 0000 00 000
0 000 OO0 00 OO0 000 000 0000 O
00 OO0 00 00 000 00 0000 000
000 00000 00 000 000 00 000 O
00 00 000 00 000 000 0000 0O0O0.
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0 0000 000 000 OO0 000 000 00
ooo@, o0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0)00 00
00 0000@O -00,000 -000), 000
0D0@O0O0 - 000) 00 000 0000 000
0DO00O00. 00 000 000 000 00, 000
0000 000 00 OO0 00 00000 000.
D00 OO0 O 000 000 O 00 000 000
000 000 0000 000 000 00 000 O
0 00 00000 000 0000 0000 000
DDSO)SD.

00 000 0000 000 OO0 000 0000
D00, 000 00 000 000 00 000000
000 00 000, gon-00-00 000 00
D000 00 00 OO0 (multisensory method)>?0
0000 000 000%0 0000 00 000
ooo.

0 000 000000, 00,00000 000 O
0,00 OO0 00,00 000 000 000 00,
D00 00,0000 0000 000000, 00 0
0,00 00 0000 0000, 00, 00 00,0
0 O(line quality) 00 0000 0000 00O O
00 0000 00000 0000.

00 OO0 0000 000 000 0000 000
00,00,00 0 00-000 00,000 0000
00 000 00000 0000 00 000.000
00,000 00000 000 00 000 000 O
0 0000 000 000 000,00 00000 O
0 000 000 0000 0000 000 0000
0 0 000.00,00000 000 00 000 O
0000 0000 000 oo®*®g oo oo
00 OO0 00000 OO0 0000 000 000
000 OO0 000 000 000 0000.00,0
0 00,00 0O0,00000- 000000, 000
00 0 00000 000 00 00 000 000 O
000 00 00 000 00 000 00000 00
0 000 00000 0 O 00.00000,0000
000 OO0 0000 000 0000 000 0000
0 0000 000000 00 000 0000 00
0 00 00 000 000 0000 00 00 00
000 O 0OO.
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—— ABSTRACT Korean J Child & Adol Psychiatr 1200 51~70, 2001 —

COMPARATIVE STUDY UPON THE CHARACTERISTICS OF
WRITING BETWEEN THE PATIENTS WITH
WRITING DISABILITIES AND
NORMAL ELEMENTARY SCHOOL STUDENTS

Sung Woong Shin, M.D., Soo Churl Cho, M.D.
Department of Neuropsychiatry, Division of Child Psychiatry, Seoul National Univer-sity Hospital, Seoul

Characteristics of handwriting were investigated and compared between the patients with writing
disabilities and normal elementary school pupils. Generally, the heights of the letters of the patients
were significantly larger than those of normal children, and letters of the patients were more sparsely
distributed than those of controls. The distance between the words were significantly reduced in the
patients’ writings, which indicated that patients had much more problems of space-leaving than normal
pupils. Letter heights differences were significant across all grades in the patients and normal controls.
The heights of the letters decreased as they grew older, and the slope of the decrements were more
steeper in normal girls (=—0.45) than girls with writing disabilities =—0.16) . Sex differences were
found in the letter spacings in low grades (grades 1, 2), that is, the distances between the letters were
significantly narrower in the male patients than normal boys in these grades, and the differences were
almost indiscriminating in grades 3 through 5, and finally, in sixth grade, letter spacings were signifyc-
antly broader in normal boys than male dysgraphics. In girls, letter spacings were significantly broader
in the patients across all grades. These findings supports the hypothesis that male and female writings
were qualitatively different and that distinct mechanisms served in boys and girls dysgraphics. Across
all grades and sexes, spaces between the words of the patients were significantly broader than normal
pupils, which suggested that space-leaving between the words was important in Korean writings. There
was trend that letter spacings and word spacings decreased across grades, but in girls, no correlations
between the letter spacings and grades were found. Correlation analyses revealed that letter heights
and letter spacings had mild correlation (r=0.11-0.15), and that letter spacings and word spacings had
robust correlation (r=0.99) .

Phonological errors were mostly found in last phoneme (Jong-seong) , especially double-phoneme (A,
WX, &, €1, @1, @, ¥E, ®I, 25, BA), and in the case the sound values changed due to assimilations of
phonemes. Semantic errors were rare in both groups. Space-leaving errors were correlated with phon-
ological errors, and more frequent in boys than girls. In conclusion, significant differences existed in
the letter heights, letter spacings, word spacings, and frequencies of phonological errors and space-
leaving errors between the patients with writing disabilities and normal pupils. The characteristics of
writings changed across grades and the developmental profiles were somewhat quantitatively different
between the groups. The differences became obvious from the second-third grades.

KEY WORDS : Learning disability - Writing disability.
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